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Introduction

Over the last couple of years there has been nmaterere news in the media about the G8,
however it is in the context of the G20 or G77.t Biat is the G8 in reality, what do we is
know about it, what is it doing, why is it sometti different from other forms of
international cooperation and what is its historffhese and more questions, | will try to
answer in this thesis. The G8 as the subject of ¢ésaay should be defined at the very
beginning. The easiest thing is to decode the afdiren — the Group of Eight, but defining
what the eight states create, the nature of theitsr® already a challenge. In fact the G8
could be called an organization as it doesn’'t neegeria of an organization as a formal
structure or continuous assistant body e.g. se@et&lowever, for the sake of this thesis |
would like to propose the following definition dfé G8: the G8 is a systematized and regular
process including summits of eight states, durirgctv presidential level talks are held,
regarding military, environmental, economic, sagiepolitical and human security. Why did

| choose this definition? From my point of viewgsaty and people themselves are the most
important issues in the G8 activity. But this ise&imot only for the G8, as security is a primal
and critical human need, which is a basis of huadivity that has been provamnter alia by
Maslow in the form of the pyramid of needs. Saguiorms the basis of this pyramid, which
means that without meeting that very need, mandcoat in fact develop any more. Security
is familiar to each and every man and at the same it is very often so hard to reach.
Different researchers have tried and are stillngyto present in some regular way the
components, conditions or ways of understandinthefsecurity question. To show security
in the G8 activity | chose a method based on diaasiobn of three authors: Barry Buzan, Ole
Weever and Jaap de Wilde — representatives of tiper@@agen School that | matched with a
concept of human security in order to obtain asewad possible a picture of the G8. The
classification presented in the book “Security: &WFramework for Analysis” written by
Barry Buzan, Ole Weever and Jaap de Wilde, letsmesimple and clear way systemize all
action taken during the G8 entire history as welk@describe them in a way showing this
primal human need without unnecessary complicatigdding to that method also the
human security approach has let me to present lace p1 a proper order a whole spectrum
of different issues which were touched in debate§B leaders. It is worth notice, that The
Group has never been and it is still not unequiNpauate with security but more with
economy or recently with global politics. Althoughe fundamentals of the G8 were created
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by the hard economic situation in the 70ties (oikis that led to the first summit in
Rambouillet in 1975), over the course of the yed#rs, scope of topics placed in the G8
agenda shows that the character of that procesbd®d significantly changed. In individual
chapters of my thesis, I'm presenting the evolutibrthe above mentioned kind of security,
with which the Group has handled from 1975 till 2QBome critical issues from later years
are also mentioned in the Conclusions). In mos¢s#se following trend could be observed:
starting from economic issues, through militarylitpmal, environmental, societal to human
security — or in other words starting from gene@@hditions and abstractive subjects such as
economy but ending with individual and real marsHows that leaders could not and did not
want to in their debates to escape from the sulgéskecurity of an ordinary man, human
security. For sake of this work, broad definitidnhaman security was assumed i.e. freedom
from fear and freedom from want, created in 1994h@yUN. The main reason why | decided
to use the human security approach is the factibiding else and no one else but man, is the
cause of all events happening in the world, sonmetias a decision maker and sometimes as a
victim, but always directly or indirectly he is gent in all these events. The Classic approach
to security doesn’t allow presenting all factorsl @sues related to the security concept and it
will be much harder to describe a wide scope ofsilets made by the Group, over more than
35 years in a clear and concise way. This thesiglivdded into four parts: history,
methodology, description of G8 actions from thelamyf the Copenhagen School security
concept and human security approach, and conckisiBart one describes the unusual
background of establishing the G8 and its quiteraylhistory. The Concept of summits
occurred on the level of five states and only years evolved into a status of the G7, which
over ca. 20 years has not changed till the momdmnvwRussia joined the Group. The First
chapter shows shortly the development of the G8tisg from its roots already before 1975
till the Heiligendamm Summit in 2007, dividing thpériod into 7 series, according to the
classification of Prof. Bayne, created in relattortheir leitmotivs. Next to the process of the
Group’s evolution, decision making as well as prapan of summits, which are quite
specific in case of the G8, has also been showmedder, in that first part there can be found
an outline of the G8’s relation with internatiormalanizations in different approaches: with
the European Union, IGOs, NGOs and civil societyugs.

The Second important part of this thesis consstatéescription of the methodology that was
used. As it was already mentioned, the goal ofviloek is to present in detailed scope a

variety of issues discussed on the G8 forum. Ireiotd do this, | needed tools that will help
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me classify each decision and action taken by ksade8 countries. To meet that target |
choose the concept of the Copenhagen School repeelsby Barry Buzan, Ole Waever and
Jaap de Wilde which I've complemented with the hansecurity approach. In my
dissertation | started from a different meaning tbé& security term, its evolution and
definitions that occurred over the years, as frarctsmilitary until a very wide meaning,
embracing human security. | presented in detail diecept of above mentioned authors,
based on 5 sectors of security, such as militacgnemic, environmental, societal and
political. However, as in my opinion a variety opics and a scope of debates on the Group’s
forum is so wide, that the classification creatgdtlie Copenhagen School is not enough, |
also use an idea of human security popularizednomtarnational arena by the UN. In that
second chapter, | tried to explain what human sgcisrin fact, what are its origins and what
kind of definitions could be found in literature @hat subject. Different researchers, in
different ways have been trying to define the adrthe human security concept by widening
or narrowing the scope of its interest. For sakehi$ thesis, | assumed that the human
security idea will be understood as it was presemel994 in the UN Human Development
Report, edited by Mahbub ul Hag. In that documbkatnan security was defined as freedom
from fear and freedom from want, and additiondtig tifferences between that concept and
human development term where presented there.

The Third part of the thesis is the most cruciaitagescribes the G8’s actions systemized
accordingly to above mentioned methodology. Chalptes devoted to all issues discussed
by leaders in the military area. Military secuntsas especially important for the G7 during
the Cold War. This, the oldest meaning of secutdgk a lot of place in the Group meetings.
There has even been a special summit, dedicat@elgrib military issues, held in 1996 in
Russia. Generally, here could be found three amiditi areas: non-proliferation (related to
general nuclear safety), arms control (connecteth wuclear as well as conventional
weapons) and terrorism (that gained special momerdatter 9/11). Chapter IV describes
economic security, something that is commonly pgeeckas a core of the G8’s being, and
something that was in fact the reason of estaligstiie Group. Dealing with economic crisis,
sustainable growth, reduction of high inflation amigh unemployment rate, trade
liberalization - these all are only some subjebt were occupying leaders over the years.
Economic help for the poorest and developing ceemtis also very important and creates
separately a big story. Quite a significant roletie economic sector was played by

international organizations cooperating with the@r, such as the World Bank, OECD, IMF,
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GATT/WTO. Because of its importance, the econonmubject was present from the first
summit in 1975, quite contrary to environmentaliessthat occurred in the debate for the first
time at the Bonn Summit, in 1978. In chapter V ésaibed the process of getting more and
more importance by environmental topics. While atrfor a decade environmental security
was almost totally neglected by leaders, since 1i88des such as ozone layer depletion,
climate change, water pollution or destructionropical forests and far more, were widely
discussed on the G8 forum and what is more, theys&ll gaining on importance. Very
interesting in relation to the G7/8, was the déifoami of issues connected with societal security
which is highlighted in chapter VI. As the G8 igg@up of states, it is hard to talk about a
strict definition of the societal sector in a wagsdribed by the Copenhagen School. However,
it could be observed, that from the very beginnmgmber states had shared common values
and ideology. In the first period of the Group’sstence, an identity was building in relation
to communism, as Western countries were underlyiregr faith in freedom, free trade,
democracy, independence of states and their aicnette a safer world. With the passing of
time, after eth end the Cold War and joining of stago the Group, values promoted by
leaders had been shifted towards protection of lnunghts, handling with the effects of
globalization, maintaining world peace, and allstimainly in context of Third World
countries. Chapter VIl is devoted to political dissions held by leaders during more than 30
years of the G8 history. Although, all started wa&bonomy, it was not possible to avoid
political topics for a long time. During the firBe meetings, the politics were discussed in
some informal and indirect way, at the edge of sitsyrbut already in 1980, at the Venice
Summit a separate statement titled “Political tegisfghanistan)” was published. During the
whole G8's history it is hard to find any importaniternational issues, conflicts or
catastrophes, to which there was no comment by stsnparticipants. What is more, in some
political issues, it was the G8 that played thalileg role and its actions had contributed to
solving the problem (e.g. Balkan War and issue 0$d¢0) The last chapter included in part
lIl of the thesis, is devoted to these decisionshef Group, that are connected with human
security. In the context of the G8, human secustghown from the angle of its actions and
approach towards developing countries. This topierged for the first time already in 1975,
but only in the form of economic help. However,nfrdhe start, the Group underlined the
necessity of achieving the sustainable growth, wledmpossible without close collaboration
between the North and the South. The Leading rokkat area was passed to the UN, as an

organization that has tools and measures to helpntbst needing people. Next to economic
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help, the G8 paid special attention to educatidrsupport, sanity, fight with AIDS and other
infectious diseases, aging of population, rightsvofnen and children, as well as all other
forms of help, that will lead to human security.

The last, fourth part of my thesis is somehow armsany of the G8’s actions as well as
predictions on its possible development. Whiledbee of my work is an analysis of decisions
made since 1975 till 2007, here could be find dfemost important events that happened
later, such as the Heiligendamm Process or actammnected with food security. An
important question is related to the G8’s futureilt it gain or lose on its importance in an
international environment? How will the evolutioh tbe Group look — will new members
join or will it be replaced by some other form afoperation? To these and others question
connected with the possible future of the G8, liging to give answers in the last chapter.
What is interesting is the fact that in interviewl,my respondents underlined the importance
of the G8 in the international environment as wvaslthe evolution of the character of summits
during past years. Sir Nicholas said: “The G8 suimminot strictlynecessaryput it has
proved useful over the years, in providing political leadershipconciling domestic and
external pressures and providing collective managerto the world economy.™However,

all interviewers with one voice stress, that the@uwpr could not be treated as a last resort in

international relations as it plays a more steeralg.

! Interview, N. Bayne
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Chapter |
HISTORY

The Group of Eight was established in 1975 as atinge®f six states, one year later it
transformed into the G7 and after Russia had joinel®98 it is known as the G8. From the
very beginning till now the G8 is functioning asfdrmal meeting of heads of state and
government, based on personal relations. With tiamegxtensive bureaucratic mechanism
was formed, which gave the leaders concrete knmeldtbw to tackle a wide spectrum of
subjects discussed during summits. The currentesbfphe summit process is the result of
evolution of the political and economic backgroumdhich has been dramatically changed
from the 70-ties, when contemporary conditions getlithe US, France, the Great Britain,

Germany, Japan, Italy and Canada to establish deepperation.

Background
Circumstances of the establishment of the G7 ana@cied with the economic crises in the

70-ties caused by several reasons:

1. Collapse of the monetary system from Bretton W6oshen on 15.08.1971 the
United States had abolished the dollar-gold pawntyich upset the whole worldwide
economic system, this showed that existing econarganizations cannot manage
this situatior?

2. The oil crisis related with the fourfold increadeod prices by the OPEC, which after
the Yom Kippur War of 1973, between Israel anddbalition of Egypt and Syria, put
an embargo on oil supplies. An economic effecthi$ move was the recession in
OECD countries, which had brought a decrease okttmomic growth, increase of
unemployment and high inflation. A political effect the OPEC decision was the
deterioration of the already tensgmosphere among the US, Japan and Europe.

Because the US were producing energy, meeting Ris meeds, they took a stiff

2 The Bretton Woods systemof monetary management established the rules dameercial and financial
relations among the world's major industrial staigaed by delegates from all 44 Allied nationshga¢d at the
Mount Washington Hotel in Bretton Woods, New HamipshUnited States, for the United Nations Monetary
and Financial Conference in July 1944. The Breitdénods Agreements established the IMF and the IBRD,
which today is part of the World Bank Group.

% P. Hajnal.The G8 System and the G20. Evolution, Role and entation Ashgate, 2007, p.11
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stance toward the OPEC, but Europe and Japan vienegly dependent on oil
supplies and wanted to reach a fast agreementQ®EC countries. Additionally, the
international political situation of the 70-tiesated tensions in the US- Europe line.
The enlargement of the European Community (with rDerk, Ireland and Great
Britain) caused drawing together of all Europeaaneenic leaders making the EC a
strong partner or a rival for the US. Since in Er,oeconomic conditions after the Il
World War were much better and at the same timecaedised fear against a next war
was felt, Europe led by the President of Francegr@es Pompidou, was heading in
the direction of a greater independence from thé US
Economic difficulties caused that on 25.03.1978¢ tinance ministers of West Germany
Helmut Schmidt, France Valery Giscard d’Estaingg S George Schultz and the UK
Patrick Jenkin, who established a so called Libi@rgup which with time got the name
Group of Five, met in the White House library (iapfember 1973 a representative of Japan
joined these meetings). G5 members valued an irdocmaracter of the meetings, thanks to
which they could freely exchange their views amatheagreement easier than e.g. during the
meeting of the IMF or the Committee of 20. G5 hadrked for fourteen years. Its last
meeting was in Paris, in February 1987, as by #dustn of the G7 Tokyo Summit in 1986,
the Group of Five was replaced by the forum of@¥efinance ministers.
In 1974, two members of the G5 were promoted tonnheaders of their countries, Valery
Giscard d’Estaing became President of France, alohiit Schmidt became Federal German
Chancellor. They both came to the conclusion thathsinformal meetings should be
continued, but at a level of heads of state aneéigouent. President Giscard at the meeting in
Martinique, 16-17.12.1974, along with Presidentdrand Secretary Kissinger, proposed an
initiative of calling international meetings of feaf the most important states in order to
repair the world economy and he got the approvahefUS PresideritChancellor Schmidt
also had an opinion, that heads of states and gment should be involved in finding
solutions for economic problems, but in a differeaty. He suggested to create a five-person
group, of which each was to be chosen by the héatiate/government and could not hold

any public position. This group met before the ehd974 and at the beginning of 1975, and

* N. Bayne, S. WoolcockThe New Economic Diplomacy. Decision-Making anddtiation in International
Economic RelationsAshgate, 2003, p. 122
®P. Hajnalop.cit, p.12
® R. Putnam, N. Baynéjanging together. The Seven-Power SumiHisyard University Press, 1984.15
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produced reports in which they tackled the situatiaused by the oil crisis. Members of this
group were - from West Germany, Dr Wilfried Guthéutsche Bank, from the US, George
Schultz (former Secretary of the Treasury), frorarfée, Prof. Raymond Barre (former Vice
President of the European Commission), from the 8K, Eric Roll (former Permanent
Secretary of the British Department of Economicak#), from Japan, Mr. Hideo Suzuki
(former employee of the Japanese Finance Miniétry).

In the original proposition, President Giscard ssgjgd meetings of only heads of
state/government, on which the Americans did noe@agThe US Secretary of State Henry
Kissinger and the Treasury Secretary William Rogbdsnot trust President Ford enough to
send him alone for such an important meeting, mowat of that it became a tradition that
heads of state/government meet each other alorgtigir personal representatives, finance
and foreign ministerS.

Originally the summit was supposed to rely on alkaile of participants, which should be
the most important and influential states. Headstafe and government were supposed to
have an occasion for a direct and honest discusianshould enable an establishment of the
creative and effective leadership and to move dh wiatters that till then got stuck in the
bureaucratic mazeCreators of the summit idea, Giscard and Schrhilteved that heads of
state and government, thanks to their function @dd able to combine interests of domestic
and foreign policies in order to reach internatiomgreement and thanks to their authority,
summit's members would be able to do more than ather existing international
organizations® In his original concept, President Giscard did mptan regular annual
meetings: “To maintain the usefulness of the sumpmiicess and to protect it from
bureaucratic invasion, we decided...to let the naxiting country suggest a meeting when
the economic situation made it useful”. He alsa $hat the number of participants should be
strictly limited. He reluctantly agreed on the mmese of Italy in Rambouillet, he turned down
the possibility of Canada’s participation and heorsgly opposed to the presence of the
European Communit}* By contrast, Chancellor Schmidt treated the surmoitonly as an

opportunity to present personal views of leadess(@sident Giscard did) but as a measure to

" Ibidem, p.16

8 N. Bayne Staying togetheshgate, 2005).8
°R. Putnam, N. Baynep.cit.,p.9

19 bidem, p.20

" bidem, p.22
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encourage states to compromise and to build theahtrust and predictability among them.
He was afraid that the crises of the 70-ties cdeddl to economic nationalism, because it
would force countries to solve their problems dteo$ expense and the summit idea should
prevent such situatiotf. The signature of the Final Act of the ConferenceSecurity and
Cooperation in Europe (31.07.1975) was the occaRiorrepresentatives of four Western
powers to meet, so at lunch in the British Embasshelsinki, leaders of the UK, France,
Germany and the US set subjects of the future stinmmiRambouillet and agreed on the
necessity to invite JapafiHowever, President Ford was afraid that Franceldvwsant to use
the summit to come back to fixed exchange rates iandrder to sound out European
intentions, sent George Schultz, in the middleet&mber 1975, to Bonn, London and Paris,
who after a series of bilateral meetings came b#&xkthe US with the positive
recommendation for the summit. This made it possilol President Giscard to call the
summit on 15-17.11.1975 to the Chateau of Ramtsadifil

From the American side, George Schultz and Henmssikger played key roles. Schultz
treated the summit as a chance for direct contawdso build personal relations with leaders.
By contrast, Kissinger during his first speech ittsBurgh on 11.11.1975 talked about the
summit not only in the context of economic relatiobut also the connection between
economic relations and security cooperation amdhgsaHe perceived the summit as a
decision-making institution, with its own prepamtcand follow-up apparatus. Similar
treatment of the summit as a beginning of regulaetings was present also in the Japanese
attitude, what was in turn opposed to European @agiens which assumed that the summit

would be an informal and occasional meeting wittenyt binding decision¥.

First series: reviving growth, 1975-1978

According to Prof. Bayne, the course of the sunminhiistory to these days, allow to divide
them into seven series. The first one lasted frOb1ill 1978 and its leitmotif was “reviving
growth”*” The economic crisis and the fact that Giscard &admidt were former finance

2 |bidem, p.23
13 p. Hajnalop.cit.,p17
1 R. Putnam, N. Baynep.cit.,p.17
'3 |bidem, p.25
1% |bidem, p.26
7P, Hajnal op. cit, p.54
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ministers caused that in the beginning the sumwete focused mainly on economic matters.
Only with time, political and security matters appsd in the official agenda. The main
subject of the first summit at Rambouillet was tiedorm of the international monetary
system. Before the summit, there bilateral talksvben the US and France were hold, which
aimed at an agreement on exchange rates. Finalygdy during the summit it was decided
that the IMF should permit on floating exchangesats a legitimate currency regime but the
condition from the French side was that the US atheér countries would intervene in order
to eliminate short term currency fluctuatiofis.

On the basis of this agreement the IMF made an dment in its articles, because until that
time floating had been possible only in emergentiekhe Summit at Rambouillet was a
success. It concluded with an agreement on floatags, statement of participants against
protectionism and a direct, multilateral discussiemoked enthusiasm concerning the
possibility of an international economy recovery. However, overtones of the final
declaration implied that it was a one-time meetingpse results would be executed by other
institutions. Such a message was mainly connectgld the position of the European
countries wanting to explain to the European Conitguhe absence of its representatives.
The American position was different. Kissinger atig in a plane coming back to the US had
told gathered journalists that the next summit \dobé called within a year, which was
confirmed on the 3rd of June, when President Fakited his colleagues to the second
summit in Puerto Ric®" In this case there was not enough time for préjoeraso the effect
was worse than before. The Puerto Rico summit viesed at El Dorado Beach Hotel, 20
miles from the San Juan capital. The summit lastdgl 24 hours and its main subject was
balance of economic policies, in other words a tioesof how high an economic growth
could be maintain without high inflatidA.An important part of that summit was the presence
of Canada, invited by President Ford, who usedipig as the host to invite a guest. Thereby
the number of summits’ participants was establisitezbverf> While the presence of Canada
was connected to the compensation of the reprdagemtaf European countries and countries

18 M. Fratianni, P. Savona, J. KirtoBoverning Global Finance: New Challenges, G7 andF I@bntributions,
Ashgate, c2003, p.29
¥ N. Bayne, S. Woolcoclap.cit., p.129
2R, Putnam, N. Baynep.cit.,p.37
2 Ibidem, p.37
2 |bidem, p.39
% |bidem.p.38
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from the North hemisphere, the question of Italgi®sence at the summit was heavily
discussed during personal representatives’ meetiefjse Rambouillet and related to fear for
a possibility of the communist regime in Italy. Bese of that, during lunch before the Puerto
Rico summit President Ford, Chancellor Schmidt,sielent Giscard and Prime Minister
Callaghan, discussed possible financial supporitédy, if the Communists came to power.
This conversation was supposed to be kept a sduetever two weeks later Chancellor
Schmidt, in an interview with American journalisssated quite categorically, that G7 leaders
would not agree on financial support for ItalyhEtCommunists came to power, through that
he caused political turmoil. Because the electrod976 did not give the Italian Communist
any place in government, the reaction of G7 coesthad never been verifiétiit was agreed

in Puerto Rico, that the next summit would be chibaly, if one of the participant decided
that it would be necessary and effective, and liet agreed on it. There was no binding
statement on the summits’ continuation; howevetheyend of 1976 President Giscard called
for the next meeting because of a slowdown in tbenemy® At that time in the US,
President Carter came to power, whose administrdtaml more of an institutional approach
to the summit than their predecessors. In theiniopi the summit was ideal for their aim,
which was replacement of US hegemony with a systérollective management. They
believed that the summit not necessarily should ettt formal and mutually binding
decisions and act only as a forum for exchangirgpsdbut it could contribute to solve
differences in important political matters. Thatky, bureaucracy was for them part of the
system, not a problem (as in Giscard ideds).

Before the London summit personal representatws, henceforth were called “sherpas”,
had met only at two preparatory sessions, in thesaoof which for the first time the leaders’
conduct at the summit was discussed in detail ambtaft of the final communiqué was
prepared’ The third Summit at Downing Street, 06-08.05.19%®@rted regular annual
meetings lasting two or three days between Junelalyd In London, leaders agreed on the
institutionalization of the sherpas’ “follow-meegisi’. An important element of the meeting

was President Giscard’s consent to the presentteedC, represented by the President of the

% |bidem, p.42
% Ibidem, p.43
% |bidem, p.45
%" |bidem, p.46
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European Commission and the head of governmeimeotauntry holding the EC Presidency
at G7 summit$®

Personal relations among summits’ participants gdagn important role at G7 meetings.
Although the cooperation between Chancellor Schraidt President Ford got on very well,
when President Carter had come to power the situdiad unfortunately changed. It seemed
that even the very concept of the summit was ergladlg when prior to the meeting in
February 1978 in Bonn, President Carter had thneate€Chancellor Schmidt that he would
not come if they did not agree on the economifetghce in advance - the problem was, that
the German economic growth was too small for thenemic balancé’ However, they
eventually came to an agreement and the Bonn Sutamig¢d out to be a success, and it is
still an example of the international policy accoottation® President Giscard said after, that
“a new era of mutual trust among the seven” hadecBrivhile the Bonn Summit had ended
with the trilateral economic agreement, accordmgvhich Germany and Japan should act to
revive growth in their countries and the US shaualdease oil prices to international level, in
economic respects it turned out that decisions thade were unusually ill-judgédlt is also
worth notice, that in Bonn for the first time, tleaders were concerned with a subject other

than economy and in effect they published the datitan on hijacking.

Second series: holding down inflation, 1979-1982

The year 1979 was rich in events that turned oubdodisastrous for the international
economy (the taking of hostages in the US Embassyféheran; Soviet invasion of
Afghanistan; overthrow of the Shah of Iran whicluseed the %' oil crisis and in the effect
high inflation in OECD countriesy Because of this, from the end of 1979 in G7 cdesian
anti-inflation approach prevailed. It means tha #ttention was focused on actions aimed at
reducing inflationinter alia, through the control of the amount of money on tharket,
reduction of public spending and incentives for pineate sector. This move was connected
with government changes. Namely, in 1979 the Britssime Minister Callaghan, had been
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replaced with conservative Margaret Thatcher; i811%resident Ronald Reagan seized
power and in France President Mitterrand repldabed>7 founder, President Giscard; and in
1982 Chancellor Schmidt left his officé.After 1979, a less ambitious approach to the
summit could be noticed. It was agreed that thesmaf discussion during the summit should
be simplified and unified, as well as precise ragahs should be left for more general
alignments”® Because of the huge oil price increase, the Tdkymmit in June 1979 was
dedicated mainly to energy matters. A set of natidargets for energy imports in 1979 and
1980 were agreed there. One could also have notieeédbandonment of macro-economic
strategy, developed during earlier meetings. Hgldilown inflation through strict monetary
policy was the top priority in Tokyd.

The Venice Summit, June 1980, also focused on gnangl an austere macro-economic
policy. However, regarding the tense internaticsiilation (Soviet invasion of Afghanistan
and the taking of hostages in Iran) it was the firme when the whole day was devoted to a
political debate. What is more, as neither Mitted@or Reagan, or other participants did not
have any economic experience, they had started dissiussions by concentrating more on
political matters and treating the summit lessrdittely. It was clearly seen in the US. While
Carter’'s administration had wide and serious ino&st toward the possibility of using the
summit, the Reaganies were afraid, that engagenmotinternational alignments may
influence badly the domestic obligations of thesitent®” For that reason, the Montebello
Summit (organized by the Canadians in a castleni@r&m Ottawa) July 1981, brought only
one important result. Leaders established the “Qladeral” or the “Quad”, encompassing the
US trade representative, the EC Trade Commissianer trade ministers of Japan and
Canada®

The coming to power of President Reagan causetghiening of the US policy toward the
USSR, which in turn alarmed European countiiéBhe matter of strict restraint on economic
relations with the Soviet Union was brought up logdtlent Reagan at the Versailles Summit,

June 1982. Americans tried to make Europe decithasgependence on Soviet gas, but there
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was no lasting agreement on that. The only sigmificdecision of that meeting was the

alignment that the IMF Managing Director shoulddoesent at the G7 ministers meetffig.

Third series: rise of politics, 1983-1988.
The Williamsburg Summit was the first in which Chaltor Helmut Kohl took part anighso

facto none of G7’s founders were present at the sumitas also the first time, where
economic matters did not dominate the meeting ¢muéd observe the first signs of economic
recovery) and where political matters were widagcdssed. For the first time the issue of an
East-West strategy had been raised. It was caugdlebdisplacement of Soviet medium-
range missiles threatening Japan as well as th&" W8tions aimed at the simplification of
the summit process were seen during arrangemeriteabsummit. In spite of the fact that
arrangements started later than usual, they foclessdon the substantive side but more on
logistics, protocol and relation with the mediaeT¢econd new thing was the resignation of
the preparation of a draft of the official communég These simplifications were possible
only because of the resignation of the wide scdpth® summit, and the expectation that
summit participants would tackle current issuespiictical policy.** Beginning with the
Williamsburg Summit (except for the London Summitl984) the tradition of a specific logo
for each annual summit had starféd.

Political circumstances such as the outbreak ofltdse-Irag war and Libyan terrorism had
caused, that the London Summit, June 1984, focosedly on political subjects. Economic
matters took form of a futile discussion on calliagnew round of multilateral trade
negotiations, as Europeans were against it. THgesuwas the leitmotif of the next summit
in Bonn, May 1985. The US economic situation deredndhe softening of strong
protectionism pressures. One of the ways prefdigeReagan’s administration was the start
of a new trade round of negotiations, which wasosgpl by France. In result, already existing
tensions among the summit’s participations detatemt even more. Also, in a political
respect, the summit showed big differences- aligppants feared the effects of a new project

- the Strategic Defense Initiative presented byident Reagaft’
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The question of beginning a new round of trade tiagons was solved mainly thanks to the
GATT meeting, which had taken place before the nieotyo Summit, May 1986. Once
more, political issues played an important rol@iscussions of leaders- while catastrophe of
Chernobyl caused a debate on the nuclear safety,ifise most important subject addressed
was terrorism. American air raids in Libya, in tet@on for supporting terrorism by Muamar
Kaddafi, had lead to hot disputes in the G7 andleomation of the US by the French. The
most important result of that summit was the deaisio transform the G5 into the G7,
consisting of seven finance ministers from all jggyating countries. In the end, the debate on
macro-economic and monetary issues was moved fimnldvel of heads of state and
government to the minister’s level. The Tokyo Sumweas the most productive one in the
whole third serie§’

The next meeting in Venice, June 1987, did notdosach lasting decisions. Leaders were
focused mainly on the discussion on the Soviet bt this debate did not end with any
binding conclusion. A different situation was at¢ fhioronto Summit, June 1988, where unlike
the other summits of this series, political isswese less vital. This meeting was dominated
by the issue of debt relief for low-income courgrigvhich had appeared already in 1982 in
Latin American countries, but had been ignoredhat Yersailles Summit. Creditors of the
debt countries were mainly governments. The sursmpidirticipants agreed, on the so called
“Toronto terms”, on debt relief even up to one dhiif the states would adopt relevant
economic policy under the IMF surveillanteln the Toronto Economic Declaration for the
first time the host country and exact date of thetrsummit had been given, from then on, it
is the tradition that the next host country is aaded’’ The Toronto Summit was the last in

the third series and the last in which Presidertgaa took part.

Fourth series: the end of the Cold War, 1989-1993
The fourth series started from the meeting in P@irsh), July 1989, which turned out to be

one of the most effective. The year 1989 had brbuagige political changes in Central and
Eastern Europe. Poland and Hungary had freed theessdrom the Soviet Union
dependence, which the USSR, led by Gorbachev wast@lagree upon. In response to that

situation G7 leaders decided to establish a meshmnivhich would supply technical and
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financial support for countries of Central Europeilding democracy and a market economy.
That is why the G24 had been established. Americaised the issue of the debt crisis in
middle-income developing countries, and in Parisdabt reduction plan was agreed on,
presented in the “Brady Plan”, the author of whigdis Bush’s Treasury Secretary Nicholas
Brady. The American initiative at this summit wast the only one. The US, together with
France presented an idea of establishing the FimlaAction Task Force (FATEY, which
was supposed to penalize the laundering in theegsoof the illegal drugs trafficking. The
initiative was accepted by the G7France also put the global environment issue @maa,
and for the first time leaders made binding deaision that subject, which were aimed at
including environmental protection into governmémtalicies® It is also worth notice, that
before the Paris Summit, President Gorbachev hatl esséetter, in which he asked for an
invitation to the G7 forum. The advocate of thisswde French sherpa Attali, but G7
countries did not agree.

The environment issue came back also at the newtnguin Huston, July 1990. However,
some change had occurred, weight of debate mowed drdomestic to global dimension e.g.
global warming, protection of oceans. In Hustonoalke trade issue returned. Leaders
discussed the necessity of finishing the Uruguayridoof GATT, and brought forward the
idea of establishing a new World Trade Organiza(ddfT O). Different opinions regarding
agriculture caused that the Uruguay Round subject returned during next summits.
Political situation at the turn of the 80ties aiii®s caused that relations with the USSR were
the leitmotif. The European countries, which foloag time made less restrictive policies
toward the Soviet Union, wanted the drawing up oaonomic support plan for the USSR,
but the US and Japan were reluctant to that atiaeimesult nothing was agreed. In the course
of hot discussionmter alia between the UK and the US it was agreed that tisemeneed for
bringing the USSR into the international marketremay and in effect an invitation for

President Gorbachev to join as guest at the Lor&lonmit in July 1991 was issued. After the

“8 FATF - est. in 1989. It was aimedter alia at limitation of an access to the financial systfem drug-
traffickers and other criminals. This initiative duight effect after a year in a form of the FATF tior
Recommendations. During 90-ties the FATF was trymgersuade countries to adapt theses recommensdati
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stormy debate, G7 leaders agreed on help for tHeR)But under the condition that it would
be conducted under surveillance and stipulated wotiditions. Shortly after the meeting in
London, Gorbachev was overthrown and the USRR \isassembled®® Besides the East-
West relations issue, in London also the questiothe debt relief for poor countries was
discussed. The “Toronto terms” had been changedti “London terms”, in which the debt
relief was possible even to one-half.

The new Russian President, Boris Yeltsin, had @ated to the Munich Summit, July 1992.
Heads of state and government, continuing theicpabward Russia, agreed on $24 million
support, but with restrictions, that this fund wibube supervised by the IMF program.
Because of difficulties in realization, most of negrhad never been used by Russia.

The question of the political and economic situaiio Russia returned also during the Tokyo
Summit, July 1993. However, the most importantrafignt of the meeting was the decision,
worked out just before the summit by the Quad,aa jpin tariffs which caused the finishing of
the Uruguay Round by the end of 1993. As a redudtanlier raised voices to simplify the
summit’s formula, the final declaration of the Tokyummit was only six pages long.

However, it did not turn out to be a lasting preef?

Fifth series: institutions for globalization, 19941997

This series was started by the Naples Summit, 7884, which besides the decision on debt
relief for the poorest countries up to two-thirdslgples terms”) would not be remembered
for anything special. Nevertheless, the Naples Siinmitiated two important changes. First
of all, the approach of the G7’s participants te gosition of Russia had changed. President
Yeltsin had been invited to the summit not for dssing financial support for Russia, but for
participating in a political debate as a full-memb8econd of all, heads of state and
government consented to begin a review of intepnati institutions. That decision was
connected with the realization by the G7 leaderhefhuge role of the globalization process
in the world>*

The review issue returned at the next year's mgetirHalifax, June 1995, when the host of
the summit, Prime Minister Jean Chrétien focusedtlmm revision of the international

monetary regime and the United Nations system. dliog to the first issue mentioned
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above, leaders, on the basis of the crisis in MeXig the end of 1994, had worked out a
mechanism of the financial crisis treatment angitsvention in the futur®. Unfortunately,
the four-point reform plan for the IMF and the WibBank had not been fully implemented,
which resulted in perturbations connected withAk@n crisis in 1997° Revision of the UN
system did not bring any concrete decisions, afjhoit was agreed that it is just the
beginning of the debaté.

The Lyon Summit, June 1996, was dominated mainlyhieymatter of further debt relief for
the poorest countries, which they owaster alia to the IMF, the World Bank or governments
of other countries. The G7 had established the Heéwdebted Poor Countries program
adapted by the IMF and the World Bank. Represemsitof these two institutions together
with UN and WTO members were for the first timeitad to the session of the G7 and
Russia. At this meeting a group of officials ainmadackling a problem of the international
crime, the so called “the Lyon group” was estatal@if

The meeting in Denver, June 1997, was importanalmee of the further strengthening of
Russia’s role in the summit process. Presidentt@linn order to appease Russian feeling
toward NATO’s enlargement through some countrigsnfrCentral Europe, had invited
President Yeltsin not only to a debate on polititait also on economic issues ,concerning
inter alia Africa crime and the environment. That summitIsoa&known as “the Summit of
Eight”, but the G7 finance ministers met withouly &ussian representative, in fact, leaders
of G7 countries discussed trade and finance, bétferarrival of Yeltsin at the meeting.

While summits of the fifth series were more prodwectthan the previous, the overload of
summit issues was a big problem. Although, thereevgeparate meetings of foreign, finance,
environment, employment, justice and home affaimisters, still the heads of state and
government had not enough time to discuss all ssenethe agenda. The overload was also
present in documents published at the end of thersu(e.g. the declaration of Denver was

twenty nine pages longJ.
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Sixth series: globalization and development, 199820

The Birmingham Summit, May 1998, beginning thelssries, turned out to be an important
step toward the simplification of the whole procdasme Minister Tony Blair, the host of the
meeting, was aware of the necessity of summitdiapi®g. His aims were more informal
discussions among leaders, shorter agenda andseofficial documents. Generally, he
achieved all of this: heads of state and governmmttalone, only in company of sherpas and
from then on practice of separate finance and doreninisters’ meeting was a standard;
Birmingham’s agenda was limited to three points] #re economic communiqué at the end
of the summit was only ten pages IdfigThese reforms were possititger alia thanks to
very precise and organized preparations, which déwgh among sherpas, ministerial
meetings and working groups. Although the Birmimgh&ummit was the first official G8
summit, Russia still did not take full part in soneeonomic discussions e.g. on the
international financial architecture. However, Rieat Yeltsin discussed on employability,
international crime and debt relief. Traditionallgussia took part in the political debate,
which was at that time dominated by the Indian eacltests and Indonesian riots. The
Birmingham meeting was the first one, which dingathised the most actual globalization
issues, talking about its benefits as well as aiedeegarding this proceSss.

Chancellor Gerhard Schroder who in 1998 replacedight-wing Helmut Kohl, was the host
of the next meeting in Cologne, June 1999. Thahgldad reinforced a trend, noticeable for
some time, of moving from the right to the cent#:l °> Though an ideological
rapprochement, atmosphere at the summit was fan fdeal. During the meeting, issues
connected with globalization were playing main solédeads of state and government
gathered at Cologne discusgetér alia on the possibility of the HIPC program improvement
In result, the Cologne Debt Initiative was creatgtlich was supposed to reduce debt for the
poorest countries by more than half. Leaders wise talking about economic support for
Russia. Plans on reduction of the Russian debtta@&conomic help for that country were
presented in the main communidié&conomic issues were pushed into the background by
the hard political situation in Kosovo and in thallans. Started by the NATO on 24 Mar.

1999, air raids against the Serbian army aimedratrfg President Milosevic to sign a peace
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agreement, had lead only to escalation of Serhi@lence and deterioration of the situation in
Kosovo. As a result Russia had threatened witmtamniention in support of Milosevic, what
brought to the sharpest disagreements betweena&RaisdiNATO since the Cold War. In this
situation Germany called a special meeting of G&ifgm ministers in Bonn in May, during
which they worked out main rules of the peace pgtanKosovo, which was accepted by
President Yeltsin at the beginning of JuifeBut the Russian approach was unstable. Yeltsin
wanted to receive under his responsibility oneiwd Sectors, into which Kosovo had been
divided, and which had belonged to the US, Gre#@aiBr France, Germany and Italy. On
12.06.1999 Russian forces had entered Kosovo anawe and occupied the Pristina airport.
Only intensive negotiations in Helsinki on 18th dubetween Russia and the US, lead to a
compromise on that issue, but still it was not knomhat President Yeltsin’s reaction would
be. The President of Russia came to Cologne jush@ast day of the summit, 20th of June
(the official reason was his bad health conditiamil to the relief of all participants, agreed on
all arrangements and on the idea of a new Stabiflagt. The Cologne Summit was very
productive in a political respect, which dominatihé discussion because of the crisis in
Kosovo. While focusing mainly on the Balkans issihe, G8 leaders had started formulating
an approach to "human security”, crisis prevent@om threats to human rights. They also
briefed their foreign affairs ministers to preparelan of action on that issue for the next
summit in 20067

The Okinawa Summit, July 2000, initiated some cleangn the summit formula. The
Japanese had put a lot of effort into committinghoh-G8 countries to the process of pre-
summit consultations as well as meetings of mirsstend leaders. Moreover, the Japanese
sherpa had met with representatives of NGOs bdfeesummit, and during the meeting a
special NGO centre had been set up. All these dsangre aimed at decreasing skepticism
about the summit and increasing its transpar8h&rime Minister Obuchi, responsible for
the summit preparations, decided to focus on deweémt, and more precisely on IT issues.
However, instead of choosing three main subjest&lair and Schroder did, Obuchi sketched
three wide areas: prosperity, stability and pedacuind, so it was hard to keep a tight rein on

the agendd’ Among summit participants, only three were newemsm Prime Minister
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Yoshiro Mori, who replaced Obuchi (he died two ntfenbefore the summit); the President
of Russia Vladimir Putin, who showed himself asraigeworthy successor of the fickle
President Yeltsin; and Prime Minister of ltaly Gawmo Amato® This time, unlike in
Cologne, political issues did not play the most ama@nt role. The main questions were the
peace process in the Middle East, in former Yuguasland in Korea. President Putin, who on
the way to the summit had visited Pyongyang angiriggihad a lot to say on the last subject.
Leaders debated also on the conflict prevention disdrmament. However, the most
important issues in Okinawa concerned the econ@utailed works before the summit, with
the involvement of the private sector, allowed &adto adapt the Charter on Global
Information Society, which was divided into thress, and dealt with the IT role in rich and
developing countries. During the leaders’ convéossat the issues of the debt relief and
poverty reduction returned. Though a long debatdjd not manage to work out anything
new than the Cologne terms. It did however work autagreement on joining the UN and
WTO programs, aimed at reducing the spread of AlDBerculosis (TB) and malaria in poor
countries. The Okinawa Summit showed how importamble the NGOs are playing, and
made leaders aware of better communication withN&®s, media and non-G8 members.
These issues turned out to be even more importairtgithe next summit in Italy. The Genoa
Summit, July 2001, went down in history in respefctnassive protests that accompanied it.
During two days of riots one person was killed, entiran 200 were injured and losses were
estimated at $40 milliof?. Leaders gathered in Geneva were shocked by the acaiolence
and they devoted a part of the meeting to the dson on a way which would enable in the
future to avoid similar situations. Consequentiyy agreed that a more proper localization
should be chosen; the number of delegation mendtersid be limited; and there should be
an intensification of consultations with civil sety groups and regular contacts with non-G8
countries” In spite of huge perturbation, the G8 had managedarry out an effective
debate in three areas chosen by ltaly: povertyatexhy global environment and conflict
prevention. During the G8 meeting, Prime Ministédtaly Berlusconi and the UN General
Secretary Annan proclaimed the establishment oliohdb Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis
and Malaria. This issue was connected with a havétgon of African countries, discussed

during a working lunch on the 20th of July, betwdles G8 and five African Presidents. The
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discussion focused on the New African Initiativeh{@h later became the New Partnership for
Africa’s Development-NEPAD), which was supposed ristore order in the African
countries. In result, the G8 Genoa Plan for Afngas published, promising the G8's help in
conflict prevention and widely understood developtn&his plan was the only case in the
G8 history of a partnership with the group of no8-¢untries. In the next months it had been
transformed into the G8 Africa Action Plan. In tbeonomic area the biggest success was a
report of the DOT-Force (Digital Opportunity Tas&rEe), created at the Okinawa Summit in
order to help the poorest countries to benefit ffldrtechnology. In the political area a debate
on Africa played the main role and only a shortdssion was devoted to the situation in the

Middle East and to regional issués.

Seventh series: fighting terrorism and its cause2002-2007
After the 9/11 attacks on the US, the worldwideitpral situation had changed dramatically.

The US focused on combating terrorism and they we&pecting the same from their allies.
An anti-terrorist campaign defined the fight, natyowith the effects of this phenomenon but
also with its causes. That is why the Canadianshdstided to put on the agenda, next to
terrorism also issues that were continuities from former summits. As a result, in the three
areas of the agenda, such subjects as terroritumatien in Africa and strengthening of the
economic growth appeared. Canadians as a meetweg pbd chosen a resort in the Rockies
called Kananaskis. That localization ensured gawodeption against possible terrorist attack
as well as against possible anti-globalist dematistis (which were fresh in memory in
respect of the Genoa riots). But it also demandathall number of delegation members,
which caused that the summit atmosphere was infoamd quite spontaneous. Additionally,
the media and civil society were placed in Calgafykm away’?

The Kananaskis Summit, June 2002, lasted onlyamtkea half days and it had not
published any G8 communiqué. Instead of this, Privtieister of Canada Jean Chrétien
announced the “Chair's summary”, which was quiteatge and included only main points of
the heads’ discussion. Additionally, the summit Imiied a separate document concerning
concrete issues that were raised at the meeting.dDtne leaders’ first decisions was to plan
the summit session till 2010 and an agreement @fRtissian host in 2006. It was a clear sign

of the fact, that Russia would become G8's full-rbem In political issues, the most
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important matter was the fight against terrorism.this subject leaders agreed on a very
important document - “The G8 Partnership against3pread of Weapons and Materials of
Mass Destruction”, aimed at preventing the posgbdf nuclear, chemical or biological
weapons falling into terrorist hands. Moreover, blieads of state and government agreed to
allot $20 billion over ten years to finance thetdsesion or clear-up of nuclear and chemical
weapons and other materials in Russia and othetesssof the former USSR .Leaders of the
same four African countries as in Genoa (SouthcafriNigeria, Senegal, Algeria) were also
present at the Kananaskis Summit, who together th#gHJN Secretary Kofi Annan took part
in a meeting on the situation in Africa. A resufttbat meeting was the G8 Africa Action
Plan, declaring the G8's support in two politicglefce and security, strengthening
governance) and six economic areas (trade andtmees, debt relief, expanding knowledge,
improving health, agriculture and water resourcé&s)s plan in its principles was referring
often to NEPAD (African initiative) and was welcothby the African leaders at Kananaskis.
Economic issues were connected with political mat#ad focused mainly on the situation of
developing countries. The heads of state and gowemh allotted $1 billion for the HIPC
Trust Found; expressed will to finish the Doha Rblny 2004 and worked out economic
support for the Africa Action Plaff.In the end, the Kananaskis Summit was measured as
success.

Similarly, as a year ago, also before the Evian i@iumJune 2003, international events
influenced the atmosphere of the meeting. This titlhe war in Iraq had an opposite effect
than the 9/11 attacks, as it had divided partidipaihe UK, Italy and Japan backed up the
US, by contrast France, Germany, Russia and Camagaagainst the American strategy. So,
the Evian Summit was for its members a chance émsent and restoring mutual good
relations. Responsible for the meeting’s organirgtiPresident Chirac, had used changes,
introduced earlier by Canada, and thanks to treasthmmit took place in two nearby hotels,
the Hotel Royal and the Ermitage Hotel in Evian,ilerihe media centre was located at
Publier, 5 km from Evian. The President of Fransektcare of the participants’ security
introducing strict security measures and in effmnonstrations were relocated from France
to Switzerland® However, Chirac abandoned an idea of the clegrcified agenda and

chose four wide topics, such as solidarity, resymlitg, security and democracy, which
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caused that the documentation from the meeting @a®ptionally copious. The Evian
Summit was singled out because of two reasons.theffirst time there was no separate
meeting of the G7, and President Putin joined tlseudsion from the very beginning.
Secondly, the heads of state and governments nitetaviéarge group of eleven representatives
of developing countries (including five from Africand heads of the UN, the IMF, World
Bank and the WTG® As in the last four years, also at Evian a meetiruk place gathering
the G8 leaders with representatives of four Africauntries, concerningnter alia the
NEPAD realization and further engagement of theiGée help for Africa. An economic
session of the G8 did not bring any significant isieas. Leaders discussed on trade,
corruption and transparency in the management wa&we industries and in the financial
management in developing countries. A little bitrendad been reached in political issues,
where the attention was focused on terrorism anupmoliferation. In the main political
document, “The Declaration on Non-proliferationWMD?”, leaders submitted a warning to
North Korea to finish any nuclear weapons programd a petition to Iran to adapt the IAEA
recommendations. Besides this declaration, an itapbevent was the establishment of the
CTAG (Counter-Terrorism Action Group), which wagpuosed to cooperate in that area with
the UN/” The G8 leaders discussed also the developmetteirfi¢lds of health — the G8
declared $1 billion financial support from the U8esand $1 billion from the EU side for the
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malariater; famine; science and
technology.

The development issue was also present at the megting at Sea Island, June 2004.
Considering health, leaders agreed on the developared distribution of an HIV vaccine,
while on the topic of debt relief, they prolongde: tHIPC Program until the end of 2006.
Apart from such topics as famine or fighting cotrap, heads of state and government issued
an “Action Plan on Entrepreneurship and the Erdmineon Poverty”, in which they for the
first time, tried to assist the private sector @piens within developing countrié$.Leaders
did not talk much about economic issues. Fundarignéside from a general statement on
the necessity of finishing the WTO’s Doha Roundréhwere no productive decisions. The
most important matters of the Sea Island Summit dgublitical character, specifically the

situation in the Middle East and in North Africaneantensively discussed. Representatives
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from these regions had been invited to the summiyder to discuss issues which interested
all sides, unfortunately many countries, includiggypt and Saudi Arabia, had rejected,
saying that they could not accept reforms imposesxh foutside. Despite these difficulties, the
G8 was able to publish two documents. First of tlestablished the “Partnership for Progress
and a Common Future in the Region of the Broadetdii East and North Africa”, which
described the G8'’s support for the reforms in #gian, based on such values as freedom,
democracy and the rule of law. The second one@&Plan of Support for Reform”, had
described eight concrete initiatives to supporomas’® Two of the most important were the
establishment of a “Forum for the Future” and theaton of a “Democracy Assistance
Dialogue”. Participation in the Forum was supposete free-will and governments as well
as business and civil society were supposed toNmEvied. Debate on the Middle East could
not have ignored Iraq and the Israel-PalestineliobnG8 countries expressed readiness to
any assistance for the newly chosen “Iraqgi integommernment”, in order to restore peace and
introduce democracy in this country. Incidentallgiacussion on Iragi debt relief had also
occurred. The US wanted total reduction, on thesghvas no consent from the rest of the
participants, who claimed that it would be unfaiward poor countries, which unlike Iraq,
have no rich oilfields. In the end, this questioaswshifted to a debate on the Paris Club
forum® The G8 had also made a statement about the péaoéition of the Israel-Palestine
conflict. Leaders accepted the leading role ofQartet, encompassing the US, the UN, the
EU and Russia, in implementing the Road Rtapimed at a final solution of the conflict. At
Sea Island, heads of state and government annotimeédction Plan on Non-proliferation”,
elements of which were initiatives implemented ke tUN, e.g. the PSI (Proliferation
Security Initiative) or the Global Partnership aethe Kananaskis Summit in 2082.

The issue of the fight against terrorism returngatar later at the Gleneagles Summit, 2005,
because of the bomb attacks in London, in whichertban fifty people were killed. The

attacks had directly impacted Prime Minister TongiBlimiting his presence and shortening

9 Ibidem, p.158

8 |bidem, p.159

8 The "road map" for peace is a plan to resolve the Israeli-Palestinian donfiroposed by a "quartet" of
international entities: the United States, the Beem Union, Russia, and the United Nations. Thecjpies of
the plan, originally drafted by U.S. Foreign SeeviOfficer Donald Bloome, were first outlined by U.S
President George W. Bush in a speech on June B2, #which he called for an independent Palestirstate
living side by side with Israel in peace.

8 N. Bayneop.cit.,p.160
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the time of discussion. G8 leaders in a speciaéstant proclaimed full support for the UK
and condemned the terrorist attacks. Despite diffes, they managed to fully discuss the
planned agenda. Prime Minister Blair already indbet 2004 had announced that by
returning to the Birmingham formula, the summit Wwbuwaise two main topics, African
development and climate change. The venue chosehebyK, a fashionable golf resort of
Gleneagles in Scotland, was supposed to ensurefarmial and friendly atmosphete.
Various NGOs and civil society groups were engageal clear and wide way in the summit
process, among which an important role was playgdithe “Make Poverty History”
campaign, in which the famous singer Bob Geldof wwasignificant figure. Geldof, U2
frontman Bono and a group of other stars came ®né&zgles, where Bush, Chirac and
Schréder had met. There they handed a petition @8&hmillion signatures to the G8 to
increase aid for Afric&* An important event of the summit was a meetingveen the G8
and non-G8 countries. On the first day, the G8 hedicdtate and government met the leaders
of five developing countries - Brazil, China, IndidMexico and South Africa and
representatives of the IAEA, the IMF, the UN, WoBdnk and the WTO, and they discussed
climate change. Representatives of seven Africatest- Algeria, Nigeria, Senegal, South
Africa (that five was regularly present at the suinmnocess), Ethiopia, Tanzania, Ghana as
well as heads of the IMF, the UN, World Bank and thair of the AU were, almost by
tradition, invited to take part in the second dBlye most important decisions were made on
climate change and the situation in Africa. Mawuble was expected on the first matter, as
there were still differences on the Kyoto Protoedhich the Americans did not want to sign
(the US was one of the biggest greenhouse gaseeshittn spite of initial difficulties, the G8
had published a statement, in which they confirntieeir engagement in reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions and reaffirmed that the Rg&mework Climate Change
Convention is the basis to any actions in the futudeads of state and government
acknowledged also the willingness of cooperatiorenergy efficiency, on renewable energy
and on research and development. Moreover, theyished a document “Dialogue on
Climate Change, Clean Energy and Sustainable Dewedat”, agreed between the G8 and

non-G8 countries present at Gleneagles, dedicatadyt state that wanted to join. It was also

8 V. Panovalmpressions of the 2005 Gleneagles Summit,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/evaluations/2005glenesigplanova2005-0718.htn7.08.2009
8 N. Bayne Overcoming evil with Good: Impressions of the Gégles Summit,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/evaluations/2005glenesitlayne2005-0718.html 7.08.2009
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agreed that the energy issue would be continue2O06 at the summit in Russia. In the
African issue, there were three main areas of d&on, such as debt relief, trade access and
aid volume. G8 finance ministers at a meeting leetbe summit agreed that full relief on
debts to the IMF, World Bank and the Africa Devetgmt bank would be possible for
eighteen countries (including fourteen in Africadanine would get the right later — in total it
would be more than $40 billion. Heads of state godernments gathered at the Gleneagles
Summit, accepted the solution without any amendmedfibwever, the biggest achievement
of Gleneagles was the consent to double the aidAfdca between 2004 and 2010 by
providing $25 billion per year. Among political igss, the G8 leaders discussed a plan on
restoring peace between Israel and Palestine,ggtheir support for the program worked out
by the Quartet. They also published statementshenrtdian Ocean tsunami as well as on
non-proliferation and counter-terroristh.

It is worth notice, that in the course of the G&wre than thirty year old history, an
additional Nuclear Safety and Security Summit wagnized, which took place in Moscow,
19-20.04.1996. Besides the fact that in that tilngas still the G7, Russia had full rights
during all debates. In Moscow patrticipants agree@ @rogram to prevent and treat the illicit

trafficking in nuclear materiaf€,

The decision making process

With time the subjects as well as the logistic psscthe summits evolved. President Giscard,
one of the summit idea founders, had planned thigtlteads of state and government should
take part in the meetings. However, because ofasistance from the American side personal
representatives, finance and foreign ministers asok part in summit&’ Personal
representatives (since Carter and Owen called abewpere present from the very beginning
and were recruited among the most trusted peoplendrthe head, because they often had to
make decisions on their own, without any consudteiwith their supervisofs.

So during the first several years, the decisionintakrocess had two levels. Heads of state

and governments, together with finance and forergnisters created first level, while the

% Ibidem,
8 R. Pentilla,The Role of the G8 in International Peace and 8gguxford University Press, 2003, p.70
8 N. Baynepp.cit., p.8
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second was formed by small teams of bureaucratsylesherpa&’ In the 90-ties, the number
of topics was so large that ministers were foreedatl separate meetings during the summit,
and since the 1998 Birmingham Summit, they meearseply in time and space without the
heads? In spite of a significant enlargement in the 3&stithe summit always demanded a lot
of preparation and the subject was from the vegrireng so demanding, that the heads were
forced to rely on the work of their sherpasvational sherpa teams consist of the sherpa and,
two sous-sherpas, taken from the French language, ave recruited from the foreign
ministry and the finance ministry, one from edtiGenerally, in the course of the summit
preparatory phase, the sous-sherpa meet up tores, twhile the sherpas four to five tintés.
Within the sherpas’ responsibility is the prepamatof an agenda and drafting of necessary
documents. The host has the right to choose thenstisrsubjects and usually he focuses on
new topics, whereas the sherpas’s task duringiximgfof the agenda is to continue previous
issues which is often the reason of hot debatesvioait could be omitted in the agenda
setting® Very often results of the sherpas preparatory wdrkve been important strategic
propositions e.g. the suggestion of the Attali $hein 1989, who proposed the idea of the
European Bank for Reconstruction and Developrient.

G8 leaders gathered in Genoa in 2001, brought eMcstence the Africa Personal
Representatives (APRs), who were supposed to mepat supervise the implementation of
the Africa Action Plan. APRs reported directly teelds, disregarding the sherp&s.

The leader of the host country, who usually holdés dffice of the chairman, has a particular
role among the heads. The chairman has the previdégletermining the agenda, moderating
the discussion, supervising the preparatory stage,issuing the final communiqué, unless
the parties wish to adapt a joint declaration. Timal declaration, which can include

8 N. Bayne, S. Woolcoclap.cit.,p.69
' N. Bayneop.cit.,p.194
L Ibidem, p.199
%2p. Hajnal, op.cit.,p.71
% C. Budd,G8 Summits and Their Preparatidm] N. Bayne, S. Woolcocklew Economy...op.cip,140
% Bayne,op.cit.,p.201
% Hajnal,op.cit.,p.73
% N. Bayneop.cit.,p.199
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recommendations, as well as legally binding inteomal obligations for the members, is the
primary act of the G&’

The ministerial fora, of which a lot of emergediw course of the G8’s more than thirty year
history, have important supportive functions. Thesimimportant fora were - to begin with,
the G5 Finance Ministers, which consist of the espntatives of France, Germany, the UK,
the US and Japan, and was established in 1973 dsktrary Group. The last meeting of the
G5 was on 21.02.1987 in Paris. Its greatest suceess the Plaza Accord, signed on
22.09.1985, which started the “managed floatingéxdthange rates. Secondly, the G7 finance
ministers’ meetings, who from 1975 to 1998 met tbgewith the heads, and since 1998 have
separate meetings just before the summit. The ToByonmit in 1986 had officially
established sessions of the G7 finance ministevgpgas separate meetings to be held four
times a year. Heads of central banks of the G7laadlanaging Director of the IMF usually
took part in these meetings. Since 1998 also pmeystimeetings are taking place, gathering
the finance and foreign ministers and the Presidéthhe European Central Bank. On 1 Oct.
2004, finance ministers invited a representativ€loha to take part in the meeting. Since the
Denver Summit, Russia was treated as a full-menthérfinance ministers meetings were
still called without Russia. If the Russian finamo@ister were to be present at the meeting,
then such a meeting was held without central badd&® Thirdly, since 1998, meetings of
the foreign ministers take place separately jugbreethe summit. Until then they met
together with finance ministers and the heads, ghagince 1984 they began also separate
mid-year meeting®’ Fourthly, an important forum was the G7 trade stars’ meetings,
which were started during the 1978 Summit. The 198inmit in Okinawa had established
the Quad, the Trade Ministers Quadrilateral, whicbught together representatives of the
US, Canada, Japan and the EU. The Quad had metl®8&to 1999. In 2005, the FIP was
established. The Five Interested Parties includedtralia, Brazil, the EU, India and the
US.lOO

With time, the heads stepped forward with an ititeato call on meeting of other ministers

such as ministers of employment, environment, gnexducation, development, justice and

" A. de Guittry,The Institutional Configuration of the G-7 in tNew International Scenario,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/scholar/guttry1994/guittyn#present21.08.2009
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home affairs. Additionally, the G8 system allows fegular or ad hoc meetings of task
forces, working or expert groups e.g. the Finan&izlon Task Force established at the Paris
Summit 1989 or the Halifax Counter-terrorist Expe@roup established in 1998

G8 relations with international organisations

Two relations could be found here - cooperatiorhwite European Union and relationship
with international organisations, NGOs and civitisty groups. History of relations between
the EU and the G8 is connected with the beginnindh@ G8 process., During the European
Council meeting in Rome, 12.12.1975, just after Ranbouillet Summit, five members of
the European Community (the EC), which had notigp#ted in the summit, strongly
criticised the decision of the UK, France, Germang Italy on individual participation in the

summit instead of collectively as the European Comity.*%?

At a debate of the European
Parliament in June 1976, the issue of participatbrthe European Community and its
representation at the summit was deliberated omn.aButhe discussion started only a few
weeks before the second summit in Puerto Rico neeagent was reached, and as a result the
EC was not present at that meettfiyCountries absent at the summit raised an issua of
inconsistency with the 1957 Treaty of Rome, whielrggthe EC the single right to speak on
behalf of its member on some economic issues etgrnational trade or protectionist
measures. In March 1977, the European Parliamesgegaa resolution, in which it was
pointed out that “Insist that the Community as suehCouncil and Commission — be
represented at the forthcoming Western Economicritiim London.*®* Throughout the
debate, the French approach was clearly noticeBbd@ce was strongly opposed to any form
of EC presence, and opted for such a formula oftimemit, in which only the heads of state
and government would gather to discuss issues infarmal and easy atmosphere. The EC
got support from the American side after a poweangfe in the US, after which Carter’s
administration popularized a trialerist concept,th@ heart of which lay the presumption that
the European homogeneous approach would be mostrgotive than a concept in which a

1% |bidem, p.75
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compromise would be reached separately with eaghtog. In this way, The EC represented
by UK Prime Minister Callaghan, who was at the saime the President of the Council and
the host, and by the Commission President Roy deniiho was present only on the second
day of the summit took part at the meeting for fir& time at the London Summit in1977..
This limitation was related with the G7’s concessioward the President of France and the
summit founder Giscard d’Estaing, who was a stropgonent of the EC participation. Since
1977, the EC is always present at G8 meetingspwdth only since the 1981 Ottawa Summit,
EC representatives have the possibility to parigipn a political debat®> Currently, the EC
participates in the whole process of summitryh@a preparatory stage it is represented by the
EC sherpa, who is always the Chef du Cabinet of Rhesident of the Commission. An
opinion presented by the Commission on the G8 formimsually a result of a regular EC
process of discussion and consensus builtfhgn important date in the history of G8 - EC
relations was the year 1982, when for the firsktitine European Council President was not
represented by G7 members. This is how counteesannected with the G7 gained access
to an international debate forum. Currently, the lidd five seats in the G8 summitry, and is
basically the ninth member of that group, althouigh official status is unknown.
Fundamentally, the EU is treated as a full-memiyéh one exception - it cannot be the host
of the summit. There are voices that on the G8nfoshould be one united European opinion,
but France, Italy, Germany or the UK are not prtmeesign from their membership for the
EU.107

From the very beginning above all the G7 has hadectelations with the IMF, the World
Bank and the OECD, and since 1989 it also focuseth® UN system refori?® At an initial
stage G7 leaders created only recommendationspfgifec organizations, mainly for the
IMF, World Bank, GATT, the WTO, but in the procesfstime it has begun to use experience
and resources of other organizatioter alia the UN departments or the OSCE. However,
when in some areas competencies of these orgamszatiere insufficient, the G7/8 has been
establishing its own working groups or special stigial meetings. The strongest relations
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linked the G7 with the OECD, as G7 countries arenembers of the OECE? In turn, since
1987, G7 finance ministers and central bank pressdeeet at least once in six months, and
the Managing Director of the IMF usually participatn this discussion as a supervisor. Also
the deputies’ network of senior finance ministry arentral bank officials meets once every
six weeks, which gives assurance of continuatiowarks'*° One can say that cooperation of
the G7 with the IMF or World Bank was easier thathwhe OECD, because it was hard to
duplicate functions that two first organizationsges-**

The Halifax Summit in 1995 proposed concrete astimnreview and reform of international
institutions. The aim was to clearly describe cotaepeies of the UN agencies, to eliminate
duplications and to support prestigiously some IG€os almost twenty five years the summit
relied on relations mainly with international orgaations and IGOs. Already in 2000, the
Okinawa Summit expressed will to establish conoestiwith the private sector and NGOs,
which resulted in establishing the DOT FotteFrom then on, one can see a deeper
understanding for the importance of cooperatiorhwgiich participants of the international
system as the business sector, e.g. the ICC (teenational Chamber of Commerce), World
Economic Forum at Davos; NGOs e.g. Médecins Saostier; or civil society groups e.g.

Make Poverty History.

19910 May 2007, OECD countries agreed to invite GHilstonia, Israel, Russia and Slovenia to operudions
for membership of the Organisation and offered anbd engagement, with a view to possible membership
Brazil, China, India, Indonesia and South Africa.

10 A, Baker,The G-7 as a Global “Ginger Group”: Plurilateralisrand Four-Dimensional Diplomacylobal
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Chapter Il
METHODOLOGY

Security meanings

As even researches themselves notice, the secsititjies are quite a new discipline.
Generally, only after the First World War it waskaowledged that the contribution of the
civil approach in the military affairs strategy ¢de helpful. However, the so called first
wave of security studies had started with the ditde@Second World War and was interested
in subject concerning weapons of mass destruétion.

The traditional approach, which emerged in theid§-of the 28 century, characterized by a
realistic approach claimed that the main actorst@rnational systems are states. According
to the realists, states cannot trust each othetrgrnd obtain a dominant position, as a result
of which, they try to expand their power whereveeyt could to secure themselVés.
Realistically, an individual interest is insepasalbbbnnected with the national interest. The
balance of power rule can be seen, which give stenaparchic international environment. In
the 60-ties, the realist movement began evolvingatd neorealism, which kept focus on a
state and the search for power, but at the saneitiaccepted that not everything is caused
by military possibilities e.g. states could grow strength through economic international
influences*™® Neorealists claim that the main research subjécsesurity studies is the
“phenomenon of war” and security studies themseluay be defined “as the study of the
threat, use, and control of military forcE® At the beginning of the 90-ties a common
movement in the debate on what is security occuaed it was connected with the end of the
Cold War. However, first signs of this occurrenceravseen already in the 80-ties, when in
the 1980 report of the Independent Commission terdational Development Issues chaired
by Willy Brandt (former West German Chancellor) was noticed that the task of
international policy would be to provide “a new, maocomprehensive understanding of

‘security’, which would be less restricted to thergly military aspects™’ In 1982, the

13 5, Walt, The Renaissance of Security Studfeg, B. Buzan, L. Hansen (edlpternational Security The
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Report of the Palme Commission was published, iichivan idea of common security was
presented’® Moreover, in 1975 Henry Kissinger, whose faithtie balance of power politics
was very strong, admitted in his speech that westagping in a new era in which the world
is more and more dependent on economics, on coneatiotis, and on human aspiratidfs.

In 1983, an article by Richard Ullman was publishedier the meaningful title “Redefining
Security”, in which he called for adoption of anltéanative conception of national
security”*?° He claimed that demographic pressure and resalegketion must be included
as security threats on a par with military threbls.defined, in a wide way a threat to security
as “an action or sequence of events that (1) thmsatirastically and over a relatively brief
span of time to degrade the quality of life for tiWabitants of a state or (2) threatens
significantly to narrow the range of policy choi@silable to a government of a state, or to
private, nongovernmental entities (persons, groo@orations) within the staté?* Uliman
called in question the utility of concentrating miilitary security, because according to him it
spreads a false reality image and causes thas $tates on military threats and ignore other
ones, which may be more dangerous, thus lowerieg tbtal security. Furthermore, this
approach contributes to the militarization of th&ernational relations and in the long run it
only increases global insecurity?

The next important articlayota beneunder the same title, was the work of Jessica mach
Mathews, who in 1989 anticipated that the 90-tiesild demand redefinition of elements
creating national security. According to Mathewsilesthe 70-ties brought the enlargement
of the concept of international economics, theaenitrglobal development demand broadening

the definition of national security with the notiohresource, environmental and demographic

18 More about common security: David Dewi@pommon, Comprehensive, and Cooperative SeciiriflyB.
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issues. She stated that “The assumptions anduitiatis that have governed international
relations in the post-war era are poor fit withsta@ew realities **3

However, the debate on the meaning of securityestdor good with the finishing of the Cold
War, and with the change of the bipolar world intee more complex and unpredictalsté.
Strength in a war stopped to be the traditional grofactor. Factors such as technology,
education, economic growth are becoming more inapbrwhile such factors as geography,
population or raw materials are becoming less figmit!?> Nye points out that military
strength remains still the highest form of powerthe system of self-help, but power use
became more costly for modern states than it usée.tinstruments such as communications,
organizational and institutional skills, and mangiwn of interdependence are becoming
more and more important. What is significant, thielidependence does not mean harmony,
but rather the unevenly divided mutual dependemdech is often unevenly divided in
different areas e.g. security, trade or finatf€additionally, the use of military force is more
costly, it means power resources are less trarmséesm, for example, the shift of resources
from economic to the military area could be pairftul a staté?” The way, in which some of
the scholars notice a new agenda of the securtliet comply with military elements, but
above all it concentrates on non-traditional isstsgying from fears of instability in the
global trading and financial systems, through a ils®sing array of supposed threats to
national and religious identities, to alarmist pcedns about the effects of various
environmental pollutants-*

The end of the Cold War caused that on a large snalv actors emerged on the international
scenenter alia NGOs. In the 90-ties, a new political theory of @®ecame popular, where
an NGO is perceived as “the uncorrupt, the uncymic¢he unbureacrati¢®*® Some scholars,

123 3. MathewsRedefining Security, Foreign Affajrgol. 68, No. 2 (Spring, 1989), p.162.
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for example Ignatieff, call for leaning the intetioaal relations on the basis of exchanges
between NGO$*® However, despite the fact that NGOs may play aigiolitical roles, they
cannot assure security, because security is thigcpbtonnection between the individual and
the political community, and cannot have a voluptelaracter®* According to Rotschild,
“security requires the predictability and repegtiess that are the endless propensities of the
state. That is why the rediscovery of the (intadoral) state is at the heart of the politics of
individual security.**? In turn, Nye claims that it is not a matter whiahtors are more
important, state or non-state (usually state dmef),the point is that in our times compound
coalitions bring results®®

Most scholars, appreciating the role of statescadhat: “In widening the scope of security,
other non-state actors, like multinational corporsg and human rights advocacy groups, or
other human systems and institutions, like globalrkets and the diffusion of scientific
knowledge and technological know-how, will necesgdrave to be considered and their
importance to security studies specifiétf:”

Generally, we have a trend in which the role ofestas hard, self-contained, defensible units
has been limited. Instead, it is visible that thienity of various systematic referent objects as
the global economy, international society and ttengt environment has been reinforced.
According to Buzan, it is connected to the fact fh@stmodern states reject the Westphalian
practice of hard boundaries and exclusive sovetgignhat is reflectednter alia in the
development of the Ef?

However, in spite of such trends in security stadsmme scholars remain by the state-centric
conception. A statement that a state is the subjesecurity and only to a state does security
refer to, authority and obligation is the most inmtpat assumption of neorealism. In this
approach citizens’ security is identical with stageurity and everything that comes from the
outside is a potential threat. The State acts anbording to its own interest and others do

exactly the sam&® And so, for example for Waltz the end of the Céldr brought collapse
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of the bipolarity, but we should not expect any enchange$®’ Another representative of
neorealism, Walt claims that excessive wideninghef security studiester alia with such
issues as pollution or economic recessions “woelktrdy its intellectual coherence and make
it more difficult to devise solutions to any of #eeimportant problems*®

This narrow approach has a lot of critics, who against e.g. the limitation of the subject of
security studies only to “war between states” withincluding other actors and levéfS.
Opponents of the Neorealists claim that the assomphat protection of “core values” of a
state from military threats coming from outsidena adequate any more by evaluating what
(or who) is to be secured from what threats anevbich means?® And that last question is
particularly important, as after the Cold War ahigse of ethnic and nationalist conflict and
decrease of intra-state conflicts had occurred,clvhgs why classical theories lost their
usability. Despite the fact that the nation statd the nation-state system are basic units of
government, world population, ideological and igional fundamentals of international
order are strengthened by multilateral cooperaitiomternational organisations such as the
UN or the EU, which should regulate the use of éooc threats, still weak states, which are
not able to fulfil their function of security ara greater source of international disortfér.
Generally, one can say that widening of the secudliéa had four forms. First, downwards:
from security of nations to security of groups amdividuals. Second, upwards: from nations
to security of international systems or supranaiophysical environmentd? Third,
horizontally — as various kinds, this means fronlitary to political, economic, social,
environmental or human security. Fourth, there tis@swidening of political responsibility
for security in all directions: upwards from statesinternational institutions, downwards to

local or regional governments as well as to NGQhlip opinion, press or such abstractive
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power as market$® Different scholars pay attention to the subjectbofadening of the
security studies e.g. Krause and Williams. Howesewve Smith claims additionally, that the
security studies have become something more thaetbing to be explained, they are know
also something to be understddtiKolodziej underlines that the proof of a wideninterest

in security subject could be seen during the lasnty years through an explosion of various
governmental and non-governmental institutions gmgp in security and a variety of
research and analysis methdsReports published by these institutions and imtéonal
organisations also show how important a role iggdaby non-military threats. For example
in the WHO report one can find information thahdss is the cause of death of 91% of cases.
Additionally, in favour of the importance of nonditary threats weighs the fact that every
year more people commit suicide than are killedhamicides and “collective violencé*®
Between 1988 and 1992, a significant shift in redeand teaching was noticed. Issues of
military strategy, costs, profits or risk of newap®n systems were complemented with issues
of economy, environment or human rights. This cleamgs visible in developed as well as
developing countrie¥’ Generally, it is seen that most scholars arerirdito agree that “The
end of the Cold War is arguably the most momengugnt in international politics since the
end of World War Il and the dawn of the atomic at&.

The variety of works concerning security studiggrathe end of the Cold War is so big that
one could mark next to the traditional approachitamdhl seven, which are according to
Smith joined in “non-traditional literatur&® and these are:

1. Alternative defence and common security, whielvehroots in the Palme Commission
Report 1982.

2. The Third World security school, which emergedng the Cold War. Threats for states in
the Third World are mainly internal, and becausehat more economic and environmental

than military*°
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3. Buzan and the Copenhagen School, which accordingen Booth “remains the most
comprehensive theoretical analysis of the concefpsecurity™>*

4. Constructivist security studies, which base arrks of authors, who have brought the
assumptions of social constructivism into secisttydies->2

5. Critical security studies - here we can mark twd streams: Keith Krause and Michael
Williams, the second one being the so called “W@&shool”; both are questioning the focus
of traditional security studies on the sthte.

6. Feminist security studies - according to Jikests, the representative of this stream, it
shows “what is lost from our understanding of sitguvhen gender is omitted®*

7. Post structural security studies, which dispie epistemological, methodological and
ontological assumptions of traditional securitydis>°

In this work | use the concept presents by theadledt Copenhagen School represeritedr

alia by Barry Buzan, Ole Weaever and Jaap de Wilde, whthénwork “Security: a new
framework for analysis” introduced the followingaskification for security areas dividing the
whole area into the military, environmental, ecomgrsocietal and political sectors. In their
concept the authors focus on some important digfitit One of them is a subject, whom
concerns the question of security and who mustndefegainst danger, calling “referent
object”. Usually this role is played by a state jahhpossesses the relevant measures enabling
the reaction to an existential threat. But in wder depiction theeferent object could be
seen in other meanings. In the military sectositsually a state but in the political sector
existential threat relates very often to soversigmhich could be understood in the category
of a state or an international organization as #hg.European Union. It is even harder to
define existential threats and the referent objettich is usually a state or a nation) in the
economic sector. Here we could find the global reds an object that could be threatened
by factors that undermine its existential norms ards. In the societal sector it is not a state

but “large-scale collective identities that candtion independent of the state, such as nations
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and religions**®. Similar diversity could be observed in the enmitental sector, where the
referent object could apply to individual speciesio the much wider context to the
maintenance of the planetary climate.

The other important concept for Buzan, Weever andVilde is securitization. If a public
issue is securitized it means “the issue is presers an existential threat, requiring
emergency measures and justifying actions outsite mormal bounds of political
procedures'®’. It is important to add that the issue is seaeii only when the audience
accepts it as such. This idea is often stand tactimeept of politicization which means to
make an issue an open matter of choice. By consastritization means that issue could not
be treated in normal political way but should beisigely dealt by leaders above all other
issues. In fact the main goal is a desecuritizat@cause it means that the issue is not treated
as urgent and existential, but is moved into ongimmublic sphere. This definition should be
understood intersubjectively as they are rootedraysabjects (they are defined by actors).

It is important to answer such questions as: wltorggzes (actors), on what issues (threats),
for whom (referent objects), why, what's the effaod under what conditions (when it could
be successful). These concepts are necessary &stenrtd methodology used in description
of all five sectors.

The first one is themilitary sector. Here the process of securitization is the most
institutionalized. In most cases states are refevbjects and securitizing actors are elites,
which are legitimated legally and politically togpent existential threats by using force. A
government (as that which we are talking about¢sd nation and makes decision on its
behalf in various fields, but the core task is taimain sovereignty. This also includes the
military domain. Threats which require military pegise may arise inside or outside the state;
they can sometimes consist of both.

In case of internal threats a government is sugpdsemaintain territorial integrity, civil
peace and their own machinery of government. Thetrpopular examples are separatist,
terrorist or criminal movements, against which gougy elites could use force. These kinds
of threats are dangerous for states as they veey bhve support from a part of society.
External threats usually apply to unity among eitig and are very easy to securitize. When
one state begins to perceive other armed forces thseat, it will begin to counteract, for

example through proliferation of military facilisearms race and policy of deterrence or on
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the other hand by arms reduction and arms coritngleasy to notice that politics play a very
important role here - all these above mentionedgsses are deeply connected with political
relations.

Another important idea is the issue of what is théerent object for military security.
Traditionally it is a state that has the right aagbability to use force in case of threats, but in
the contemporary international system there are atber referent objects that could be
securitized. Tribes or nations living on the temytof a state and putting forward secession or
revolution demands can be treated as referent tsbjéast the same as religion, this is also
very vulnerable to securitization. But not onlytesaor would-be states remain available as
referent objects for military securitization. Aliees such as NATO can also be treated in that
way. It doesn't mean an easy sum of claims of diffie states but also nuclear
nonproliferation, balance of power or nonaggressambe seen as referent object on a higher
level.

When the state is the referent object, clear raleSne which state representatives are
securitizing actors. However, states are sometineésrogonous. In that case some pressure
groups could effectively act as securitizing acttmantergovernmental organization there are
also legally chosen authorities, which can invokens principles as referent objects of
military security**®

Another important aspect is the diversity of miltahreats. Here they are usually connected
with “to be or not to be” of states. Societies ristit only lives of people but its whole
political, economic and social output. Vulnerai@kt and threats depend mainly on military
capabilities of enemies, and determine the natndeextent of dangers. A nuclear equipped
aggressor in fact means a probable obliteratiortferattacked country. The size or armed
forces, the kind of equipment and type of theinctinre will determine military securitization.
But there are also such factors as geography,riatod politics which influence perceiving
threats. The general rule of military relations s#lyat states should be more afraid of their
neighbors than of distant powers. This is very roffeined by a second factor: historical
enmity. Past experience in mutual relations is ¢one&s marked with such events as local
conflicts, which could have an effect on militatyrdats, especially when both actors have

different political ideologies. That last politicctor includes also the matter of recognition -
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equal treatment. “Absence of political and socedagnition makes military threats much
more open to securitization>

After a long period of the Cold War, the militargcsor came out of a global level to a
regional one: superpowers became weaker and thasespace for local dynamics. This
situation was clearly seen especially in Europegreltollapse of the Soviet Union sharply
revived conflicts in the Balkans.

Securitization of theenvironment is relatively new in international relations. Ocan say
that it started with the United Nations ConferemceHuman Environment in 1972. In the
environmental sector we may distinguish two difféeragendas: scientific and political. The
first one is defined mainly by scientist and oftgives arguments to political agenda
conducted by intergovernmental and governmentadrorgtions, which main task is taking
political responsibility for dealing with these @mnmental issues. Both agendas overlap
themselves. The environment could be considereal different level. A more general one is
usually brought up by various international orgatians. It regards such global matters as
climate warming, the depletion of the ozone layet natural resources. On the governmental
level some cabinets bring that issue as a one eftabk to fulfill - it is clearly seen in
countries that are heavily dependent on naturesamnds or Netherlands. On the lowest level
environment is an important matter in many prografgolitical parties, but also companies
connected with the environment. Such a situatioratess politicization rather than
securitization, but under some conditions it cdaddsecuritized, especially in poor countries
when problems with scarcity of water reservoirglle@mbloody conflicts.

In that sector it is very easy to define a refemsject - it is environment or its strategic part.
The main goal is to preserve natural resources,bgnthat to maintain further progress of
civilization. Now it is widely known that human difis not only determined by environment
but it works also on environment. This is a muttgationship. Environmental issues often
create lots of controversy. There are securitiaotprs who act on behalf of followers and
opponents of environment protection. Such actorgaes or international organizations have
a wide range of instruments to take environmentattens into public debate. The main goal
of Greenpeace is actually the securitization oféhgironment. These actors act mainly by
raising awareness and leading diplomacy focuseeh@ironment. Most actions focus mainly
politicization and ending at that level. Howevérre number of protagonists is still high, there
are also firms and sometimes states which are duigetheir particular interests and make
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52



decisions which do not pay attention to environmprdtection. These are for example
chemical companies and poor countries in the TWadld, where economy plays first role at
the cost of the environment.

The relationship between environment and humankl dm considered on three levels. First
one is an effect that humans pose on the environnitemeans how people change their
habitat and to which extent their actions causeyeiemto themselves. The best example in
that area is industry, which poisons the atmospaeden the end is a threat for human health.
Contrary, the environment could also be a threahuman civilization. That fear is best
reflected in such books and films as “Armageddddture with its earthquakes, tsunami and
possibility of ice age could be an existential #tror the population. The third kind of this
relationship are changes that do not seem to Istegtial for humans e.g. depletion of various
mineral resources. These phenomenon caused pempeek other solutions, but do not
decide on their fate.

In environmental security the most important matterhuman activity on earth. It is
understood not as a struggle with nature but 4 figth effects of human activity. Especially
two aspects of man’s life are crucial: economic dedhographic. The growing number of
world population during last 2000 years letler alia to a discussion about overpopulation
and caused that natural disasters are more noléceall influential for people. Protection
against natural events such as flooding in the &t&thds or earthquakes in Japan is a national
interest and is subject to securitization. In amnemic dimension we can take under
consideration the role of technology, process djaanrzation and continuous technical
development, which from the one hand help us toeptcearth but from the other lead to her
deterioration.

Environmental problems are first of all treatedaaglobal matter. Often local action and
phenomenon seem to transfer into internationateste The best example for this is a hole in
the ozone layer over Australia or cutting down f@iests in America, although they are
regionally rooted they effect the world populatias a whole. On the other hand, there are
issues such as global warming which are widely ggeed as important for every man and
country and which are hardly discussed on differatérnational organizations forums. A
global attitude to the environment is needed andenamd more popular, but there are also
lots of regional agreements on environmental ptmtecthat turned to act very effectively.

The economic securityis a very controversial matter. It depends on Wwhpoint of view we

take on economy itself. Liberals say that econotayga key role in government politics and
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should be created freely by the market. States t@mpnly theses areas where markets fails
to do so.

Economy is not as important for socialists and metitsts - they want to put state first
before economy, which should be used by statedmudifferent purposes. This division could
be well seen during the Cold War, when two powergght hidden beside communist and
capitalist philosophy. Now we can observe thatrabhem is the most popular. Moreover, it is
now an economic system which is more internatidghah national. Pure liberalism aims to
eliminate national economies and to push them gltwbal economy with ideally no
restrictions on the movement of goods, servicgsifalaand people. But the problem is how to
handle the constantly widening gap between the melhyand the very poor, and how to avoid
political and economic turbulences because of thett On the global economic agenda a
current subject in discussions is instability andguality in international political economy
(IPE).

Instability is connected with the declining role tbe United States as the hegemon on the
international scene, which brings important repssans for the global economic balance.
Inequality is best reflected by bad economic coong of the Third World countries, which
were inherited from their colonial past.

As in the previous sector also here the stategisrthin securitizing actor. As economy is such
an important national interest issue, it is a gdmabis for various intergovernmental
organizations. INGOs and sometimes firms could &kscsecuritizing actors under specific
conditions. But in no other sector there are asymaferent objects: individuals and groups
ranging from national economies to global level.this sector there are also two unique
referent objects. One of them is the company. Netyecompany could have that status, only
these which are crucial for some reason e.g. laogepanies or banks that hire huge number
of people and generate large profits. The secorel ienrelatively abstract: the liberal
international economic order (LIEO). Corrosion dED could result in weakness of welfare
considered on a national and global level. Thigases highly connected with the military
and political sectors. Very often conflicts havemamic grounds, but on the other hand it is
not rare that economic bonds prevent governmeais inflaming mutual claims.

In economy, security is connected with various sedthe most principal for individuals is
assurance of food, water, clothing, shelter anctatlon. On the higher level is the security of
investments, both for individuals and organizatiofise highest level is system security. All

malfunctions could effect that every level of ecmyocould lead to its securitization. To
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prevent any troubles, states as well as INGOs temifferent regulations and mechanisms
which are supposed to protect them. The IMF andMbedd Bank take care of state economic
conditions and the GATT-WTO prevent crises by miligpand stating rules.

It is interesting in that sector that although m#&sues need to be securitized, hardly few of
them really do. That came out from the nature loérialism, where losers are pay price for
participation in global market. That is why thelaims for securitization are dismissed.
Constant economic development cause that econorhya ggobal character. The whole
philosophy of LIEO depends on crossing boundarigsclining shipping costs and huge
technical and IT progress made possible for locadsf and individuals to earn money and to
act globally. From one side it made economic ldsier, but from the other side it means that
every change in that system is widely noticed. Thahe reason why economic stability and
fluency turned to be international interest and endmhsis for different international
organizations, agreements and meetings. Thesdws&adelp to prevent crises and establish
regulations, which should make the system work outhdisruptions. The problem is that a
major economic breakdown will have effects not omlythe economic, but also in the
political and military sectors.

But the global level is not the only one. We carseslie strong regional dynamic in that
sector. The best example for that is the EU, whwels established on basis of the European
Economic Community. However, this process is ndy @onnected with Europe. There are
lots of different economic agreements and orgaiwaat around the world e.g. NAFTA,
APEC. That kind of regionalization is an answer dgtowbalization but also it serves to make
daily life easier. Nevertheless, economic secustyery blurry and hard to distinguish from
other sectors.

In all of the above mentioned sectors, the staigspthe main role, but in th®cietal security
sector it is actually not the state but what itnierin reality: the nation. It is quite a rare
phenomenon when state means nation. State isdréatmally. It bases on organizational
structures and formal rules. Society is closelgptesl to ideology, feeling of identity and it is
built by people, which already by definition bringsbjectivity of perception. As groups
consist of individuals, to understand society m@aanderstand their ideas and customs that
define the identity of a group. Societal beliefsngtimes are distinct from political beliefs of

a government currently in force and it is often ploent of disagreements.
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“Societal security is about large, self-sustainidgntity groups*®®. These groups could be
national, but also religious or racial. It is imfont to distinguish two ideas: social and
societal. The first one concerns rather individuadsl their economic situation. The second
one comprehends communities with their common itestand actions taken in order to
prevent from any threats aimed at destroying inygiThe most common threats defined by
researchers are: migration, depopulation, horizoatal vertical competition. In case of
migration, threat for a group from the side of &@otone could be either cultural or lingual.
Depopulation could have its reasons in famineggibes, wars or extermination. Horizontal
and vertical competition leads to internal changassed by gradual adaptation to external
conditions. These threats could exist independentlthey could mix themselves. Response
to that situation could be twofold: it could bess on societal agenda or it could be brought
to the political or security level where the stagoresent. This second variant is definitely
more popular.

In the societal sector referent objects are larmgems which are joined by common identity.
The feeling of integrity makes them say “we”. Thige” policy could be shared by clan, tribe
or in communism class. In some cases nation i€lglgelated to state. In such a situation the
state would be a referent object, but security enathre more conflict-generated when they
regard religion. Vulnerability for threats is diféat for various groups and depends on two
facts: how strong their identities are and on whay are based. Small, isolated groups will
behave in a more hostile way towards any changeslily, heterogeneous ones. Each group
is vulnerable to different types of threats. A Hir¢hat seems to be distant could be more
dangerous than a closer one for a group that igptianally vulnerable for that kind of
danger. As in the military sector also here redionatters are more likely to create tensions
e.g. migration or vicinity of a culturally strongpartner (Quebec in Canada). In each region
of the world societal threats have different rodier instance in Africa, these are usually
intrastate problems but in Latin America, cultumad economic power of the USA is seen as
a threat. The most conflicted region is the teryitof the former Soviet Union. Here political,
military and societal matters are closely linkedbl®fems with Russian minorities in former
soviet republics cause strong societal tensionsaBo a difficult situation with European or
Asian identity, with catholic or Islamic religiowith cultural and lingual heritage seems to be
very conflict-generated. These mentioned abovedsraran be classified in regionalization,
but societal security is also present in a globajizrend. Two major directions can be found
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here: migration from poor Third World countries afhe so called “clash of civilizations”,
which one can reduce to opposition against Wegation.

In thepolitical sector the main issue is the security of a state’s omgitnal structure. As in
the military sector also this issue is present,ibuither aspects. The political sector regards
nonmilitary threats. This general statement disid®@o two directions. First one concerns
threats to political structures other than theest®econd considers the higher level, such as
international society or international law. Buttivat sector also the individual level is clearly
visible for example through human rights. This seds very wide and quite problematic
when we want to strictly separate it from otherslitieization is present in all sectors and
almost always precedes the process of securitizat&ccording to Buzan “Political threats
are aimed at the organizational stability of thatest® . It means that there is no
environmental, military or societal means, whicth#d to reach as political security usually
means security in general. Despite the previouscare say that political threats are about
legitimacy, recognition or political support. Asetidiscussion about the definition of politics
is very wide and complicated, authors for needthisf book took definition that politics is
“the relatively stable institutionalization of aotity”*°> The other important thing connected
to that subject is the definition of political usiusually it is state but the definition couldaals
include forms of government on defined territoryg.eempires. Usually states (as much as
other subjects in politics) have structurally definprocedures regarding internal and external
functioning. This is the way serious political tate attempt to undermine either internal
legitimacy (here are ideologies and political syst¢hat define state) or its external
recognition.

The main referent object in the political sectoths territorial state. However, we can also
take into account. a) quasi-superstates as the pEaro Union, b) strong politically
institutionalized, stateless societal groups, ©rg transnational movements, d) sometimes
some world religion$* In that case securitizing actors can be wellrdefi Usually all these
above mentioned subjects have their authoritiedeamtkers, which are supposed to care about
external and internal safety. In strong democrstiites, where governments act on behalf of
nations, its role as a safety guard is not a maftdiscussion. But we can talk about such role

also in case of some international institutionsstwuctures. Their main role is to maintain
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political stability and for this they've been giveilghts from states or other political units.
Stability can be understood in two ways: as a featd relations among states or as a feature
of domestic political systems. The most importartedon for an international commitment is
violation of basic principles such as these in theted Nations Charter. In the process of
securitizing such factors as main international imedso play an important role, by widely
announcing threats and calling states or othettigalliunits to take proper actions. In that
process there is also place for varied governmesmdl non-governmental organizations,
which are usually highly profiled and therefore mengaged in solving emerging problems.
In the political sector an existential threat cansesovereignty, which is in fact a factor that
creates a state as such. In this area we can atismyp violations regarding political ideas or a
state. Undermining the principles of political st by an outside actor, which in fact means
undermining domestic legitimacy, can also lead thisintegration of state and is seen as an
existential threat. Nevertheless, a controversyatao appear here when a state is weak and
divided into nation and government that rules ohaltfeof a nation, but in fact without its
legitimacy. In that case international environmeiit justify and support an intervention in
spite of internal right of sovereignty.

In all above mentioned sectors we can find 3 kiofisecurity: global, regional and local.
Importance of each trend is different in each gelsta the crucial thing is that they overlap
themselves. What seems to be a military conflicy rna caused by economic or political
factors. There is strong cross-reference betweeseators. In fact it is hard to find a case
clearly caused only by one kind of threat. To fajldge a situation, we could not focus on
the most visible threat but we should pay attentmthe background - it may turn out that the
true reason is much more complicated.

The presentation of security policy conducted ley@8 through diversification into these five
sectors has in purpose a better and more perfelgrstanding of the theme without passing
over any important elements. This method will allsiowing the whole spectrum of subjects
bringing up by the G8 from the beginning of itsgimitill today.

Human security

In spite of significantwidening of the subject of security studies withn-military sectors,
some scholars claimed that it was still not enoagtl they came into a direction of total
change of the referent object from the state- tipf@centred. This change was also visible in

the way of perceiving the issue of security by @asi international organisations, and was the
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most obvious in UN actions. In 1994, the UN pul#dhihe Human Development Report, in
which it presented its vision of security “The cept of security has for too long been
interpreted narrowly: as security of territory froemternal aggression, or as protection of
national interests in foreign policy or as globatrity from the threat of nuclear holocaust. It
has been related more to nation-state than to e&8lA new thing here is the broadening of
a perspective — next to a state as the refereetblyjdividuals are also considered. Most of
the classic security definitions base on the statéred perspective underlying the importance
of territorial integrity, political independenceyrsival and ability to protect its citizens. Here,
most of the threats come from outside and haveanjlinature'®® Basing on such perception
of the international environment, it was a logicahsequence that states had created huge
defensive systems aimed at securing themséfi¢towever, after the end of the Cold War it
turned out that most of conflicts have not an wstiéte but rather an inter-state character.
While international conflicts were not totally eimated, source of the danger is emerging
mainly from internal threats caused by various asites between different religious, ethnic
and social groups as well as by the economic fjluiolation of human rights, or political
discrimination. That is the reason why the guammtethe national security is not any more
in military power but in propitious social, poliitand economic conditiort8’ Today, the
world is very interdependent and interconnected iangeans that an event in distant places
could have a significant influence in other plagdse butterfly effect). A basic form of
functioning in the post-Cold War period became @&vapon. Only thanks to that, states are
able to efficiently fight with such internationdreats as internal conflicts, failing and failed
states or terrorisrif® Terrorism issue became even more important afe9f11 attacks, in
which circa 40 % of casualties were non-Americdiige policy of combating terrorism with
force brought only a rise of spending on militaprces, which rebounded on outlays for
economic, educational or health sector at the nakias well as at the international level.
Meanwhile, in many scholars opinion combating tesra should be started from fighting

socio-economic causes such as poverty, disempowertaek of influence on decisions in
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political and economic spheres and insufficienelitroods. These problems are caused by
weak or badly managed political and economic systeah the national, regional and
international level. States, which are unable tidil fbasic needs of their people, become
discredited in eyes of non-state actors, who majyapore radical solution¥’

Moreover, poverty may lead to crime, migration @ns-border criminal networks engaging
in human trafficking, weapon or drug trade. Thealibty of a state to prevent spreading
HIV/AIDS, SARS or other epidemic may lead in thelgdl world to a threat of survival/well-
being of individuals everywherg&®

The end of bipolar world caused the appearance edf actors such as international
organisations, private investment companies or NG@sle NGOs play in the today world a
lot of functions e.g. in early warning, preventiamd post-conflict reconstruction, still it is the
state which is the main guarantor of its citizesscurity’* and possesses an ultimate
responsibility'’? Many scholars underlie that the human securiticephdoes not replace a
traditional security approach as they both represathmer different ideas how to react to
existing threats. Human security does not negadr#ditional concept of security because it
includes traditional threats and medfisState security and human security are interlinked
because failed states are not able to assure hsecanity'’* States and regions in the global
context could not any longer underlie only natioseturity issues without recognizing that
such abstractive concepts as values, norms anctaxipas also influence on choices and
outcomes.”

So, human security is not a replacement or altesndor national security, although the
implementation of human security demands rededinitof the state’s role, cooperation,
partnership and innovative approach. A state’sienoand a domination of too weak or too

1895, TadjbakhshA Human Security Agenda for Central Adia] F. Sabahi, D. WarnefThe OSCE and the
Multiple Challenges of Transition. The Caucasus @eatral AsiaAshgate, 2004p.170

103, Werthes, T. Debiedp.cit.,p.16

113, LodgaardHuman Security: Concept and Operationalization,
http://cpdsindia.org/conceptandoperationalizatitm, ©5.03.2010

17235, TadjbakhshA Human Security..p.190

13 |ztok Prezelj, Challenges in Conceptualizing and Providing HumaecwBity, p.6, http://www.etc-

graz.at/cms/fileadmin/user_upload/humsec/Jourretély.pdf, 12.02.2009

14 odgaardpp.cit.,

1 R. Floyd,Human Security and the Copenhagen School’s Semtitin Approach: Conceptualizing Human
Security as a Securitizingttp://www.peacecenter.sciences-po.fr/journal/iSguk/6.Floyd.pdf 12.02.2009

60




repressive states also put the security threagsttjirin front of individuals’® People creating
politics and making crucial decisions on behalstates must pay attention to both aspects -
traditional “national security”, where armed forogsuld still play a pre-eminent role, and
human security, where “non-traditional” securitysues are dominating and where other
approaches would take significant pHft.

The human security concept is becoming more anck rmpopular and started to influence on
international and foreign policy of states. But whetually is human security and where are
its roots?

Despite the fact that the very term human securdy already existed, it is commonly
associated with the UNDP Human Development Rep884ledited by Mahbub ul Haq.
Admittedly, already in 1945 the US Secretary oft&taeturning from the UN establishing
conference in San Francisco said that the aim @fuN is freedom from fear and freedom
from want, but it was the 1994 report which expahtlat idea presenting a characteristic of
human security’® The starting point for the human security approaas more poverty than
war. Authors of the report noticed that for mosvgle an insecurity feeling came more from
worries about an everyday-living than from fearanfy catastrophic event in the wotfd.
Human security concerns not weapons but humarahfi dignity. There are four specific
features of human security. First, it is univerfealrich and poor. Second, components of the
human security are interdependent. Third, humanrggds easier to ensure through early
prevention than later intervention. Fourth, humatusity is people-centréd® Human
security was presented in the report in two aspastBeedom from such chronic threats as
hunger, disease and repression; and as protectondudden and hurtful disruptions in the
patterns of daily lifd®* There were seven categories of human securityribesc such as
economic security that requires an assured basanmig; food security which means that all

people at all time have both physical and econoaeicess to basic food; health security;
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environmental security; personal security; commursecurity; and political security?
Among these elements are links and overlaps whieans that a threat of one of these
elements may easily be transferred on otH&rall these components are included in two
main parts of human security - freedom from feam@ans freedom from physical violence)
and freedom from want (it means freedom from pgyeff

From the very beginning human security appeardasecrelation with human development,
which is also people-centred and multidimensiomalthe 70-ties, it was presented as a
counter argument against economic development petp@imed at growth, where humans
were perceived mainly as inputs of labdtrThe 1994 report was trying to define human
security and human development and to organize te&tions. Human development is a
wider term and was defined as a process of widethiagange of people’s choices, whereas
human security means that people can exercise thesees safely and freely and they can be
relatively confident that the opportunities thew@aoday are not totally lost tomorrd{f. In
short, human security and human development difiem each other in range (human
security is narrower and aimed at widening nobatl only vital capabilities), in an approach
to prevention (human security pays relatively matention to that), and in time (human
security has a shorter and more temporary timezbo)i®’

The description of human security presented inl@#@4 UN report started a broad discussion
among scholars, policymakers and organizationsmFtioe very beginning this concept
provoked lots of criticism because of its analytieenbiguity and disputable political
usability’®® The human security approach is very wide — indineent circulation there are
more than thirty definitions. Some of them focusinhyaon threats from wars and internal
conflicts, including sometimes domestic and crirhin@lence; others on threats from

preventable disease, economic hardship or finaedisis — these are threats from want; and
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the third group concern both types of threats (dlesd often as “fear and want” or as “first
and second generation human rights).

Various scholars in a different way understand hureecurity trying to create a general
definition of the human security. For example, &oidef in his approach includes five
elements of the human security such as environhepéasonal and physical security;
economic security; social security; political setyyrand cultural security. On the other hand,
Laura Reed and Majid Teheramian mention ten elesnssrnpounding human securitgter
alia communication security?® According to Caroline Thomas, human security dbssr
conditions of living in which basic material neeas fulfilled and where human dignity,
including in this aware participation in the comnityriife, could be realize - such human
security is indivisible. Material sufficiency is mecessary but not sufficient condition of
human security, which includes more than physicalisal. *** She also marked out the
guantitative aspect of human security concerningeria@ sufficiency and the qualitative
aspect concerning achievement of human digfiftysimilar differentiation on quantitative
and qualitative dimensions of human security pressethe 1997 UNDP report, which differs
also income poverty (less than 1 US$) from humarepy (illiteracy, short life expectancy
and so forth); they are often but not always imarected® Canadian foreign minister,
Lloyd Axworthy claims that “human security includescurity against economic privation, an
acceptable quality of life and a guarantee of fumelatal human rights:®* Some scholars
broaden human security even more e.g. Robert Bad&éskording to him human security
includes “the totality of knowledge, technologystitutions and activities that protect, defend
and preserve the biological existence of humanalifé the process which protect and perfect
collective peace and prosperity to enhance huneedém™®® Also Kofi Annan in the 2000

report to the UN, “We the People”, describes hurmsaourity in a wide way writing that
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“Human security in its broadest sense, embraces@ae than the absence of violent conflict.
It encompasses human rights, good governance, satoesducation and health care and
ensuring that each individual has opportunities emoices to fulfil his or her own potential.
Every step in this direction is also a step towarglducing poverty, achieving economic
growth and preventing conflict. Freedom from wdrgedom from fear and the freedom of
future generations to inherit a healthy naturalimment —these are the interrelated building
blocks of human — and therefore national security.turn, Donna Winslow and Thomas
Hylland Eriksen are representatives of an excepliprwide approach to human security.
They check how security is defined in differentiaband cultural contexts, through symbolic
and social processes as well as how with secumiyimsecurity manage social institutiofis.
There are also voices which call for the limitatiohhuman security and creation of such
definition which would be able to use by researslard policy makers. Many scholars claim,
inter alia Roland Paris, that two things are limiting the hikly of the human security
concept - lack of precise definition; extensivenasd vagueness of this approathSimilar
opinions declare Owen and Arneil, according to wharman security is too broad and vague
concept to be meaningful for policymakéfs.That is why Gary King and Christopher
Murray propose to create a definition of human ggcwvhich would encompass the most
important elements, it means such elements thatimportant enough for human beings to
fight over, or to put their lives or property aegt risk”*® These two authors define human
security as individual's “expectation of a life htut experiencing the state of generalized
poverty.” Their approach does not include violermca focuses mainly on freedom from
want?® They propose five indicators of human security sneament for individuals and
groups such as poverty, health, education, pdlificedom and democracy. Even further
reach Kanti Bajpal conclusions, who propose toter@a“human security audit” measuring
“direct and indirect threats to individual bodilgfsty and freedom2** A clear measurement
or an audit of human security would let researchieryalue factors which are causing

decrease of human security or increase of humacumsy in separate groups or individuals.
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He implemented the HSI (Human Security Index) imuanan security project in India based
on eleven measurements of threat. The aim wasrtelate human development indicator to
the HSI?? According to Bajpai, human security concerns ttsregainst life and freedom of
individuals and communities balancing by capacitdse to manage with these threats
(security= threats — capacities). Threats and d¢é@maowill change in time and spatg.
Sabine Alkire proposes her own definition of hunsacurity, which according to her is an
optimal compromise. She declares that “The objeativhuman security is to safeguard the
vital core of all human lives from critical pervesithreats in a way that is consistent with
long-term human fulfiment®®* Also Iztok Prezelj notices the heterogeneity ofmian
security definitions, what he explains by the fHwat different factors threatening human
security were diversely spread in different partdhe world and that is why there are so
many human security definitions- because of difiegiority of threats. However, there are
values generally mention in situations threatermignan security such as survival, safety
livelihood, freedom, well-being and dignif® The meeting point for all human security
definitions are threats. Alkire divides them intoiredt/indirect threats and
idiosyncratic/covariant risks. The direct threate aften connected with violence but they
may also take such form as e.g. deliberate socia@conomic exclusionThe indirect or
structural threats are actions of groups, systemasbitutions, which threat to security is a
by-product of an action took in other purpose ¢ mining could have environmental
consequences next to economic purpos$&y.idiosyncratic risks touch individuals or
households e.g. the loss of property from crimeaoraccident. Covariant risks concern
groups- small groups e.g. community (meso) as a®lbig regional groups often national
(macro)®®’ By contrast, Tadjbakhsh next to direct/indireatetits describes also objective
(they have measurable elements as for examplefitienf income) and subjective threais.
All of them underlie that threats are interconndaed can spread across the country, region

and globe.
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However, not every security issue includes threatsther vulnerabilities which are for some
people the same important as threats. Accordingliatta, a threat is identifiable, often
immediate and requires an understandable respondenereover is either visible or
commonly acknowledge®?® Vulnerability is often only an indicator, often thalearly
identifiable, often linked to a complex interdepende among related issues and does not
always suggest a correct or even adequate respaddeionally, it is not clearly perceived,
often not well understood, and almost always i@aree of contention among conflicting
views?'? Liotta divides vulnerabilities according to timeterion into extreme vulnerabilities
caused e.g. because of conflicts or natural cafastis, and long-term or creeping
vulnerabilities as the climate change, dis€a5@also Astri Suhrke combines human security
tasks with protection of the most vulnerable peppleo according to Suhrke are in one of
three categories: 1. Victims of war and internahftot 2. Those who live close to the
subsistence level and thus are structurally posticat the edge of socio-economic disaster 3.
Victims of natural disastefs? In case of human security vulnerabilities of ore manifested

as vulnerabilities of afi*®

The next term that appeared in some definitianggr alia in the 2003 report of the
Commission on Human Security is a conception otalvicore”?** This term has this
advantage that although it is not precise philogmgherm, it is not related to any literature of
security, quality of living, poverty or similar detes carrying on from agés. At the same
time it is imprecise — it is suggesting that hursanurity is not able to secure every aspect of
human well-being but in the end it will protect ttare?'® According to Alkire, the vital core
concerns a subset of human capabilities, whicheaplp think should be protect during war
or conflict and these are capabilities relatedutwisal, livelihood and dignity™’
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An important part of human security is relationtwstate and its security. While in the centre
of human security is an individual, this is a stdtat constitutes a collective instrument to
protect human life and reinforces human welfarendamental elements of human security
could be endangered by an outside aggression $utbgl internal factors including national
“security” forces?*® Most of scholars claim that human security is thet alternative for a
state and national security, but it is their compat. For example, Axworthy declares that
national security and human security are in faa sides of the same cdilf. These are
states, which create rules and integrate socittiestheir disintegration is dangerous. Human
security is inseparably connected with protectibpaepple and national interest in the global
world. Disability in safeguarding human needs megd| to delegitimization of a political
system and to failure of a st&f8. According to Edward Newman, the human security
approach reverses the role of a state and citizeihss the state and state sovereignty that
should serve and support citizens, from whom costete legitimizatiod* As the number of
state actors functioning in the internationalimgibnalised system has increased at least four
time since the UN establishment in 1945, and auliélly, changes in the international
environment were accelerated by globalisation, reldgical and communication
development, thus that all has weaken a stateesSfatished having the monopoly in six
areas such as communications, technological dewedop (more in the private sector),
financial transactions, investments, internatiomagration, and trad&? A truly effective
state plays the central role in the economic amihbdevelopment either as a direct supplier
or as a partner, catalyst or regulator. This mehatstrength or weakness of a state should
not be value only on the fundament of tackling waicurity threats of a state (e.g. armed
rising) but on the basis of ability to prevent hlealwelfare threat§?® State responsibility
concerns securing stability of the development ted equal economic growth, securing

important social services and providing people Gbuation in decision-making. Using human
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security by a state enables the reduction of sawémjualities® That is the reason why next
to the old slogan “growth with equity”, today a nepproach is necessary “downturn with
security”, because of the fact that occasional doms are common and possibly
unavoidable in the market econoffy.An important thing, to which Tadjbakhsh pays
attention, is fact that there is also an obligafioncitizens to engage in the human security
process2° People should not be passive recipients of sgcarivictims of its lack but they
should be active subjects, who contribute to sglveecurity problems and that enabling
proper education and information on social obligyadi

However, it happens that state is unable to setsigtizens human security and at that time,
according to human security proponents, shouldhecinternational community but it could
not become an excuse for military interventions ftumanitarian” reason€’ That
responsibility of international actors relays notyoon a moral obligation but also on a self-
interest, because the existing strong bounds ambngorld sectors mean that they are all
vulnerable?®® Fear of the fact that human security could becpmetence of violating state
sovereignty and a try at imposing by the West &bgalues and political institutions on non-
western countries caused that the G77 countrigs fh® same beginning are mistrustful of
the human security conceft. To minimise these fears the Canadian governméabléeshed
the International Commission on Intervention andté&tSovereignty, which in the “The
Responsibility to Protect” report specified soméualle conclusions. Above all, it redefined
the sovereignty term in the way that it encompassesparts - in the foreign policy it means
respect for sovereignty of other states, and inaidtate respect for dignity and basic rights of
its citizens. It also defined an intervention asaation against a state or its leader without its
agreement for reasons described as humanitarigorotective”®® The decision about an
intervention should be taken when other measuiksifa.g. economic sanctiof¥.One can

say that there is a bilateral relation between humecurity and conflict. Conflicts mean
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human insecurities and they lead to disintegradiondg violence. The human security program
is perceived as the best preventive mechanism stgeamflicts. Despite intra-state conflicts
and the military diplomacy, human security paygraton to inter-state causes of a conflict
such as hunger, disease, crime and repreé&idtroactive prevention of conflict, before it
break out or escalate, turns out to be less cdltp efforts to fight or reduce intensity,
duration and geographic widening of the confli¢tHowever, if a conflict already exists, the
goal of human security cannot be only stop of wardlso to prevent future conflicts and to
build lasting peacé&*

Next to the above mentioned relations between huseanrity and human development or
human security and conflict, there are also boura&een human security and human rights,
they both have similar goals and areas but thexealsio differences. Human security clearly
wants a prioritization and a discussion on its eets, while proponents of the human rights
claim that each right is equally important and wslble and any institution has no right to
choose some of thefi Difference is also in instruments and institutiondich are
implementing human security, meaning human secuwi$gs economic, political and
sometimes military measures whereas the humansrigbtially use legal instruments to
prevent human rights abus@s.

Human security has also an important function imeaountries’ foreign policy. It is for
example the leitmotif of the Canadian, Norwegiard alapanese foreign policy. Canada
focuses on the narrow definition of human secu(dgnflict focused) aimed at civilian
protection, conflict prevention, public securitydasupport of peace operations. This narrow
approach Canada explains by the fact that intemali agendas are concentrated on
promotion of national security, human rights ananhn development and they complement
their actions>’ Also Norway pays attention to one element of husecurity — freedom from
fear. Both countries started in May 1988 so callegs@gen process” or the Human Security

Network?®, in which took part eleven states including themd the UN High Commissioner
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for Refugees, Sadako Ogatd.By contrast Japan bases on the wide definitiomuhan
security, which “comprehensively covers all the axgs that threaten human survival, daily
life and dignity...and strengthens effort to contrthese threats”. According to the Japanese
blue-book it is necessary to tackle with such ttres poverty, environmental degradation,
illicit drugs, transnational organized crime, irtieas diseases, the outflow of refugees and
antipersonnel landminé8? In 2001, the government of Japan established tmerission on

Human Security, which in its report “Human Secuitpw”?*!

next to the human security
definition proposed two strategies for human séguempowerment (what should give
people opportunity to take part in the decision-mgkprocess) and protectiéff. It is
interesting that while many Western countries aslhphuman security to their foreign
policies, none of them implemented it into theindstic policie$*

Among international organisations human securitghis most popular in the UN — in its
source. For the first time, this concept was foated in 1992 on the Agenda for Peace edited
by Boutros Ghali, where was underlined the rolethef UN in an integrated approach to
human security as one of the new measures in theepeking, peacekeeping and post-
conflict management. However, it was only Kofi Annavho developed the human security
agenda, when in 1999 Millennium Declaration herdedi peace as much more than absence
of war and called for human security embracing éhenomic development, social justice,
environmental protection, democratization, disarmainand respect for human rights and the
rule of law?** In 2003, the Secretary General established thé-tigel Panel on Threats,
Challenges and Change, which was supposed to anadyg threats. As a result, in this report

threats were grouped into six categories and wesertbed relations among them. In the
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2005 report, “In larger Freedom”, Kofi Annan undieed that threats do not only endanger
people’s survival but also a state as a basicairifte international systeft®

There were also two more international organisatiavhich tried to adapt human security
into their agendas - the EU and ASEAN. Human sgcuvas proposed as a foreign policy
doctrine for the EU in “The Human Security Doctriioe Europe” in September, 2004 at the
Barcelona Forum. Human security was defined therdreedom for individuals from the
harm caused by human rights violatiéfsThe ASEAN Vision 2020 took as a goal “freedom
from want, freedom from fear for future generatiofié

Despite the adaptation of human security into fprepolicies or agenda of various
international organisations there are still mangioal voices. The main objection is wide
range of human security definitions. According &ri® generally each kind of unexpected or
irregular discomfort may be perceived as a thredtuman securit§’*® In turn, Newman says
that if we treat the individual as a dependantalae then it is possible to identify and codify
each psychological security threat, but it is ublesdecause it gives impossible number of
variable. Moreover, at the same time it is probleem#o decide arbitrarily on a type of
threaf*® because we choose some values and evaluate themrasimportant than others
without clear explanatiofr’ That is the reason why, according to Kraus, hursecurity
should be limited to narrow “freedom from fear”,chese at one point human security is
becoming a synonym for “all bad things that coudgbfren” and is losing its utility for politics
and analytic$>* Similar approach shows Lodgaard, who limits evesrertfreedom from
fear”, because according to him that phrase shbeldompleted with freedom from fear of
man-madephysical violence, so natural disasters shouleémuded™? However, with such
understanding does not agree e.g. Neil MacFarhhe, claims that one cannot favour the

narrow definition of human security that describas/ one threat — violence, because it is not
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an explanation for people dying from hung®rBarry Buzan also speaks about human
security in critical way, accusing it of multiplygrconcepts without adding analytical vafgeé.
According to him, if one constructed moral grourfds constituting the individuals as
ultimate referent object, then it costs the losaoélytical foundation on collective actors as
main suppliers of security and as those who hayte tb survive’>> Buzan forewarns against
paranoia, it means against perceiving threatsdbatot exist>°He also formulates two more
restrictions. Firstly, he agrees that a state ctivlelaten security of its citizens but at the same
time claims that the same state is “a necessarditam for individual security because
without the state it is not clear what other ageisdp act on behalf of individuals”. Secondly,
making the individuals as referent object of sagumay quickly lead to “questions of human
rights, intervention, and risks generating majanfgots in places where human rights are not
accepted as universal value...In this view theonali security, state-centric position on
security is the preferred on&* The reason why the attention of the Copenhagendbis
focused on the state is fact that most securitimatare still performed by state actofsThe
human security approach, although inadequate thytarad utility, has a lot of to offer in the
field of normative utility, where the Copenhagerm®&al approach is fundamentally limitéd.
According to Mack, it is possible to share politiGmd moral values that bring human
security, still negating its analytical utilify® Combination of Buzan’s sectored configuration
with the wide understanding of human security wibvide opportunity to deep analysis of
the G8 security policy evaluating with its histofjhe G8 does not focus on only one part of
security issues but it reacts on all threats teridtional system, starting from conflict and
finishing on poor education. The division into figectors assures clear arrangement of G8
actions and complement by human security providdspfesentation of G8 decisions from
19875 till 2007.
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In my essay the subject is the whole group fromntiwenent of its establishing in 1975 till
2007 when it is already enlarged with Russia.
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Chapter Il
MILITARY SECTOR

In the military sector we can distinguished thresaa: non proliferation, which refers to the
danger of nuclear technology, nuclear safety, rauclgeapons control etc.; arms control,
which concerns reduction and control of nucleargengital, biological, radiological
conventional and dual use weapons, material, tdogpcand delivery system but also all
issues related to proliferation; terrorism, whidtudses on protection against attacks on the
earth, the ocean or in the air, measures agamstigen and its roots.

Non-proliferation issue occurred for the first timedatively early in the summit history, at the
1977 London meeting. In the communiqué is declamatf the G7 to support growth of
nuclear energy in order to meet world’s needs efgybut at the same time to reduce risk of
nuclear proliferation. That matter was wider ddsadi in the Appendix to above mentioned
communiqué, where was stated that: “Our objectivdés meet the world’s energy needs and
to make peaceful use of nuclear energy widely al&l while avoiding the danger of the
spread of nuclear weaporf$® Nuclear energy was supposed to serve diversificatf
energy sources, based till then mainly on oil, whas$ the cause of the world economic crisis.
In the 1978 Bonn final declaration, in the part @anming energy, there was an assurance of
continuing the nuclear fuel cycle studies initiateg the London Summit moreover the
President of the US and the Prime Minister of Canawlderlined their position “as reliable
suppliers of nuclear fuel within the framework éfeetive safeguards?®?

At the Tokyo Summit 1979, was stated that growthtled nuclear energy is integral to
economic development but at the same time peogkfg€ty must be assured and here is
significant role of the IAEX®®

The 1980 meeting in Venice stressed an importdatabnuclear power and necessity of its
development while assuring proper methods for dgaWwith spent fuels and disposal of

nuclear waste. The fourteen point of the communiguas dedicated to the results of

%1 Appendix to Downing Street Summit Declaration,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1977london/app&ridml, 18.11.2009
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established at the 1977 London Summit the IntevnatiFuel Cycle Evaluation Group, which
raisedinter alia an issue of the most effective utilization of titam source$®*

In 1981, at Montebello, the G7 admitted that “In shaf our countries progress in
constructing new nuclear facilities is slow.” Leeglealled for further development of new
technologies “particularly in spent fuel managerhesmdd for meeting public concerns
regardingnter alia nuclear waste manageméft.

During the next four years summits at Versailled|listnsburg, London or Bonn did not
make any binding alignments concerning nuclear ggnerthere were of course mentions
about the importance of that issue but without aijer development. Only the year 1986
brought pressing return of the nuclear issue becafithe Chernobyl disast&f The G7
countries in the “Statement on the Implicationshaf Chernobyl Nuclear Accident” expressed
their sympathy for victims and reminded that “Eawbuntry... is responsible for prompt
provision of detailed and complete information amclear emergencies and accidents, in
particular those with potential transboundary conseaces?’ They also paid attention to the
IAEA role in international cooperation on the sgfef nuclear installations and called for
international convention committing the partiesrttorm about threats and accidents. It was
reiterated that: “Nuclear power is and, properlynaged, will continue to be an increasingly
used source of energ$® The IAEA engagement in the international nucleaergy
management was also underlined in the declarafitired/enice Summit, 1987.

Hitherto G7 communications of nuclear energy wesacerning its utility as an alternative
energy source and contribution to the economic troweaders gathered at the Toronto

Summit, 1988 for the first time in the publishedlifical Declaration” raised issue of nuclear
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%% TheChernobyl disasterwas a nuclear reactor accident that occurred o2 1986 at the Chernobyl

Nuclear Power Plant in Ukraine (then part of thei&oUnion). It is considered to be the worst naclpower
plant disaster in history and the only level 7 év@nthe International Nuclear Event Scale. It lteslin a
severe release of radioactivity following a masgieever excursion that destroyed the reactor. Meatlts from
the accident were caused by radiation poisoning.
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energy related to weapons. It was stated that Kke Treaty (Intermediate Range Nuclear
Forces Treaty) between the US and the Soviet Us@wed security of each country and is
the first agreement that actually reduce nuclearsaand at the same time is an important
basis for future arms control agreements througdyrfametrical reductions and intrusive
verification arrangement$®®

In Paris 1989, the “Declaration on East-West Refeti reiterated a need of “a substantial
reduction in Soviet and American strategic nuclans” and remained that nuclear energy
“plays an important role in limiting output of gre@ouse gases™ This last sentence was
also present in the final communiqué of Houstor§0l9vhere also devoted lots of space to
non-proliferation subject. In the “Statement onnBm@ational Issues”, all states were called
again for implementing IAEA safeguards and nuckgsplier for adapting control measures
contained in the Nuclear Suppliers Group Guidelitteg/as also announced wide debate on
working out as wide as possible consensus on estaiy stable non-proliferation regime:
“Such a regime should be based on an indispenbaldace between the non-proliferation of
arms and the development of peaceful and safeaisesclear energy*’* In Houston for the
first time concerned danger related to the Koreaniri3ula, as the North Korea has not yet
signed a nuclear safeguard agreement.

At the London Summitl1991, was underlined the imgnmore of nuclear energy in the
environment protection through a reduction of gheerse gas emission and necessity of
assuring the highest possible security standarésaise of the Gulf Crisis there was
published a declaration on security, in which wapressed a will to establish a non-
proliferation regime based on balance between aucien-proliferation and development of
peaceful nuclear energy use. It was stressed aoriamre of the NPT and asked non-
signatory states for joining it so to strengthere tNPT regime beyond 1995. Final
communiqué of Munich 1992 devoted a lot of spacthéoissue of “Safety of Nuclear Power
Plants in the New Independence States of the FoBoeet Union and in Central and eastern
Europe”. After the disaster in Chernobyl the wontds afraid of possible rerumecause of

obsolete technology and insufficient security & gost Soviet power plants. The G7 offered
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interested states support “within framework of alti@aeral programme of action”, which
embraced short and long-term godfs.As short-term goals presented technical and
operational improvements and enhancing regulategynres. There were described as long-
term plans: replacement of less safe plants byra@hergy sources and an upgrade of plants
of more recent design. Program funding was supptuséé through the World Bank and the
EBRD in cooperation with the IAEA and the G24. Rolitical Declaration: Shaping the New
Partnership” the G7 countries repeated that iteisessary to establish a nuclear cooperation
which let on safeguard, detection and preventiomfithe illicit production and transfer of
nuclear materials. This cooperation should be baseithe NPT, internal binding agreements
and the IAEA safeguards. They underlined an importale of the IAEA and at the same
time “willingness to share benefits of peaceful laac technology with all other States, in
accordance with our non-proliferation’s commitmetits

At the next meeting in Tokyo 1993, was made shariew of progress of the nuclear safety
program agreed in Munich. Leaders called for quatsing down of power plant in
Chernobyl. They also remained that states whicktheir territory have a nuclear plant “bear
the primary responsibility” for nuclear saféty. They also expressed concern at the throwing
to the ocean radioactive wastes by Russia.

An issue of shutting down Chernobyl returned alsoNaples, 1994, where in the final
communiqué was written that “The closing down @& ©hernobyl nuclear power plant is an
urgent priority.%”® The G7 countries offered the government of Ukrainection plan which
intended “The closure of Chernobyl would be accamgxh by the early completion of three
new reactors of adequate safety standards, by etrapsive reforms in the energy sector,
increased energy conservation and the use of esergges.” To achieve this G7 planned for
the beginning $200 million in grantg®

A year later, at the Halifax Summit, G7 countriegtarated their support for Ukraine and

expressed pleasure of President’s Kuchma decisiatiasure of the Chernobyl nuclear plant

272 gafety of Nuclear Power Plants in the New Indepen&tates of the Former Soviet Union and in Céatrd
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by the year 2000. Prime Minister Jean Chrétien anoed also that at President’s Boris
Yeltsin invitation a special Summit on Nuclear $afeould take place in Moscow, 1996.
This meeting indeed took place in Moscow, 19-2.996, and brought a lot of important
alignments. This kind of summit was possible thattkgolitical and economic reforms in
Russia, which occurred with the end of the Cold Wéwe main goal, which participants set,
was “an absolute priority to safety in the use wtlaar energy”, but they also underlined that
“the prime responsibility... rests with nationalvgenments?’” Various security subjects
were singled outjnter alia safety of civilian nuclear reactors, what in pexpe of the
Chernobyl disaster was a basic worry for all pgéints. It was said that “Nuclear safety can
also be enhanced by greater internal transparenaoyalear power activities, in particular by
means of peer reviews.” An important step was tkeeptanceby all countries the
Convention on Nuclear Safety. They repeated readiteehelp nuclear safety in the countries
of Central and Eastern Europe and the Newly IndépeinStates. It was clearly written that
“nuclear liability regime must assure adequate camsption to victims of, and for damaged
caused by nuclear accidents.” The responsibilitjoris to “operator of the nuclear
installations” and he should assure proper findmesources for “adequate compensation.” It
was also noted that “National authorities must emsadioactive waste is managed safety and
that provisions are made for its proper handlirtgrage and ultimate disposal”. Leaders
reiterated ban on dumping at sea of radioactivaevasd called for the Convention on the
Safety Radioactive Waste Management. Participartsisosummit widely discussed an issue
of the illicit trafficking of nuclear materials arektablished a Programme on Preventing and
Combating lllicit Trafficking in Nuclear Materialeimed at “cooperation among our
governments in all aspects of prevention, detecgmchange information, investigation and
prosecution in cases of illicit nuclear trafficking o prevent this occurrence leaders planned
actions which concerned “safe and secure storageidéar materials and effective material
protection, control, and accounting to preventit@rsion; cooperative intelligence, customs,
and law enforcement efforts to prevent the trartgpion and sale of diverted material; and
joint efforts to identify and suppress illicit supmwf, and demand for, nuclear material and to
deter potential traffickers.” Control, protectiomda proper storage under international
safeguards should concern also nuclear materiédased by the dismantling of nuclear

weapons. All countries were called for immediatiication the Convention on the Physical

2" Moscow Nuclear Safety and Security Summit Decianat
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Protection of Nuclear Materials. Leaders reiterathdt nations, which posses nuclear
materials are responsible for their control, actancy and physical protection. Because of
proceeding from some years earlier nuclear disamnamaised an issue of stocks of fissile
materials designed as no longer required for defgocess and their safety management
with eventual transformation into spent fuel orhet forms equally unusable for nuclear
weapons.” Options presented by participants in ikgie concerned “safe and secure long-
term storage vitrification or other methods of panant disposal, and conversation into
mixed-oxide fuel (MOX) for use in nuclear reacttt&

The Lyon meeting, in 1996, also partly concernesligsof nuclear safety and security.
Participants underlined importance of the Conventin Nuclear Safety and further progress
in adjusting a relevant domestic legislation anelppring an international convention on the
safety of radioactive waste management. They regeuaillingness to help countries in
transition developing “safety-oriented energy pplit’® In the final communiqué was
received with pleasure President's Kuchma decisoon closure reactor number 1 at
Chernobyl by the end of 1996 and the whole pldhthte end of 2000. Leaders announced
also meeting of experts in Paris the same year, wdre supposed to discus on management
of fissile material no longer required for defengerposes. In order to fast implement
decisions agreed at the Moscow summit, the G7 cesndecided that on their behalf France
would undertake demarches to encourage as mamg statpossible to accept a “Programme
for Preventing and Combating lllicit Trafficking iINuclear Materials” and that it would be
establish a special meeting dedicated to that progAdditionally, they called all states for
implementing measures included in the “Program 93which was aimed at preventing a
rerun of situation when a country “under full-scogsfeguards could carry out undeclared
nuclear activities

The debate of the Moscow summit was continued @igsbe foreign ministers’ meeting, who
in their Progress Report raiseder alia an issue of illicit nuclear trafficking. Ministefslly
approved actions of the Non-Proliferation Expertsup based on alignments from Moscow
and Lyon and they repeated willingness to enlangeber of the Program’s participants.

They also received with pleasure development ofleaucforensics capabilities under

#%8 Ibidem
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direction of the IAEA and ITWG (International Tedbal Working Group). Experts
appointed by the G7 leaders at the Moscow Sumatiédtthat the most optimal option is “the
consumption of plutonium as mixed-oxide (MXO) fu@h nuclear reactors” and
complementary “mobilization of plutonium in glass @eramic form mixed with high-level
radioactive waste.” This all contributes to nucleams reduction as well as to fulfil
international non-proliferation objectives. Expeespressed also satisfaction of project of
building “a demonstration scale MOX fuel fabricatitacility in Russia” and of progress on
works on “Guidelines for the Management of Plutomitf®*

The Birmingham communiqué, 1998, expressed fulpetpfor works of the Nuclear Safety
Working Group; agreed on deepening of Russia’s iroliae G7 process and on its eventual
participation in the NSWG. Leaders expressed thigiasure of smooth cooperation on the
project of the International Thermonuclear Expentaé Reactor and hope for further works
for civil nuclear fusion developmeff? Foreign ministers, gathered at the London meeting
week before, discussed on situation of the Reaxtorber 1 of the Kursk nuclear plant and on
Russian agreement on its international inspectiimy repeated necessity of adopting
international alignments on the question of nuclednility regimes and called for additional
funds for protection of the Chernobyl plant in Uk

At the Cologne meeting, 1999, was stressed proloeprotecting and managing weapons-
grade fissile material, especially plutonium. Th8 Gountries reiterated their support for
“scientific and technical cooperation necessarystgpport future large-scale disposition
programs.®* They repeated also necessity of achieving highdstals of nuclear safety and
announced cooperation on computer problem relatdd 2000 year (so called “Millennium
Bug”) in the area of nuclear safety. They also @nésd progress on financing closure of the
Chernobyl plant, which was supposed to help Ukragiierming its energy sectéf> Foreign

ministers, gathered 10 June in Gurzenich, expresegdgement of the G8 countries in fast
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beginning of negotiations on a Fissile Material Cdt Treaty and in expanded threat

reduction program®®

The Okinawa Summit, 2000, shortly discussed areisgunuclear safety. Leaders repeated
only importance of “full and timely implementatiaf the Nuclear Safety Account Grant

Agreement®’

and with satisfaction accepted President’'s Kucliteeision on closing the
Chernobyl Nuclear Power Plant on 15.11.2000, atstmae time declaring further financial
support.

Closure of the Chernobyl found its place also ia 7 Statement of Genoa, 2001. That
Summit, in spite of this short communiqué, did tmich wider question of nuclear safety.
Foreign ministers, gathered traditionally before thummit, called for obeying existing
moratoria on nuclear testing as long as the Congmsalrie Nuclear Test Ban Treaty has not
entered into force. They also expressed their sugpo negotiations on a Fissile Material
Cut-Off Treaty and necessity of financial help Russian program on using weapon-grade
plutonium no longer required for defence purpdées.

Year 2001 brought 9/11 terrorist attacks that sedake world. This agitation was seen at the
Kananaskis meeting, 2002, where one of the goalsided in first sentences of Chair’s
Summary was fighting terrorism. In “The G8 Globakrfhership Against the Spread of
Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction” annodinleeinching a new G8 Global
Partnership aimed at the best support for “speciigperation projects, initially in Russia, to
address non-proliferation, disarmament, counteptism and nuclear safety issu&sand to
achieve this allot $20 billion over the next temays. In this area each country must
implement “obligations and requirements and commits full cooperation within the
Partnership?®® Leaders decided also to establish a new G8 Nu@edety and Security

Group by the time of the next summit.
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The 9/11 events made the G8 bring up above all atindp terrorism and securing from
eventual attacks. The Evian Summit was devotedeatgneasure to these issues and since
then was clearly seen a trend to perceive nucldatysfrom the angle of terrorism.

That tendency was also seen at the Sea Island Sup@9#d, where leaders stated that
“Determined to prevent, contain and roll back geshtion... announce on action plan to
reinforce the global proliferation regimé* also in context of the fight against terrorism. In
point 8 of this plan they once more concerned Gitgyly calling Ukraine for closer
cooperation on closing the plant by 2008 “in a whgat contributes to a radiological
safety”?®? They expressed anxiety that “Trafficking and icdiminate spread of sensitive
nuclear materials, equipment, and technology thay be used for weapons purposes are a
threat to us all.” They declared to take specipstto prevent export of the sensitive nuclear
items into terrorist hands. That export should rbeanformity with “criteria consistent with
global non-proliferation norms and to states rigetg committed to those norms.” Moreover,
it was decided that there would not be any newalives including “transfer of enrichment
and reprocessing equipment and technologies totiawlal states.” Heads of state and
governments underlined a central role of the NucBagpliers Group Guidelines, the IAEA
comprehensive safeguards and the Additional Prbtandicators of the highest standards.
Concerning the nuclear technology, the G8 counsigsported suspension of nuclear fuel
cycle cooperation with states that violate theiiclear non-proliferation and safeguards
obligations and agreed on necessity of establishraem new Special Committee of the
IAEA Board of Governors responsible for enforcemsfrgafeguards and verificatiGrt

At the next meeting in Gleneagles, 2005, the decisif the Committee on Safeguards and
Verification, which would review the IAEA’s abilityto ensure compliance with NPT
obligations and safeguards, was noted with pleadora years’ time it succeeded to take
steps in order to set criteria for the export afissitve nuclear terms. One more time the
decision on not implementing initiatives involvitigansfer of enrichment and reprocessing
technologies to additional states was prolongedafgear. Leaders declared that they would

work on “a way which provides genuine access whilgnimising the risks of
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proliferation.””®* They also underlined importance of cooperatiomlie IAEA “in the area
of nuclear and radiological safety and securityluding on strengthening regulatory
infrastructures and the interface between safetlysseurity.” Summit’'s participants declared
support for the Global Threat Reduction Initiatimed announced that fund allotted for
securing ruins of the Chernobyl reactor was entatileca. $1billion®®

After ten years from the Moscow Summit, in Russiakt place another summit and in the
same time first one when Russia was a host as &hen@nber. In the declaration “Global
Energy Security”, heads of state and governmenbteéevone paragraph to nuclear energy.
They expressed opinion that use of safe and sen@aryy would contribute to global energy
securityinter alia through less polluted environment. However, itidtide noticed that use
of nuclear energy “must be based on a robust refiimassuring nuclear non-proliferation
and reliable safety and security system for nucteaterials and facilities?®® In the same
time it was confirmed that goals set in the 2004A&8on Plan on Non-Proliferation, which
enabled reliable access of all countries to nuckrargy with obeying non-proliferation
commitments and safeguards. In the “Statement om-MNoliferation”, G8 countries
reiterated their support for the NPT, the IAEA spferds and all measures aimed at
preventing trafficking in nuclear equipment tectogyl and materials. It was underlined that
Article IV of the NPT should have been interpreted“an inalienable right of all the Parties
of the Treaty to develop research, production a®laf nuclear energy for peaceful purposes
without discrimination.?*” However, it was added that “An expansion of thageéul use of
nuclear energy must be carried forward in a maooasistent with nuclear non-proliferation
commitments and standards”, and in order to ddnsetshould be implemented a mechanism
giving the states access to nuclear fuel relatadices as “an alternative to pursuing
enrichment and reprocessing activities.” Concernimg issue, leaders once more prolonged
for a year the decision not to start initiativesvdlving transfer of enrichment and
reprocessing technologies to additional statesy Tdiso declared that “We will exercise
enhanced vigilance with respect to the transfersnwélear technology, equipment and
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material, whether in the trigger list, in the duak list, or unlisted, which could contribute to
enrichment-related and reprocessing activities,vaiticbe particularly vigilant with respect to
attempts to acquire such technology, equipmentraagrial by covert and illicit mean$®®

As the year 2000 was the ®@nniversary of the Chernobyl disaster, in the ‘Gtepf the
Nuclear Safety and Security Group” was presentetiohyi of help for Ukraine and was
declared further support by works on a New Safefi@ement and pre-decommissioning
activities for Ukrainé”® In the same document heads of state and goverroaéed Armenia
for preparing and implementing an upgrading progfamits nuclear power plant in order to
make it possible to operate safety till its closuneSt Petersburg George Bush and Vladimir
Putin in a joint statement proposed their initiaivfor developing global nuclear energy
infrastructure. Russia’s proposal anticipated aabdishment of “a system of international
centres to provide nuclear fuel services, includumgnium enrichment, under IAEA
safeguards®*° The US in turn, proposed an establishment of theh& Nuclear Energy
Partnership “to develop innovative nuclear reacsod fuel cycle technologies.” Both
countries authorized their representatives to beggotiations on an agreement between them
on cooperation in the peaceful use of nuclear gnefge US and Russia, together with
France, Germany, the Netherlands and the UK tabtetthe IAEA initiative concerning a
concept for a multilateral mechanism for reliabteess to enrichment services for nuclear
fuel 3%

International cooperation in fighting global nuadlgaoliferation was also underlined at the
next summit in Heiligendamm, 2007, where clearbtesd the key role of the UN Security
Council (UNSC) in addressing the challenge of peadition and declared willingness to solve
regional proliferation challenges by diplomatic meX? In the Heiligendamm “Statement on
Non-Proliferation” was noted that the UNSC playerof the final arbiter in issues regarding
disobeying international obligations arising fromternational agreements, treaties and
conventions. The G8 repeated its engagement irblestting the IAEA Comprehensive
Safeguards Agreement together with an Additionabtdtiol “the universally accepted
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verification standard for the peaceful use undémgskof the NPT *° Leaders also reiterated
necessity of keeping to moratorium on nuclear waajest explosions or any other nuclear
explosions. They called the Nuclear Suppliers Grdéop faster work on mechanism to
strengthen controls on transfers of enrichment @pdocessing equipment, facilities and
technology. Moreover, they expressed approval fatiative in the field of multilateral
approaches to the nuclear fuel cycle, reservingfdbethat participation must be voluntary
and “should not precluded any state from purchasinglear fuel cycle services on the
existing market, beyond the frameworks of multilatenechanisms®** In Heiligendamm
was presented the “Report of the Nuclear SafetySewlirity Group”, in which repeated that
the G8 is guided by the rule “nuclear safety firstid continuously strives after improvement
of the national regulatory systems and after praonadf nuclear safety standards and security
guidelines. Authors mentioned about safety decomiongng of the Chernobyl Nuclear Plant
in Ukraine and the Medzamor Nuclear Plant in Arraefiihey also expressed pleasure of
establishing the IAEA Incident and Emergency Ceatnd of actions of the Global Nuclear
Safety and Security Partnersffp.

Next to the issue of nuclear safety an importate no G7/G8 meetings playeguestion of
arms control. For the first time this issue was noticed in 19&3the Williamsburg Summit,
where in the Declaration on Security was writtene“whall maintain sufficient military
strength to deter any attack, to counter any thr@ad to ensure the peace. Our arms will
never be used expect in response to aggres&dtie G7 countries gathered at the summit
expressed willingness of significant arms reductiand called the Soviet Union for verifiable
cooperation based on equality. The Western sidefgqutard the following proposals: on
strategic weapons, the START on intermediate rangdear missiles, the INF, on chemical
weapons, on reduction of forces in Central Eurdpe,MBFR (Mutual and Balanced Force
Reductions), and a Conference on Disarmament iodeu(CDE).The G7 leaders clearly
stated that any attempts’ of the USRR at dividimg West in that matter would not succeed.
They called for fast finishing of talks on the INR,the same time reiterating deployment of
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the US systems in Europe beginning at the end 8B8.1%hey also underlined that “The
security of our countries is indivisible and mustdpproached a global bas?s”

At the London Summit 1984, was repeated that thegGal is its security and the lowest
possible level of forces. Heads of state and gawent expressed willingness to achieve fast
positive results in talks on arms control and toerg suspended negotiations. They called the
Soviet Union for a constructive answer for the Ufgro‘to restart nuclear arms control talks
anywhere, at any time, without preconditiof® They also expressed faith that maintaining
peace, reducing risk of accidental war or preventire spread of nuclear weapons is in the
interest of the East as well as the W&%t.

In the Political Declaration on the Anniversary of the End of the Second World War
published at the Bonn Summit in 1985 the G7 coestexpressed their determination to
preserve the peace and declared “each of us wilk we® maintain and strengthen a stable
military balance at the lowest possible levels ofcés, neither seeking superiority for
ourselves nor neglecting our defenc&.in relations with the East they announced thay the
are accepting with pleasure the opening of negotiatin Geneva and looking forward for
positive reactions from the Soviet Union in talks“aeaningful reductions in existing levels
of nuclear arms, limitations on conventional arrtiee banning of chemical weapons and
lessening the risk of conflicE** The President Kohl in his conclusion statementrimied
that “The task in Geneva is to reduce drasticdligtegic and medium-range nuclear weapons
and to start early discussions on the relationbleippveen offensive and defensive weapons
with a review to achieving cooperative solutionshia future®?

It was not until 1988, when in the Political Deelaon of Toronto Summit leaders summed
up progress on reduction of the US and the SoviebiJ nuclear weapons, what was
important for each of the G7 countries. They aniednthat the INF Treaty was the first

treaty which truly reduces nuclear arms and instmae time was basis for future arms control

397 Ibidem
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agreements such as “asymmetrical reductions amdisine verification agreements'®
Summit’s participants expressed their expectatibsignificant cuts also in US and Soviet
strategic offensive arms.

In Houston, 1990, in the “Statement on Transnatidssues” were presented results of a
debateinter alia on the threat to international security posedhsy froliferation of nuclear,
chemical and biological weapons, and of ballistissite weapons delivery system. Leaders
noticed that while for decades was focus on thss$ issue, currently one can see new and
growing problems from the proliferation of chemieald biological weapons. Because of that,
they decided to make efforts to prevent the dieersaf chemical precursors at a national
level, as well as in the relevant Western fora em@revent also potential diversions in the
field of biological technologies. They expressedaglre of the agreement between the US
and the USSR on destruction and non-productionhefrical weapons. Leaders underlined
necessity of the ban on chemical weapons and siggparitiative had put forward by the
NATO countries to become original signatories te @hemical Weapons Convention. They
called all countries for signing this document dedause of the 1991 Review Conference on
the Biological Weapons Convention called all nagiomho still have not joined it, for signing

it as soon as possible. Moreover, they stresseelssitg of implementing by all countries the
MTCR (Missile Technology Control Regime) Guidelin@s order to control missile
proliferation3'

The 1991 London Summit notably devoted its debatth¢ issue of arms control. Political
situation in the Eastern block and the Gulf Cris&é&l clearly shown danger posed by the
uncontrolled spread of nuclear, biological and cisahweapons and by excessive holdings of
conventional weapons. In that last matter, leadetged that progress could be achieve if all
states would adapt three rules: transparency, tlatisnm and action. The first issue,
transparency, proposed a universal register of dramsfer under the auspices of the UN,
what would help to prevent states’ attempts todouib holdings of conventional weapons
beyond a reasonable level. Consultation rule wappased to be reinforced by
implementation of initiatives discussed by leadamms experts aimed at common guidelines
applied in the transfer of conventional weaponstiokcrule assumed that “all countries

should refrain from arms transfers which would lstdbilising or would exacerbate existing

313 political Declarationhttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1988toronto/paikiti.htm| 15.12.2009
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tensions.®™ They also called for moderation in the level oflitaiy expenditure. They
reiterated their support for the Biological Weapdieview Conference and for banning
chemical weapons and called for its fast implementa They underlined that the goal is “a
total and effective ban on chemical and biologiwwalpons.” “Use of such weapons is an
outrage against humanity”, that is why they caftedstrengthening controls on exports every
material, equipment and technology which could dbate to the proliferation of such
weapons. With pleasure were accepted efforts ofAhstralia Group™® in this area and
accession of new states to the Missile Technologyt@l Regime. During the press
conference, foreign secretary Douglas Hard, poioteidl4” paragraph of the Declaration on
Conventional Arms Transfer and NBC (Nuclear, Biatagand Chemical) Non-Proliferation,
in which are taken up “severe measures in the UBS@€Celsewhere against any state which
uses either chemical or biological weapons”, whas wupposed to be a preventive warning
before relevant international agreements are faollylace®!’

In the “Political Declaration: Shaping the New arship” of Munich, 1992, was written that
“The end of the East West confrontation providdsstoric opportunity, but also underlines
the urgent need to curb the proliferation of nuclesapons, other weapons of mass
destruction and missiles capable of delivering thi&fhLeaders gathered at Munich declared
that process of nuclear arms control and reduatioist be continuechter alia through an
enlargement of the NPT Treaty signatories and qadrly through an accession of such
nonnuclear-weapons States of Ukraine, Kazakhstalari®s and other non-Russian States of
the former Soviet Union. They also noticed an inignace of establishing in the former Soviet
Union an effective control on nuclear materials,ap@ns and other sensitive goods and
technologies and declared their help in this aféey called all countries for implementing
guidelines of the Missile Technology Control reginamd reminded about rules of

transparency and consultation as well as abouingasgormation to the UN Arms Register.

31> Declaration On Conventional Arms Transfers And NBclear, Biological And Chemical] Non-
Proliferation,http://www.q7.utoronto.ca/summit/1991london/armsihtl 6.12.2009

%1% The Australia Group is an informal group of countries (now joined bg European Commission)
established in 1985 (after the use of chemical wegy Iraq in 1984) to help member countries &midy
those of their exports which need to be controdlecs not to contribute to the spread of chemiwdlkdological
weapons . The name comes from Australia's inigetiivcreate the group.
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They expressed hope that START and the CFE Treatydabe basis for further agreements
on nuclear weapons and particularly “the unilatgr@nnounced elimination of ground
launched short-range nuclear weapons by the Uitates and the former Soviet Unioh?>
They also called for ending in 1992 negotiations glabal ban on chemical weapon.
Moreover, the G7 countries supported demands oB#iigc States’ governments to withdraw
Russian arms from their territories, what has esg@d in his statement German Foreign
Minister Klaus Kinkef*?°

At the Tokyo Summit, 19993, shortly was raised tjoasof arms control. Leaders called all
states for implementing the Chemical Weapons aadiblogical Weapons Convention and
accepting rules of the MTCR. They also called:Nuoeth Korea for returning to the NPT and
fulfilling the IAEA safeguards agreement as welklas Joint Declaration on Denuclearization
of the Korean Peninsula; Ukraine for ratificatiohtlee START Treaty; and Kazakhstan and
Ukraine for joining the NPT. This appeal turned®partly successful because at the Naples
Summit, 1994, the G7 countries expressed theirspleaof Ukraine’s ratification of the
START | Treaty and their hope that Ukraine wouldnjeghe NPT as non-nuclear state.
Unfortunately, still was not resolved a questiontleé North Korean retreating from the
IAEA. Leaders called the DPRK for purification froamy suspicions concerning its nuclear
activities through implementing total transparencits nuclear program and maintaining the
freeze on its nuclear activitiés-

The Halifax Summit, 1995, was an important meeting brought a lot of new in that area.
Leaders noticed with pleasure the indefinite extensof the Nuclear Non-Proliferation
Treaty, the entry into force of START |, Ukrainecassion to the NPT and expressed hope for
fast ratification of START Il. They announced works& adaptation of weapons-grade
plutonium and on universal treaties to ban nuckezapons test and to cut off the production
of fissile material for nuclear weapons and otheclear explosive devices. They also
declared cooperation “to strengthen systems ofrohraccounting and physical security for
nuclear materials; to expand... cooperation in dhea of customs, law enforcement and

intelligence and to strengthen through venues sashthe IAEA and INTERPOL the
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international community’s ability to combat nucleheft and smuggling®*? Once more the

G7 countries underlined importance of bringing @remical Weapons Convention into force
and of developing verification systems for the Bigital and Toxin Weapons Conventit.
They expressed concern at the excessive transt@mekentional arms and called all states for
implementing 1980 Conventional Weapons Conventiod fr full implementation of the
UN Register of Conventional Arms. For the first@rneads of state and government officially
raised issue of injuries to civilians caused by-patsonnel landmines. In Halifax Chairman’s
Statement was described a situation in the Nortte&oThis country was called for fulfilling
terms of the Agreed Framework between the Koreatlamd)S and for joining to the Korean
Peninsula Energy Development Organisation (KED@nflict in Kashmir drew attention of
the G7 to India and Pakistan, which were calledjéoming the NPT and refraining from
further ballistic missile deploymer?

Special Moscow Nuclear Safety and Security Sumauonitributed to the issue of arms control
publishing the Statement on CTBT (Comprehensivé Bas Treaty), which was supposed to
prohibit any nuclear test explosion or any othezlear explosiori?®

The Lyon Summit, in the same year, reiterated tiie of the CTBT and expressed strong
support for goals in the document “Principles argjeCtives for Nuclear Non-Proliferation
and Disarmament”, adopted on 11 May 1995 at theclusion of the NPT Review and
Extension Conferenc&® The G7 countries expressed satisfaction of sigming@angkok,
1995, treaty establishing a nuclear weapon free zorSoutheast Asia; of signing by China,
France, Russia, the US and the UK the protocokheoTreaty of Raratonga establishing a
nuclear weapon free zone in the South Pacific;drsigning by members of the Organization
for African Unity Treaty of Pelindaba establishiagiuclear weapon free zone in Africa.

They underlined a necessity of establishing tréatyidding production of fissile material for
nuclear weapons or other nuclear devices and rigces®ntering into force the START II

327

Treaty”™" Additionally, they expressed they hope for fasteang into force the Treaty on

322 Chairman's Statemerttttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1995halifax/chagmmchtm| 18.12.2009

23 |pidem

%4 |bidem

3% Statement on CTBThttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1996moscow/ctishht18.12.2009

3% Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]: Towv&reater Security and Stability in a More Coofieea
World, http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1996lyon/chair.ht28.12.2009

37 |bidem

91



Open Skies and their strong support of the ABM ®é% The G7 heads of state and
government noticed with satisfaction results of tReview Conference on the 1980
Conventional Weapons Convention, particularly aseom “on a new laser weapons protocol
as well as strengthened protocol on mines, bodpstiand other devices.” They called all
states for joining the moratoria and bans on tloelpetion, use and export of anti-personnel
landmines and for supporting actions of the UN Biegi of Conventional Arms. They
accepted with pleasure the agreement launched aséiaar on “transparency and greater
responsibility in transfers of conventional armsl @mal-use goods and technologies” as well
as results of the Review Conference of the Treatfonventional Armed Forces in Europe
(CFE)3#°

The next Summit at Denver, 1997, devoted large phits communiqué to issues of non-
proliferation, arms control and disarmament. It washinded that the CTBT “is a historic
milestone®* and called for its fast ratification. Leaders egsed pleasure of entering into
force the Chemical Weapons Convention and willisgnef the fastest possible establishment
of a legally-binding and effective verification niemism for the Biological and Toxin
Weapons Convention. They called countries for adgp#dditional Protocols concerning
IAEA’s safeguards and for fast start of works omaamvention banning the production of
fissile material for nuclear weapons or other narckexplosive devices. The G7 noticed with
satisfaction an agreement among Russia, Kazakhstagyzstan, Tajikistan, and China on
reduction of military forces along their border$eV reiterated hope for starting negotiations
on START Il and support for an agreement regulatiransfer of arms and sensitive

technologies such as the Wassenaar Agreement tiNHeegister of Conventional Arms and

3% The Treaty on Open Skiesentered into force on January 1, 2002, and cuyrémats 34 States Parties. It
establishes a program of unarmed aerial surve#ldlights over the entire territory of its partiaits. The treaty
is designed to enhance mutual understanding anfideose by giving all participants, regardless s a
direct role in gathering information about militaigrces and activities of concern to them. OpereSks one of
the most wide-ranging international efforts to datemoting openness and transparency of militargef® and
activities.

The Anti-Ballistic Missile Treaty (ABM Treaty or ABMT ) was a treaty between the United States of America
and the Soviet Union on the limitation of the dwdilistic missile (ABM) systems used in defendingas
against missile-delivered nuclear weapons. SignetPir2, it was in force for the next thirty yeargithe US
unilaterally withdrew from it in December 2001.
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for works of the UN Panel of Governmental ExperisSmall Arms aiming at preventing and
reducing the excessive and destabilising transfesnoall arms and light weapons. G7
countries discussed also on the global ban on pansennel landmines noticing with
satisfaction “the restrictions on anti-personneidiaines unilaterally declared by States,
including by the members of the EU” and negotiatidnring the Ottawa Process, which had
set the goal achieving a ban on this subject bafegeend of 1997. They called all states for
strengthening the Protocol on Mines, Booby Traps @ther Devices and for cooperation by
development of technological solutions to mine diéb@ and clearance. They also raised the
guestion of the North Korea calling her for fulfig its non-proliferation obligations as well
as abandoning its development, deployment and erpballistic missiles®**

At the G8 foreign ministers’ meeting in Birminghat®98, were set series of decisions
serving non-proliferation, arms control and disameat. Ministers decided to intensify works
on reinforcement of the Biological and Toxin Weap@wonvention and on safe and effective
management of fissile material designated as ngelonmequired for defence purposes.
Moreover, they announced enlargement of membershipe Programme for Preventing and
Combating lllicit Trafficking in Nuclear Materialand further strengthening of safeguards
system by adaptation of the Additional Protocoldhaf IAEA. They also supported review
process for the NPT and for actions of the Orgdimsafor the Prohibition of Chemical
Weapons. Ministers called all countries for joinithg NPT and the CTBT. They expressed
hope for fast entry into force the START Il andrstaf negotiations on START Il and a
Fissile Material Cut-Off Treaty. They also suppdreetions of the UNSCOM and the IAEA
on eliminating Iraqg’s WMD program. Ministers expsed concern at accumulations of
conventional weapons in regions of tension ancedalhterested states for disarmament and
obeying rules of transparency and responsibilityramsfers of conventional arms and dual-
use goods and technologies. They called also ftiorecagainst the criminal use of Man-
Portable Air Defence Systems (MANPADS) as it isesicus threat to civil aviatioft?
Representatives of the G8 expressed hope thattthev®Convention, which is an important
step towards a world free of anti-personnel lanamitwill enter into force at on early date.”
They underlined also an importance of the AmendexdoBol 1l of the UN Convention on

Conventional Weapons, the UN Conference on Disarenand role of the UN Mine Action
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Service in this subject® Leaders of the G8 countries in the Birmingham cemiqué raised
also a necessity of assuring the effective implaatem of export controls of WMD and their
delivery systems through strengthening laws reguiat enforcement mechanism and the
exchange of informatiof* In Political Statement they condemned the nudests carried
out by India in May 1998 as incompatible with th€BT and undermining the global non-
proliferation regime as well as regional and in&ional peace and security. They called
India for joining the NPT, the CTBT and negotiaam a global treaty to stop the production
of fissile material for nuclear weapons as welPagistan and other states for refraining from
any unnecessary actior.

However, this request had not brought any resultsthe G8 foreign ministers gathered in
Gurzenich called again India and Pakistan for jgnthe CTBT condemning conducted
nuclear test. Also the G8 in its communiqué exme@ssoncern at “missile flight tests and
development in missile proliferation, such as axtity North Korea®® calling also India
and Pakistan for obeying the UNSCR 1f72Leaders underlined that “Strengthening the
international non-proliferation regime and disarneain measures is one of our most
important international priorities® They reiterated their support for the MTCR and for
effective export control mechanisms creaiimgr alia by the Nuclear Suppliers Group.

Year 2000 brought success of the 2000 Nuclear Nohf&ration Treaty Review Conference.
G8 countries gathered at the Okinawa Summit 20Q9@;essed hope for fast entry into force
the CTBT, START Il reminding at the same time abibngt ABM Treaty as a “cornerstone of
strategic stability and as a basis for further otidas of strategic offensive weaporfa>With
pleasure was approved the agreement on plutonigposition between the US and Russia
and their statement of intention concerning norasgpon of additional weapon-grade

33 bidem
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plutonium. The G8 expressed also support for theCRTand proposition of a Global
Monitoring System as steps reinforcing global reggnio prevent proliferation of WMD.
Additionally, foreign ministers of the G8 gatheredMiyazaki before the meeting of the G8
leaders expressed necessity of support for thei®@uskemical weapons destruction program
and give their approval for initiatives aimed atmehation of anti-personnel landmineger
alia the Ottawa Treat}/*°

At the Genoa Summit, 2001, heads of state and gowant did not discuss issues of arms
control, non-proliferation and disarmament. Howewbese subjects were reflected in the
“Conclusions of the G8 Foreign Ministers’ Meeting’Rome, just before the Geneva venue.
They reiterated support for strengthening inteomai arms control and non-proliferation
regime through fundamental treaties related to WHIizh as the Biological and Toxin
Weapons Convention, the MTCR, the CTBT or the CleaimiWeapons Convention. They
announced also cooperation on positive resultshef 2001 Review Conference for the
Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons andftontg “in the areas of mine clearance,
humanitarian demining, victim assistance and indiaeelopment of the technologies for mine
action”3*! Moreover, they declared active engagement in workachieving goal of the UN
Conference on the lllicit Trade in Small Arms aright Weapong*?

The Kananaskis meeting 2002, took place in atmaspbé shock after the 9/11 terrorist
attacks in the US a year before, and that is wimag mainly devoted to fight with terrorism.
However, at the G8 foreign ministers venue in Whistvas continued a subject of threat to
global security and stability posed by proliferatiof WMD. They applauded recent
agreement between the US and Russia on reductionadéar weapons and expressed “the
need to use all available instruments from muéiat mechanisms and legally binding
arrangements to export controf§®. It had been also noticed that there were works on
finishing negotiations on a multilateral framewdidr Russia’s plutonium dispositioning

program in 2003**

340 Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreign Matis Meeting2000,
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The Evian Summit 2003, published “Non-ProliferatimhWeapons of Mass Destruction: A
G8 Declaration”, where was reaffirmed the committtenthe NPT, the Chemical Weapons
Convention, and the Biological and Toxin Weapons\@mtion. Leaders called all countries
for joining them and for establishing “effectiveopedures and machinery to control the
transfer of materials, technology and expertisectvhinay contribute to the development,
production or use of WMD and their means of delvéf°® They expressed concern at the
North Korea’s uranium enrichment and plutonium picitbn programs as well as at Iran’s
advanced nuclear program. They called both statesbiandoning these activities and for
submitting to the IAEA safeguard® Additionally, the G8 foreign ministers discusseu o
strengthening the IAEA role, its subsidiary; on th@e of the UNSC in fight with
proliferation of WMD; and on combating illicit tradn small arms and light weapoifs.
Considerable breakthrough turned out to be the ISkad Summit, 2004, where was
announced the “G8 Action Plan on Non-Proliferati@hed at reinforcement of the global
non-proliferation regime. The G8 countries declateat they “will help and encourage states
in effectively implementing their obligations undbe multilateral treaty regime¥® and they
called all states for signing the Hague Code ofdlhagainst Ballistic Missile Proliferation.
They also expressed strong support for the UNSCHO 1Balling on all states to establish
effective national export controls, to adopt andome effective laws to criminalize
proliferation, to take cooperative action to preveon-state actors from acquiring weapons of
mass destruction, and to end illicit traffickingsnch weapons, their means of delivery, and
related materials®® The G8 countries treated significantly approvinghe Proliferation
Security Imitative and the Statement of Interdictirinciples aimed at prohibiting trafficking
in WMD, their delivery systems, and related matsri@hey also declared further cooperation
on combating proliferation and coordination of aot aimed at “stopping illicit financial
flows and shutting down illicit plants, laboratajeand brokers.” Moreover, they called for
expanding membership of the PSI; reiterated netyesisiull implementation of the Chemical
Weapons Convention with its non-proliferation aspe@nd raised problem of countries

34> Non-proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destructi8r8 Declaration,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/wmd_deation_en.htmI30.12.2009
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violating international nuclear safeguards such Newth Korea. It was noticed with
satisfaction Libya’s decision on ridding itself itd WMD and longer-range missiles as well
as its joining the NPT, the Biological and Toxin &pens Convention, the Chemical
Weapons Convention and the MTCR.

At the Gleneagles Summit 2005, it was reaffirmeat ttthe proliferation of WMD and their
delivery means, together with international tesworj remain the pre-eminent threats to
international peace and securiy’ Leaders called again on all states which weil rsit
signatories of the NPT, an IAEA Comprehensive Sadeds Agreement and Additional
Protocol, the Chemical Weapons Convention, thedgjicbl and Toxin Weapons Convention,
the 1925 Geneva Protocol and the Hague Code of @obnéigainst the Proliferation of
Ballistic Missiles to join them as soon as possiltievas also devoted a lot of space to the
role of the UNSC Convention in addressing the elmglés of proliferation. The G8 expressed
pleasure that most of UN members reacted to UNS&R by submitting reports on their
domestic non-proliferation provisions including exp controls, and their contribution to
international cooperatior™ They called on states which still had not sentrtheports to
send them as soon as possible. Moreover, leadpreagted the role of the Conference on
Disarmament and the NPT in fields of non-prolifemat although they expressed regret that
consensus had been not reached at the 2005 Rewsferénce on the NPT. The G8
reiterated its engagement in the PSI and its Sttemn Interdiction Principles calling all
states for strengthening cooperation on combatmtferation networks and illicit financial
flows. Leaders gathered in Scotland expressed deepern at the DPRK activities. They
called North Korea for dismantling all its nucleeeapons-related programs, not proliferating
missiles elsewhere and rejoining the Six-Party 3 akmediately without preconditions. They
also called on Iran to prove that its nuclear paogis only for peaceful purposes as well as to
start negotiations form an initiative of Francey@any, the UK, and the High Representative
of the EU on long-term arrangements and in thae ttmsustain all enrichment-related and
reprocessing activities. In the “Gleneagles Statérma Non-Proliferation”, was noticed that
in 2005 is falling the 30 anniversary of the entry into force of the Biokaji and Toxin

Weapons Convention and the"8@nniversary of the opening for signature of th@519
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Geneva Protocol prohibiting the use in war of agmting, poisonous or other gases and
bacteriological methods of warfare. On this ocaastbe G8 reminded that till November
2005, in accordance with 2003 Action Plan, all iearbf the Chemical Weapons Convention
should have implemented national measures contaniis plan®>

Leaders gathered at the St Petersburg Summit 28@& more declarethter alia “re-
invigoration of relevant multilateral fora, begingiwith the Conference on Disarmamérit*
and in its framework to support negotiations on Higsile Material Cut-Off Treaty. They
expressed satisfaction of progressive reducindgpttas of the chemical weapons, what was a
result of implementation of the Chemical Weaponsveation. They also called for effective
course of the '8 Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC) Rew Conference
reminding about the role of the BTWC in control oysthogenic micro organisms and
toxins. Heads of state and governments raised ggablem of Iran’s advanced nuclear
program and North Korea’s activity, which had ldued multiple ballistic missiles and has
been still developing its nuclear weapons prograhey reiterated the UNSCR 1695, which
prohibits any external cooperation with the DPRKsissile and WMD programs.
Additionally, in St Petersburg was taken decisianeahancing cooperation in the area of the
illicit trade arms through air channels in accoawith the UNSC arms embargbs.

Almost traditionally, the Heiligendamm Summit 200i4s been finished with publication of
the “Statement on Non-Proliferation”, in which weaesterated that “The strengthening and
universalisation of WMD related treaties, in partar the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of
Nuclear Weapons, the Chemical Weapons ConventidritenBiological and Toxin Weapons
Convention, are therefore a key priority. Theseeg¢htreaties continue to be essential
instruments to maintain international peace andur#gcand are the cornstones of the
international regime for non-proliferation and dimament.®*® Leaders declared once more
engagement in development of cooperative procedoretentify, track and freeze financial
transactions and assets associated with WMD pratitex network. They called again for full
implementation of the UNSCR 1540 and for constugciontribution to the 2010 Review
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Conference on the NPT. In the "™L@nniversary of the entry into force of the Cherhica
Weapons Convention they called on all states tinéurworks in this area and cooperation in
preparatory for the Second Review Conference. TBec@ntries condemned Iran for not
obeying obligations included in UNSC Resolution84,61737 and 1742 as well as the DPRK
for its nuclear test, calling her for refrainingifin any more such tests and missile launch and
for resigning from its nuclear prograft.

Fight with proliferation of nuclear, chemical anwlbgical weapons was strongly stressed
after the 9/11 attacks, when it took one of the tmmgortant ways to combat international
terrorism.Terrorism issue occurred very early during the leaders meetindgieatly in 1978,

in Bonn, was published the single “Statement onHijacking”, in which was declared that
governments of the G7 “will intensify their joinfferts to combat international terrorisrit®
Heads of state and governments gathered in Bonmeate¢hat in case when “a country
refuses extradition or prosecution of those whoehaijacked an aircraft and/or do not return
such aircraft” their countries wouttkase all flights to that country and halt all imsog from
that country or from any country by the airlinesttoé country concernetd® They also called

all governments for joining that initiative.

Leaders noticed with satisfaction a year laterayd Summit that their appeal found a wide
response and were agreed procedures of implen@ntstihe Declaration of Bonii®

At the Venice Summit 1980, was published once naof8tatement on Hijacking”, in which
leaders expressed their satisfaction that on thenBappeal had responded so many states
what was reflected in joining the 1979 Declarataord conventions “dealing with unlawful
interference with civil aviation®' They underlined that “hijacking remains a threat t
international aviation and that there can be naxation of efforts to combat this thredt?
After events in Iran, in 1979, when were taken Agser hostages in the US Embassy in
Teheran, leaders gathered in Venice published 8tatément on the Taking Diplomatic
Hostages”, where firmly announced fight with suctsaThey called for finishing works on
the International Convention against the TakindHottages and called on states to join the
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Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of €simgainst Internationally Protected
Persons of 1973. Moreover, the G7 called all gawemts for taking “appropriate measures to
deny terrorists any benefits from such criminakat® Leaders commit themselves to give
each other diplomatic and consular assistancearettent of the seizure of diplomatic and
consular establishments or personnel. They alsondsd that each state has an obligation
“under international law to refrain from organizjngstigating, assisting or participating in
terrorist acts on another Staf&”.

In 1981, in Ottawa, was published a single “Statene@ Terrorism”, which till that moment
in the widest way talked about that problem. G7ntoes expressed concern at support given
to international terrorism through financing andnarg the sanctuary and training groups.
They condemned acts of violence such as aircrgdicking, hostage taking and attacks
against diplomatic and consular personnel and ameml deepening of international
cooperation on combating similar actions. Leadefsrred also to the 1978 Bonn Declaration
calling on states which were involved in severghdkings to fulfil their obligations and to
solve these matters according to internationalngements’ criteria. Moreover, they agreed
on cooperation in the event of attacks on diploocatid consular establishments or personnel
discussed in Venice. Countries which would helprorgsts condemned in the Venice
Statement “should face a prompt international respd®®® Leaders agreed on exchanging
information of terrorist threats and activities wsll as cooperation on dealing with and
countering terrorist acts and promoting antitestocbnventions®®

Another important document in that subject was"Declaration on International Terrorism”
published at the London Summit, 1984. It was nadtiteat the number of hijackings and
kidnapping had decreased what was related withngoravement of security measures
introduced by Declarations of Bonn, Venice and Wdiabut at the same tine leaders
mentioned that terrorism had developed other teglas, included this connected with

trafficking drugs. They also stated that “the iragiag involvement of States and governments
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in acts of terrorism, including the abuse of dipitim immunity.®’ Because of that the G7
leaders proposed deepening of cooperation betwekcepand security organisations and
other relevant authorities; exterminating gapstsnnational legislation which might be used
by terrorists; revising arm trading to states suppg terrorism; use of the powers of the
receiving states under the Vienna Convention; aadperation over the expulsion or
exclusion of known terrorists. These proposals vagrected also to international community
to prevent and punish terrorist at18.

The next summit in Bonn, 1985, did not raise thdiject but in Tokyo, a year later, was
announced again the “Statement on Internationatofiem”, where leaders condemned
international terrorism, in all forms, noticing nease in number of states which were treating
it as instrument of government policy. The G7 sftgnunderlined that terrorism has no
justification and “must be fought relentlessly amithout compromise®*® They called all
likeminded countries for cooperating with the Gparticularly in such international fora as
the United Nations, the International Civil AviatioOrganisation and the International
Maritime Organisation.” Heads of state and govemmsiedecided on intensification of
information exchange of potential terrorist thredts the Statement were also mentioned
measures which were supposed to be use toward Sgaty which is clearly involved in
sponsoring or supporting international terrorismg an particular of Libya.” Among these
measures wernmter alia refusal to export arms; strict limits on the siZehe diplomatic and
consular missions and other official bodies abrogsuch states or event the closure of such
missions and bodies; denial of entry to all persaxelled or excluded from one of G7 states
connected with terrorism; improved extradition mderes of terrorists; stricter immigration
and visa requirements for citizens of above meetioistates; and the closest possible
cooperation between police and security organisatend other relevant authorities in the
fighting terrorism. Leaders announced also devetpgnof further bilateral and multilateral
actions, promotion of the 1978 Bonn Declaration aatled other governments for joining

fight with terrorism>’®
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Rules elaborated in Tokyo were reiterated at thaidée Summit, 1987, where in the next
“Statement on Terrorism” the G7 countries reaffidrieeir engagement in the combat with
terrorism and noticed with satisfaction progressthat subject, particularly initiative of
France and Germany to convene in Paris a meetiMjnisters of nine countries, who were
responsible for counter-terrorism. Leaders declamdinuation of works on improvement of
the safety of travellers in cooperation with theA@ and the IMO as well as increased
cooperation on the investigation, apprehension@odecution of terrorists. In the annex to
the above mentioned document the G7 governmentsrder to make the 1978 Bonn
Declaration more effective agreed that “in case r@ha country refuses extradition or
prosecution of those who have committed offencesrnitged in the Montreal Convention for
the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against the Saéét€ivil Aviation and/or does not return
the aircraft involved, the Heads of State and Gawemt are jointly resolved that their
Governments shall take immediate action to celagietd to that to that country as stated in
the Bonn Declaration®*

Subject of terrorism occurred also in the “Politibeclaration” of the 1988 Toronto Summit,
together with the illicit drug problem. The G7 ctiigs condemned every acts of terrorism,
“in particular the destruction of a Korean airliretd the hijacking of a Kuwait airlinéf?
and expressed their support for the declaratiahe1CAO Council which said that “hijacked
aircraft should not be allowed to take off one tieye landed, except in circumstances as
specified in the ICAO declaration.” Leaders noticgih satisfaction the adoption of two
international agreements on aviation and maritis®igty to enhance safety of travellers. In
the subject of narcotics, they expressed necessitgternational cooperation on programs
combating production, trafficking and financing tife drug trade as well as monitoring
incomes of drugs traffickers to curb money laundgriThe G7 gave its support for
negotiations on a UN Convention on illicit traffioly and for the US initiative for a special
task force in the field of fighting against narcsti’®

At the Paris Summit, 1989, in the Economic Declaratvas written that “The drug problem
has reached devastating proportidfisand called for immediate actions on a national and

international basis. In order to achieve that, éeadiecided on a greater support of bilateral
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and UN programs for the conversion of illicit cu#ition in the producers country;
strengthening the role of the UN Fund for Drug Ad@ontrol and other UN and multilateral
organisations in fight with narcotics; intensificet of information exchange on the
prevention of addiction and rehabilitation of dragdicts; ratification and implementation of
the Vienna Convention on illicit traffic in narcotidrugs and psychotropic substances;
supporting international conference on cocaine @mnd reduction; establishing a financial
action task force from summit participants and otinerested countries aimed at valuing
realised actions “in order to prevent the utiliaatiof the banking system and financial
institutions for the purpose of money launderingfid supporting initiatives connected with
“identification, tracing, freezing, seizure andf@ture of drug crime proceedd’ In Paris
was also published a single “Declaration on Tesmafi where was reiterated the G7
commitment in combating terrorism. Leaders condemme particular state-sponsored
terrorism and expressed determination to punistorists in accordance with international
law. They called for immediate and unconditionalease of hostages. Moreover, they
expressed concern at civil aviation significantindemning recent attack on an aircraft over
Scotland calling at the same time for further wodks strengthening security measures.
Additionally, the G7 gave its support for develapiby the ICAO “international regime for
the marking plastic and sheet explosive for detecti’®

In the “Statement on Transnational Issues” of HowsL1990, the heads of state and
government expressed concern at repeating termttetks on civil aviation and called for
“the immediate, unconditional and safe releasellofi@stages and for an accounting of all
persons taken hostage who may have died while betdy’” They reiterated cooperation
on negotiating convention requiring the introduetaf additives into plastic explosives to aid
in their detection and expressed their supporthis subject conducted by the ICAO. In
Houston was raised also an issue of fight with oi@gs. In the Economic Declaration, leaders
called all states for implementing measures fore Rinogram of Action of the UN Special
Session on Drugs as well as the UN Convention agdlirtit Traffic in Narcotic Drugs and
Psychotropic Substances. They also expressed suppdhe declaration of the ministerial

meeting on drugs convened by the UK “that drug defm@duction should be accorded by
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the same importance in policy and action as theiatimh of illicit supply.’® Summit
participants committed themselves to implement meoendations presented by the FATF
and decided on prolonging her activity for the ngaar. They also proposed to create in
imitation of the FATF a similar task force which wd be supposed to work out procedures
assuring that “precursor and essential chemicadsnat delivered to manufacture illicit
drugs.” Leaders supported a strategy of fightirgydbcaine trade presented in the Cartagena
Declaration and announced help in fight againstgdmafficking for countries such as
Columbia, Peru and Bolivia. Moreover, they mentmadout the problem with the heroin in
many countries and expressed willingness of esfaiblj an informal narcotics consultative
arrangement’®

Issue of drugs occurred also a year later in Londeinere in the summit’'s Economic
Declaration was noticed the entry into force 1989 Oonvention Against lllicit Traffic in
Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances anblestanent of the UN International Drugs
Control Programme. Leaders expressed hope thdicpblchanges in Central and Eastern
Europe contribute to deeper cooperation in fightsmyuggling of cocaine and heroin to
Europe. They called all countries for combating epotaunderingnter alia through joining
FATF and implementing measures recommended by A1eGChemical Action Task Force)
report. They also appreciated the Dublin Group wamkfight with narcotics production and
trafficking as well as called the Customs CooperatCouncil for reinforcing cooperation
with international traders and for presenting repbits activity >¢°

The 1992 Munich Summit reaffirmed that “The fighgainst drugs remains a major
challenge®* but did not raised that subject. In turn the Gstdssed omitted a year before an
issue of terrorism, calling again on all statescéase financial and territory support for
terrorist organisations. Heads of state and govemnclearly condemned the taking of

hostages and called for realising all detainedqrexsThey also called on Libya “to comply
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"382 and on all countries to

with Security Council resolutions 731 and 748 prdgynpnd fully
enforce rigorous sanctions against Libya.
While terrorism and narcotics questions were dbedriby the Chairman of 1994 Naples

384 and leaders

Summif®® as “a threat to political as well as economic autial life
reiterated their condemnation for all form of teism, in particular state-sponsored, still these
subjects were not widely discussed. In their comgué summit's participants stated that
“We are alarmed by the growth of organized tranenat crime, including money
laundering, and by the use of illicit proceeds dket control of legitimate busines$> In
order to achieve that they called on all stateadopt necessary legislation, including these
proposed by the FATE®

Transnational criminal organisations were a yegerlan Halifax described as “a growing
threat to the security of all nations. They undewnihe integrity of financial systems, breed
corruption, and weaken emerging democracies anelaiging countries around the worlt”
Leaders declared a lot of forms of cooperationightfwith transnational organized crime
(TOC) and decided on establishing “a group of seekperts with a temporary mandate”
obligating it to present report of its activity 11996. Additionally, the G8 obligated “terrorism
experts group to report to a ministerial level nmegton specific, cooperative measures to
deter, prevent, and investigate terrorist atts.”

G8 countries at the Lyon Summit 1996, declared supfor works of the Senior Experts
Group on Transnational Organized Crime as well as forty presented by its
recommendations and asked for active follow-up aftier report to the next summit.
Moreover, they committed to support existing orgations that dealt with TOC, to share
information and to encourage all states to adopstieg conventions, treaties and

agreementZ® In Lyon, were raised again issues of narcoticstarmrism. In the Chairman’s
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Statement expressed faith that “terrorist threalisadgo curbed by the elimination of isolation
and poverty.®® A single Declaration on Terrorism was publisheddbse of terrorist attack
in Saudi Arabia. G7 leaders expressed also symgathyctim’s families and condemnation
of terrorism “in all its forms and manifestatiomsgardless of its perpetrators or motives.”
They reiterated that fighting terrorism is an absslpriority and because of that it has been
necessary for all countries to adopt every relevatdrnational convention. It was also
announced a ministerial meeting in Paris aimedsaudsing on next steps in that subj&tt.
1997 Denver meeting had brought again wider inteiresTOC, terrorism and drugs. In
communiqué was written “Our efforts to combat tratsnal crime will be a priority of the
group for the foreseeable future. Transnationahicral groups can often adapt to global
change more swiftly and efficiently than our goveents.®®® G7 countries admitted that they
must reinforce their cooperation in order to impéemforty recommendations from Lyon and
named themselves two critical activity’s areas tloe next year “First, the investigation,
prosecution, and punishment of high-tech criminaigh as those tampering with computer
and telecommunications technology, across natiboaders. Second, a system to provide all
governments the technical and legal capabilitiee$pond to high-tech crimes, regardless of
where the criminals may be located.” Leaders anoediralso additional borders’ securities;
development of new strategies fighting alien sminggl new standards for firearms
identification; strengthening cooperation on extitad and mutual legal assistance. In
narcotics area they underlined necessity of denraddction, help for programs aimed at
treatment and rehabilitation. G7 countries annodnceoperation through exchanging
information on money-laundering, chemical precwssarew synthetic drugs, trafficking
patterns and support for institutions fightingallidrugs. They reiterated that terrorism still is
a serious threat to security and peace. Twenty rde®mmendations, worked out at 1996
Ministerial Conference on Terrorism in Paris, wapeepted not only by the G7 but also by
international community. The communiqué mentiometér alia about establishing a UN
convention on terrorist bombing and internationaindards for airport security, explosive
detection, and vehicle identification; promotingosiger laws and export controls on the

manufacturing, trade and transport of explosivasijting all states to promote the use of
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encryption which may allow, consistent with OECDdglines, lawful government access to
combat terrorism. Leaders also announced workief officials on strengthening counter-
terrorism measures aimed at e.g. prevention obristrattacks on electronic and computer
infrastructure. Moreover, they announced deepep@&ation on maritime security and called
on all states to join international counter-tesoriconventions specified in the 1996 UN
resolution®®*

At the Birmingham Summit 1998, was widely raisegrablem of TOC which takes many
formsinter alia trafficking in drugs and weapons; smuggling hurbamgs; the abuse of new
technologies to steal, defraud and evade the laa; the laundering of the proceeds of
crime3% Heads of state and government reminded that ontjié cooperation such serious
threats may be effectively battled. Because of tingy agreed on further steps towards better
coordination of their actions. They announced supfor establishing a UN convention on
TOC; implementation of ten point action plan and peinciples agreed by the G8 Ministers
on high-tech crime; combating all forms of trafficg of human beings including smuggling
of migrants. Moreover, leaders appreciated FATF#&oannounced a Ministerial Meeting on
combating TOC in Moscow 1999, as well as agreecstablishing Financial Intelligence
Units (FIUs) in countries, where they are still ets Leaders declared that “the G8 is
committed to partnership and shared responsibilityhe international community to combat
illicit drugs. This should include reinforced coogion to curb illicit trafficking in drugs and
chemical precursors, action to reduce demand ircountries, including through policies to
reduce drug dependency, and support for a glolgabaph to eradicating illicit crop$®
Additionally, G8 foreign ministers gathered in Lamdraised the issue of terrorism, positively
valuating progress which could have occurred thinotwgenty five measures adopted by the
G8 in 1996 and arrangements of Denver Summit, thicithe adoption of the International
Convention for the Suppression of Terrorist Bombinglinisters announced further actions
aimed at strengthening cooperation e.g. negotiatam a draft of a UN Convention on the
Suppression of Acts of Acts of Nuclear Terrorisnd aset four priority areas for further

actions: preventing terrorist fund-raising; no cesgion to terrorists to deter hostage-takers;
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denying terrorist access to arms, explosives ardtet items; strengthened aviation
security>®’

The Cologne Summit 1999, maintained G8’s engagemertimbating TOC, recommending
further works of the Senior Experts Group on TO@ an Terrorism. G8 countries called on
progress on negotiating the UN Convention on theameing of Terrorism and on
implementation of conclusions of the 1998 UN Gehé&wssembly Special Session on the
World Drug Programm@?®

The communiqué of the Okinawa Summit 2000 raisddragth issues of narcotics and crime
noticing “Everyone deserves a life free from thee#t of crime.®® Leaders called for
implementing, till the end of 2000, the UN TOC Cention and three related Protocols on
firearms, smuggling of migrants and trafficking persons for the establishment of an
effective legal framework against TOC. They alssed a problem of the cyber-crime, wider
described in the Okinawa Charter on Global InforamaSociety and reiterated necessity of
cooperation on fighting illegal drugs, new thretsm amphetamines and other synthetic
drugs as well as combating money laundering andupbon. They also called all states for
implementing the OECD Anti-Bribery Convention. Leasl stated that “We must also protect
vulnerable groups and the young in the fight againse and provide particular care for the
victims of crime.” In the final communiqué they leal “for the urgent strengthening of
international cooperation, in particular in exchasgof counter-terrorism information,
improving measures against the financing of testactivities, and working together to bring
terrorists to justice.”

The questions of TOC and terrorism were deeplyudised at the Ministers’ of Justice and
Interior meeting in Milano 2001, just before the G8noa Summit. In the communiqué from
this venue, next to above mentioned subjects, Wss announcement of taking “actions to
tackle serious phenomena of racism, xenophobia artdlerance.” Ministers with
satisfactions commented success of the Palermoe@orde, on which were signed the
Palermo Convention against TOC, the Protocol tovéte Surpass and Punish Trafficking in
Persons, Especially Women and Children as welhag talled for endorsing the Protocol
against lllicit Manufacturing of Trafficking in Fearms, Their Parts and Components and

Ammunitions. Ministers also expressed their concatrthe use of new technologies for
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criminal purposes, “in particular for the sexuaplitation of children” that was the reason
why they decided to give the “high priority to tlesues of public awareness and prevention
as well as investigation and prosecution againdividuals and criminal organisations
involved in child pornography.” They called on thgon Group to works on localization and
identification of criminals who use network commeations for illegal purposes and on
creating a G8 database “coordinated by Italy, texdended to other countries with the aim of
ensuring a real-time exchange of information usatgp the existing 24h points of contact
network.” In an issue of money-laundering ministeadled all countries for implementing
international standards of the FATF Forty Recomma#iods announced intensification of
cooperation and mutual legal assistance in theiszmatfon of illicit assets and reiterated
necessity for “legislative and administrative measuaimed at assuring transparency of the
financial system.” Moreover, ministers noticed tleatruption becomes even more serious
problem, which has “many manifestations in additiothe criminal aspects of the problem”,
and they called for faster works on establishimga UN Convention against corruptitii.
Leaders gathered in Genoa, accepted all the coockiof the G8 Justice and Interior
Ministers and announced intensification of worksfighting the trafficking and use of illegal
drugs. This short statement was included in tha! flocument of the sumnfit*

The Kananaskis Summit 2002, was concentrated maimlgroblem of terrorism because of
the 9/11 attacks in the US. The most importantltegithat meeting was establishment of a
new G8 Global Partnership against the Spread ofpdfeaand Material of Mass Destruction,
to which the US allotted $20 billion for the neentyearé®® In a special statement leaders
stated that “We commit ourselves to prevent testsyior those that harbour them, from
acquiring or developing nuclear, chemical, radiatagand biological weapons; missiles; and
related materials, equipment and technology. Wearahll countries to join us in adopting
the set of non-proliferation principles we have @mrced today**® Priorities of this
Partnership were counted out: the destruction efmebal weapons; the dismantlement of
decommissioned nuclear submarines; the disposifidissile materials; and the employment
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of former weapons scientists. Leaders proposedutes to prevent terrorists or those who

harbour them from gaining access to weapons orrrat®f mass destruction:

1. “Promote the adoption, universalization, full implentation and, where necessary, strengthening of
multilateral treaties and other international instents whose aim is to prevent the proliferation or
illicit acquisition of such items; strengthen timstitutions designed to implement these instruments

2. Develop and maintain appropriate effective measumesaccount for and secure such items in
production, use, storage and domestic and intemmatitransport; provide assistance to states lgckin
sufficient resources to account for and secureetitems.

3. Develop and maintain appropriate effective physjpaitection measures applied to facilities which
house such items, including defence in depth; piaissistance to states lacking sufficient ressuxce
protect their facilities.

4. Develop and maintain effective border controls, Ewforcement efforts and international cooperation
to detect, deter and interdict in cases of illicfficking in such items, for example through aikttion
of detection systems, training of customs and laforeement personnel and cooperation in tracking
these items; provide assistance to states lackifficient expertise or resources to strengthenrthei
capacity to detect, deter and interdict in caseliaf trafficking in these items.

5. Develop, review and maintain effective national @xpand transshipment controls over items on
multilateral export control lists, as well as itethst are not identified on such lists but whichyma
nevertheless contribute to the development, pramluadr use of nuclear, chemical and biological
weapons and missiles, with particular consideratddnend-user, catch-all and brokering aspects;
provide assistance to states lacking the legalragdlatory infrastructure, implementation exper&nc
and/or resources to develop their export and thapsgnt control systems in this regard.

6. Adopt and strengthen efforts to manage and dispbs&ocks of fissile materials designated as no
longer required for defence purposes, eliminatechbmical weapons, and minimize holdings of
dangerous biological pathogens and toxins, basedhenrecognition that the threat of terrorist
acquisition is reduced as the overall quantityusfsitems is reduced™

Leaders also set guidelines for new or expandedeaation projects to address non-
proliferation, disarmament, counter-terrorism antlear safety. They underlined that “the
phrase “new or expanded cooperation projects” imee as cooperation projects that will be
initiated or enhanced on the basis of this Glolzatrfership... The Global Partnership’s initial
geographic focus will be on projects in Russia, avhmaintains primary responsibility for
implementing its obligations and requirements wittiie Partnership*® The Kananaskis

Summit published also separate statement on transpourity, in which were presented
“actions to promote greater security of land, sea air transport while facilitating the cost-

effective and efficient flow of people, cargo, amehicles for legitimating economic and
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social purposes’®

G8 countries decidedhter alia on implementing global standard for the
collection and transmission of advanced passengéormation (API); establishing
recommendation “on minimum standards for the appbo of biometrics in procedures and
documents by the spring 2003”; implementing an mupd global container security regime
to identify and examine high-risk containers anduee their in-transit integrity; supporting
amendments of the International Convention forShaéety of Life at Sea (SOLAS) aimed at
improving maritime security; and establishing sd@guwegime for the overload transportation
and distribution of hazardous carg85. G8 foreign ministers published the “G8
Recommendations on Counter-Terrorism”, which adogrtb their authors should have been
complement to works of experts from different regiband international institutions. This
document consisted of ten sections, in which weesented best practices, principles and
actions aimed at helping in the fight with terrarisMinsters called on the fastest possible
implementation of twelve UN conventions and prots@idressing counter-terrorism issues,
all relevant UNSC Resolutions, the Convention om&grime and on cooperation with the
UN on drafting the UN Comprehensive Convention aternational Terrorisi’® They
underlined necessity of every action preventingrbal, biological, radiological and nuclear
weapons from terrorists, particularly importanceesfablishing International Convention for
the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism. Aiddially, G8 ministers called all states for
adopting effective domestic laws and regulatiordresking explosive and firearms to prevent
their use for terrorists and for implementation tbe UNSCR 1373, the International
Convention for the Suppression of the Financing Tarrorism, the FATF Special
Recommendations on Terrorist Financing, the Monegundering, Related Terrorist
Financing and Asset Forfeiture. Moreover, theyezhlbn all countries to reinforce transport
security through implementation of the recommenmutetiof the ICAO, the IMO, the WCO
and other relevant initiatives in this area andstit@ngthen bilateral as well as multilateral
cooperatiorinter alia on an international forum such as the tfRiAdditionally, leaders paid
attention to connections between terrorism and BO€in order to prevent this they decided

on implementation of the G8 Recommendations on Sirational Crime worked out at the
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meeting of Ministers of Justice and Interior in Mdmemblant, May 2002. Ministers at their
venue raised also a question of high-tech crimaudmse according to them “the Internet has

been used by terrorists to communicate and plachkat*'

The fight against terrorism was
also a main subject of G8 Foreign Ministers’ megtin Whistler 2002. They presented a
report in which was described a progress in threasa strengthening security measures in G8
countries and with each other; implementing andfoecing international measures against
terrorism; and assisting other countries in impletimg counter-terrorism measur&s.

The next summit at Evian 2003, in a part three ‘fionprg Security” of the Chair's Summary
stated that “Commendable progress has been achiagethst terrorism world-wide.
However, we note with concern the remaining threaterrorist networks, the challenges of
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction inesalcountries and the risks to peace and
security that unresolved conflicts pose to the @&H? The G8 Senior Officials Group
presented the annual report on the Global Partipershwhich were described results of its
actions in four main areas: implementation andsgparntation of the Kananaskis guidelines;
initiation and development of concrete cooperatmojects; financial contributions; and
outreach strategy towards non-G8 counttiédvioreover, leaders published the G8 Action
Plan, in which were presented goals of the Glolaatr®ership such as: the universal adoption
of the non-proliferation principles; gathering deeld at Kananaskis $20 billion over ten
years; widening projects activities; implementatioh all guidelines; participation in the
Global Partnership to interested non-G8 countnége presentation of this Partnership to
other organisations and publité.In Evian, was also published the G8 Action platedi
“Building International Political Will and Capacitio Combat Terrorism.” Leaders stated
there that “ Developing a successful capacity ttkleaterrorism requires a focus on three
main areas of counter-terrorism activity: first,deny terrorists the means to commit terrorist

acts (for example, to prevent the financing ofdesm, and denial of false documents and

#19G8 Justice and Interior Ministers' Meetifgtp://www.g8.utoronto.ca/adhoc/justice2002chainht
04.01.2010

“11G8 Foreign Ministers' Progress Report On the Figitinst Terrorism,
http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/foreign/fm130602b.ht04.01.2010

12 Chair's Summanhttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/commusigen.html|04.01.2010

13 Global Partnership Against The Spread Of Weapawt Materials Of Mass Destruction G8 Senior Offisial
Group Annual Reportttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/destiarctreport_en.htmi04.01.2010

14 Global Partnership Against The Spread Of Weapart Materials Of Mass Destruction A G8 Action Plan,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/destiarctaction_en.html04.01.2010

112



weapons); second, to deny terrorists a safe hamdneasure that terrorists are prosecuted
and/or extradited (for example to accelerate theclesion of counter-terrorism conventions
and protocols, to deny terrorists entry into a d¢ourand to reinforce law-enforcement
agencies); and third, to overcome vulnerabilityaimorism (for example to enhance domestic
security measures and capability for crisis managgrand consequence managemetit).”
G8 countries decided to help all countries intae@sh the capacity building on the fields
appointed by the UN Security Council’'s Counter-6eem Committee (UNSCCTC) such as
counter-terrorism legislation; financial law andagtice; immigration law and practice;
customs law and practice; extradition law and pcactpolice and law enforcement; export
control and illegal arms trafficking; and domestecurity measure. Leaders announced also
support for the UNSCCT@ter alia through the establishing of a Counter-Terrorisnidgkc
Group (CTAG) which was supposed to focus on coattiin of capacity building assistance
and which members should have been representativéise CTC and other UN bodies.
Additionally, the G8 announced that it would en@me third countries, regional and
functional organisations to join above mentionetioas'® Third Action Plan published at
Evian concerned preventing terrorist threats agamsss transportation and was a
continuation of the Kananaskis Action Plan. Thisulaent raised an issue of terrorism in the
widest way and focused on five areas. First aremamed criminal use of MANPADS and
announced above all reinforcement of national expamtrols on MANPADS and its parts as
well as protection of stockpile management and iprobn of transfers of MANPADS to
non-state users. Second one talked about air wandgaders announced here development
of aviation quality control systems world-wide inoperation with the ICAO. In the third area
they focused on people describing internationahddeds of biometric applications and
security of identity documents. Additionally, thelyscussed on actions for the Container
Security Imitative and for securing sea transftrtAccording to heads of state and
government, the 9/11 events *highlighted the risksg by the use of certain highly
radioactive sources for malevolent or terroristpmses.**® Because of that, in a special

statement leaders committed themselves to combdatlogical terrorism, underling at the
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http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2003evian/will_iact en.htm) 04.01.2010
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same time the leading role of the IAEA in this ®dbjand announcing strong support for her
actions. In the published “G8 Action Plan on SewgifRadioactive Sources”, the G8 promised
to support IAEA’s works through promotion of her deoof Conduct on the Safety and
Security of Radioactive Sources and its element&iwikould have been applied at the
national level. To this elements were included oradl registers for tracking sources;
programs for recovering orphan sources; nationguletions limiting export of high-risk
sources to states that have effective controlgfication requirements to recipient states of
exports; national measures to penalize theft oruseisof radioactive sources; national
physical protection measures and access contrdl;national laws to ensure the safe and
secure disposal of high-risk spent sealed soufwditionally, in cooperation with the IAEA
was announced conference in France 2005 which sepgpto provide further debate on
radioactive source probleft?

The 2004 Sea Island Summit, once more raised ae i8Esecurity of the travelling public
through the G8 Secure and Facilitated Internatiohedvel Initiative (SAFTI), which
supposed to expand the Evian MANPADS plan. The SA&€Tion Plan included proposal of
28 actions concerning four areas: document inteedgléy through international standards;
international information exchange; MANPADS threadluction; and capacity building and

collaboration*?°

G8 countries noticed with satisfaction that tilat time they managed to
introduced the following actions “the promotion arichplementation of enhanced
international standards for the secure issuangeas$ports; the establishment of a 24-hour
aviation point of contact network to address imminareats to airlines; and the preparation
of an information manual for assessing the vulnétaof G8 airports to the MANPADS
threat.*?! In Sea Island, the G8 stated also that “Sinckaitsch by the G8 Leaders two years
ago at Kananaskis, the Global Partnership has becamsignificant force worldwide to
enhance international safety and secuffy.’Leaders announced further action in the
framework of this projecinter alia works on controlling and securing radiation soares

well as on securing fresh and spent HEU fuel. Tévgyressed satisfaction of declaration on
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participation of additional donor countries andtegited commitment to rising up to $20
billion for that project through 2012. In the “G8&t#on Plan on Non-Proliferation” next to
above mentioned issues leaders raised also probfebioterrorism. They committed to
“expand or, where necessary, initiate new bio-dllanee capabilities to detect bio-terror
attacks against humans, animals, and crops; impyorgrevention and response capabilities;
increase protection of the global food supply; aespond to, investigate, and mitigate the
effects of alleged uses of biological weapons gpgiious outbreaks of disease.” In the same
document was noticed with satisfaction that the Afdpproved a revised Code of Conduct on
the Safety and Security of Radioactive Sourcesdpt&nber 2003. The G8 called on the
IAEA to establish fast export and import controlidance for high-risk radioactive sources,
which had been agreed by the $3.

At the Gleneagles meeting 2005, was published 8®FTI Summit Progress Report”, in
which was described progress in each of 28 poingsitimned in the document of Sea
Island??** Besides, in the Statement on Non-Proliferatiomiées expressed hope for the fast
entry into force the International Convention oa Buppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism
and for strengthening the Convention for the Suggiom of Unlawful Acts against the Safety
of Maritime navigation. They also confirmed engageirin the Global Partnership and called
for the raising up the $20 billion over ten yeamhat would allow opening new projects.
They called on other states to join the Partnershigh satisfaction noticing accession of
Ukraine??® In the same document was raised an issue of milieasources. Leaders
commented with satisfaction fact that more tharesgvcountries joined the IAEA Code of
Conduct on the Safety and Security of Radioactiwer&s and announced further efforts in
that subject. In response to terrorist attacks amndon, heads of state and government
published the “Statement on Counter-Terrorism’which next to sympathy for victims, they
declared “We will work to improve the sharing ofarmation on the movement of terrorists

across international borders, to assess and addressthreat to the transportation

23 |pidem

%4 gsecure And Facilitated International Travel Iriitia: Summit Progress Report,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2005gleneaqgle $igalf, 04.01.2010

42> Gleneagles Statement On Non-Proliferation,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2005gleneaglesprolif.pdf, 04.01.2010

115



infrastructure, and to promote best practices dilrand metro security**® They announced
deeper cooperation with the UN and other intermafi@nd regional fora on a Convention on
International Terrorism. Additionally, the G8 calléor stronger collaboration among security
agencies, law enforcers, intelligence collectord analysts, policy makers and practitioners
to disrupt terrorists and to prevent more peoplmitg to terrorism. There were also
announced actions aimed at reducing vulnerabiitgttackinter alia through reinforcement
of international standards of transport securitg areating plans aimed at minimising the
consequences of attacks. In conclusions was notitad“As G8 leaders, we pledge the
sustained commitment required to identify and redihe terrorist threat, to promote freedom
and security, to protect democracy and to ensweute of law. We call upon all States to
join us in this crucial endeavouf*”

The heads of state and government gathered nextige&t Petersburg, again widely
discussed problem of terrorism. In the “G8 Declarabn Counter-terrorism”, they declared
the deepening of the cooperation among them artd atiter countries on the UN forum on
the protection of global critical energy infrastiwre. It was underlined an importance of
private sector partners in the fight against tésrrand was given the support for the Global
Forum for Partnerships between Government and Bssés to Counter-Terrorism. Leaders
reiterated plans of collaboration of the G8 withetpartners in actions aimed at protection
against terrorist attackiiter alia through combating terrorists’ attempts to get asct®
weapons; fighting terrorism financing; implementingernational and national legislation on
counter-terrorism; counter actions to terroristgaganda and recruitment; protection against
attempts to misuse cyberspace for terrorist pugpddereover, they declared cooperation in
the area of transport security (in subway, radcaviation and maritime security aré%)In

a separate “G8 Statement on Strengthening the Wdgnter-Terrorism Program”, was
noticed that “As the only truly world body, the Ublthe sole organization with the stature
and reach to achieve universal agreement on theecomation of terrorism. We call upon the
Secretary-General to continue to use the unigwnational stature of his office to reinforce

this point. A comprehensive response to the urgeeat of terrorism must be a core focus of
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the UN.”™?° Leaders underlined that while the Security Couptilys the crucial role, to
achieve a positive result in cooperation acrosswhele UN system is needed, particularly
among the ICAO, the WCO, the IMO and the IAEA. Thealled the UN for elaborating
concrete standards of accountability of each stapgementation of its obligations from the
UNSC resolutions. They also called on the UN Gané&ssembly to finish as soon as
possible works on a Comprehensive Convention cgrrational terrorism and declared that
“We seek to ensure that the UN makes a signifiaadtlong-lasting contribution to the global
counter-terrorism effort with the ultimate goal effminating the terrorist threat® In the
report on the Global Partnership published at shisimit, leaders noticed progress in the
implementation of Kananaskis goals. As focus waprofects in Russia, there was expressed
satisfaction that Russia had built two chemical pegs destruction facilities to eliminate its
stockpiles of chemical weapons and the next fourewa plans as well as Russia had
dismantled sixty one nuclear submarines and hatedtaesearch project to employ former
weapons scientists. In the same document was isstadblthe Global Partnership Working
Group that was supposed to serve as a “forum totifgleand resolve any problems that
arise.”! In the “Report of the Nuclear Safety and Secu@igoup” the G8 called on all
countries to implement the International Conventionthe Suppression of Acts of Nuclear
Terrorism and the Amendment to the Convention an Rnysical Protection of Nuclear
Material and expressed their satisfaction that mmamnber of states had implemented the
IAEA Code of Conduct on the Safety and SecurityRaidioactive Sources. Leaders also
supported, announced by the President Putin ansidereg Bush on 15 July, the Global
Initiative to Combat Nuclear Terrorism which ledssis was the International Convention
for the Suppression of Acts of Nuclear Terrorishe Convention on the Physical Protection
of Nuclear Material and Nuclear Facilities, the UDResolutions 1373 and 1540, as well as
national legal authorities. In the Chair's Summeugs written that “We trust that, through
their participation in this new Global Initiative Combat Nuclear Terrorism, all countries
that share our common goals of suppressing andjatiiig the consequences of acts of

nuclear terrorism will - on a voluntary basis amdtbe basis of independent responsibility of
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each country for the steps taken within its judsidn - reinforce joint efforts to increase
international cooperation, in accordance with mé¢ional law and national legislation, in
combating this threat.” To this project the IAEAsiavited as an observér?

The Heiligendamm Summit 2007, to large extend eedaitself in a debate on fighting
terrorism. In the “G8 Summit Statement on Counterrdrism”, heads of state and
government wrote that “We, the leaders of the @8,umited in condemning in the strongest
terms all acts of terrorism and reaffirm that theam be no justification for such acts which
constitute one of the most serious threats to niatéwnal peace and security, and to life and
the enjoyment of human rights...Mindful of both thenefits and the challenges that
globalization brings to our economies, and recdggizhe growing interdependence and
interconnectedness of our global economy, we resaodv enhance our cooperation and
coordination in order to counter the threats toway of life posed by terrorism and violent
extremism.*** Once more was reiterated the crucial role of tHé id the fight against
terrorism and was noticed with satisfaction a cohge the UN Global Counter-Terrorism
Strategy resolved by the General Assembly in Seipeéen2006. Because of using modern
communication and information technology by tesrG8 countries decided to cooperate in
order to combat that in the most effective way ibuihe same time “respecting scrupulously
the fundamental freedom of expression.” They annedncontinuation of efforts aimed at
ensuring protection of critical energy infrastrueti and called on all states to implement all
relevant documents preventing terrorists from aaogi nuclear weapons. They also
expressed satisfaction of completing all twentyheigrojects of the SAFTI and announced
establishment of the International Working Groupl@amd Transport Security composed of
G8 and non-G8 countries. The G8 called for fightmth cash smuggling used to finance
terrorism and violent extremists through implemeataof FATF's 40 Recommendations on
Money Laundering and nine Special Recommendation§esror Finance. Additionally, G8
countries committed themselves to promote valudsiraplement actions preventing terrorist
radicalisation and recruitment, “We reaffirm thaetpromotion and protection of human
rights for all and the rule of law is essential &l counterterrorism efforts®* In

Heiligendamm was also published the “Report on G@pbrt to the United Nations’ Counter-
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Terrorism Efforts”, in which was valuated progressmde from the last meeting at St
Petersburg. As the Heiligendamm venue took plaeeyears after establishing in Kananaskis
the Global Partnership and in the middle of itedgan, leaders made valuation of its activity.
In the Global Partnership Review was written thehe¢ GP is a unique and successful G8
joint effort and has already made important achiesmts in the first half of its life?°
According to Kananaskis goals, was noted signitigagogress in constructing facilities for
the destruction of chemical weapons stocks; disingndecommissioned nuclear submarines
and removing the material from them; improving Hadety of fissile nuclear materials and
chemical weapon stocks; and employing former wegpsmientists and technicians. With
satisfaction was noticed the fact that Russia latsiderably increased its own funding for
the Global Partnership since 2002 and the projemildvprobably achieve $20 billion by
2012. The G8 called to all states for joining tHelal Partnership and announced that “The
major political lesson learned from the GP impletagan is that the G8 together with other
partners have proved and demonstrated their albdityork successfully together to address

the topical issues of international security arfétya*°
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Chapter IV
ECONOMIC SECTOR

Leaders of the six countries met in Rambouillet 5L.9vere motivated above all by the
economic crisis connectedter alia with an increase of oil price. The economic situatn
Europe was very bad. Protectionism was a prevatliegd and the US needed partners for
economic cooperation. In such spirit, heads oestad government gathered in France “held
a searching and productive exchange of views omwthrél economy situation, on economic
problems common to our countries, on their humaaoias and political implications, and on
plans for resolving them...The purpose of our nmgetvas to review our progress, identify
more clearly the problems that we must overcominénfuture, and to set a course that we
will follow in the period ahead®’ According to the six leaders, the most seriousgden
were high unemployment, inflation and energy protde In that last issue was declared
collaboration “in order to reduce our dependencangported energy through conservation
and the development of alternative sources.” Leadaised trade liberalization, calling for
acceleration of multilateral trade negotiationseding to “the maximum possible level of
trade liberalization” and its ending in 1977 aslvesl for implementation of principles of the
OECD “to avoid resorting to measures by which theyld try to solve their problems at the
expense of others, with damaging consequencesirdbnomic, social and political fields.”
In the subject of monetary matters, participantsidial to start works on greater stability,
noticing with satisfaction the rapprochement betwt#e US and France about the reform of
the international monetary system. In that fieldswanderlined the huge role of the IMF.
Representatives of the biggest economies debats @l cooperation with developing
countries on reduction of their large deficits &ustained growth in our economies is
necessary to growth in developing countries; aredr tgrowth contributes significantly to
health in our own economies...We believe that itrthlzed and developing countries alike
have a critical stake in the future success of wleld economy and in the cooperative
political relationships on which it must be basedlie six countries committed also to
intensify collaboration “in the framework of exisj institutions as well as in all the relevant

international organization$3®
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At the next meeting in Puerto Rico 1976, seven trieswere already present as to the circle
Canada had joined and close the number of particigafor long years. At that venue, the
economic situation was much better than a yearrbgfohat was noticed in the Declaration:
“Renewed confidence in the future has replaced oabout the economic and financial
outlook. Economic recovery is well under way andriany of our countries there has been
substantial progress in combating inflation ancuoéay unemployment?®® Leaders wanted
to achieve a sustained economic expansion togefhi#r reducing unemployment and
avoiding inflation. As an important issue they memed the necessity of stabile monetary
system as well as stabile and lasting paymentsctatei They strongly condemned
protectionist outburst proposing establishmentrobpen trading system and “liberal climate
for international investment flows.” Relatively nmiucspace was devoted to help for
developing nations. It was underlined that indatitéd democracies play crucial role in
efforts to improve leaving conditions of developioguntries. The G7 decided to reinforce
cooperation among themselves as well as on intenatfora “to find practical solutions
which contribute to an equitable and productivatiehship among all people&®®

In London 1977, leaders raised above mentionedosoimnareas underlying that “Our most
urgent task is to create more jobs while continuimgeduce inflation®** All actions in
domestic economies were supposed to direct toisadtaoninflationary growth worldwide.
Participants attached a lot of weight to the isstibalance-of-payments financing related to
dependence on imported oil. They stressed theofdlee IMF in solving problem concerning
reduction of deficits and in maintaining the prag®f the world economy. G7 leaders called
for fast finishing of the Tokyo Round as “Policie§ protectionism foster unemployment,
increase inflation and undermine the welfare of memples.**? That was the reason why they
tried to reach agreement till the end of 1977 ia fibllowing areas: a tariff reduction plan;
reduction of non tariff barriers; a mutually acadpé approach to agriculture with
maintaining special benefits to developing coustri€onstantly important subject in
discussion was an issue of energy. Leaders de¢al@uin efforts in order to limit energy
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demand to increase and diversify supplies, to dgvelore efficient energy use, to improve
use of coal and to develop new energy sources. &ere they decided to attach greater
weight to nuclear energy which was supposed to rfesent in developed as well as in
developing countries. They also reiterated howartgnt is help for developing countries as
“Both developed and developing nations have a nhuhiarest in maintaining a climate
conducive to stable growth worldwide.” They notéattca. $8 billion would be available
from the IDA (International Development Associadi@ver the next three years (as the fifth
replenishment) and $2 billion was given by the IME year beforé? Additionally, in the
Appendix to Downing Street Summit Declaration wemesented assumptions aimed at
helping developing countries in faster improvenwrtheir economies.

The same set of subjects was discussed also &otine Summit 1978. However, in an issue
of fighting unemployment and inflation leaders atled that “A program of different actions
by countries that face different conditions is remedo assure steady noninflationary
growth.”* Each of seven countries presented its foundafiotisese areas. Moreover, they
agreed that there is a necessity of incentivesafiow of private investments and for fast
trade liberalisation “for more sustained and batéaheconomic growth.” Issue of the North-
South relations were described in a separate gadeclaration, where was reiterated a
necessity of help for developing countries and whézaders called for supporting
replenishment of the multilateral development bamsources, the IDA and the World Bank.
The Prime Minister of Japan declared duplicatiodapban’s official development assistance
in three years. Moreover, the G7 reiterated itspsupfor greater stability in international
exchange markets and for the IMF in promoting déifecfunctioning of the international
monetary system. A lot of space was devoted toestpn of energy because “In spite of
some improvement, the present energy situation irsmasatisfactory. Much more needs to
be done.” The heads of state and government deeabede all to reduce dependence from
imported oil and presented arrangements of thegaao Community and the US in this area.
They expressed hope that “the oil exporting coasatwill continue to contribute to a stable
world energy situation.” At the same time they dedi to develop nuclear energy and in order
to achieve that the US and Canada declared toge@ nuclear fuel within the framework of

effective safeguards. However, it was written tH@bal should play an increasingly
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important role in the long term.” Leaders also edlthe OECD and the World Bank for help
in cooperation with developing countries in theédief energy**®

The Tokyo Summit in 1979 took place in shadow @& tiext oil crisis. High prices and oil
shortage caused sharp reversion of inflation andtlics reason the G7 announced in
declaration that “The most urgent tasks are to gedoil consumption and to hasten the
development of other energy sourc&$ The European Community countries decided to
limit oil consumption to 500 million tons in 197%G to maintain oil imports between 1980
and 1985 at annual level not higher than in 197®il& limitations were also forecasted for
the US, Canada and Japan and all industrializedtdes were called for the same actions.
Moreover, the G7 agreed that it should be estaldlistgister of international oil transactions
and maintain domestic oil prices at world marketgs level. Leaders called for an increase
of coal use as the energy source developing aahe time other alternative energy sources,
nuclear power and new technologies in the energg.arhey agreed that they would have to
implement actions which would assure their econentiee long-term efficiency and
flexibility. They also announced further fight agsii protectionism through implementation
of the Tokyo Round, strengthening of the GATT, antensification of efforts aimed at
stability in the foreign exchange market. Additibjwathe G7 raised an issue of the North-
South relations, calling OPEC countries for recdesation of their decision on increasing oll
prices, which very unfavourably rebounded on ecdnaituation of developing countriés’

The same reflection was presented in the introdootif the Venice Summit’'s Declaration
1980, where was written that “The fact is that itn#ustrialized countries of the free world,
the oil producing countries, and the nonoil deveigpcountries depend upon each other for
the realization of their potential for economic d®pment and prosperity. Each can
overcome the obstacles to that development, but drdll work together, and with the
interests of all in mind®® As a top priority leaders mentioned the reductidrinflation.

They agreed that this would demand shift of resesirffrom government spending to the
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private sector and from consumption to investméfitlh an energy issue they decided that
“maximum reliance should be placed on the price marism, and domestic prices for oll
should take into account representative world pri¢® The G7 with satisfaction accepted
decisions of the EC, the IAEA and the OECD on stgrivorks on structural changes leading
to reduction of oil consumption. The Group decidedupport every initiative which could
replace oil or would be more efficient in oil usifgwas reiterated necessity of increasing
coal use, nuclear power, synthetic fuels, solarggnand other sources of renewable energy.
Because of oil increase grew problem of paymentsalances, particularly for oil importing
developing countries and for that reason it wasssary to cooperate with the IMF and the
World Bank in order to assure stability in the mang systeni>! Concerning trade leaders
called all countries for joining the GATT and stgémening the International Arrangement on
Export Credits as well as supporting the UN actitmprohibit illicit payments to foreign
government officials in international business saations'>?

The Ottawa Summit 1981 set as a goal the revitadizaof economies of industrial
democracies. The economic situation was still citi High inflation and unemployment
were the biggest problems. Because of that, leadisrgled to reduce public borrowing in
most countries and introduce the following chariglsnge in expectations about growth and
earnings, change in management and labour relatiod9practices, change in the pattern of
industry, change in the direction and scale of stment, and change in energy use and
supply.”® Moreover, they noticed that low and stable moryegmowth is necessary for
inflation reduction. They reiterated commitment fight against protectionism, efforts to
maximal opening of the G7 market and to reinfor@el'®. In energy area leaders called for
intensifying efforts to create nuclear facilitiasdato use sources of renewable energy such as
solar, geothermal and biomass energy. They alseragd declaration on cooperation with
developing countries and assistance for them imoagss of integration with international

economic systerft?*
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The final declaration of the Versailles Summit 198as exceptionally short, however a lot of
its space took economic issues. As one of two gpalsicipants mentioned that “Growth and
employment must be increas€d>This was supposed to be achieved through the fight
inflation; decrease of interest rates through @reatontrol of budgetary deficits; and
introduction of more stable exchange rates. Add#lly, leaders reiterated necessity of
strengthening the open multilateral trading systamsugh finishing the Tokyo Round and
supporting GATT. In an energy issue they calledftother works to economize energy and
to develop new energy technologies in order to mise vulnerability to energy crisis. At this
meeting, President of France Francois Mitterranés@nted the report “Technology,
employment and growth”, in which he described pti#érof new technologies and their
influence on the economic developmarter alia on unemployment decreasing. In his report,
Mitterrand proposed three areas of action with oetec proposals for a concentrated
development of the world economy. Leaders decidmnitaestablishing a working group of
representatives of G7 governments and the EC whashsupposed to analyse these proposals
and present its own report before the next surfithilm the “Statement On International
Monetary Undertakings”, G7 countries committed operate among themselves as well as
with all interested countries and monetary ingtiug, particularly with the IMF which should
take a crucial role inactions for greater stahilitWe are determined to see that greater
monetary stability and freer flows of trade anditadpeinforce one another in the interest of
economic growth and employmert”

At the Williamsburg Summit 1983, President Reageading a declaration said “Significant
success has been achieved in reducing inflation iatetest rates; there have been
improvements in productivity; and we now clearlg signs of recovery*®® In spite of that,
leaders decided to continue works on reducing tiofta and interest rates, increasing
productive investment and employment. In the issugade, they were in favour of further

negotiations in GATT for its greater liberalizatj@iressing necessity of trade expansion with
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and among developing countries, which were hawkghed by worldwide recession. The G7
underlined importance of help for the poorest coest reiterated its engagement to provide
agreed funding levels for the IDA, and supportetioas of the Non-Aligned Movement,
Group of 77 and the UN. There was also discussioproblem of debts of many developing
nations; leaders set strategy based on “effectdjasament and development policies by
debtor nations; adequate private and official foiag; more open markets; and worldwide
economic recovery.” They expressed satisfaction report the Working Group on
Technology, Growth and Employment and gave thgpstt for 18 there presented projects.
While were noticed a decrease of oil prices, leagmreed that it was necessary to work
further on development of alternative sources. A® declaration was attached an “Annex:
Strengthening Economic Cooperation for Growth andbiity”, in which was raised a
guestion of monetary stability. G7 countries desflacollaboration with the IMF in two areas:
convergence of economic conditions in the mediummjeand monetary and financial
domestic policies coordination because as wasenritt the declaration “While retaining our
freedom to operate independently, we are willingutalertake coordinated intervention in
exchange markets in instances where it is agresdstith intervention would be helpfdf®

At the London meeting in 1984, heads of states gomkernments noticed that economic
recovery is clearly seen in all G7 countries andislmore soundly based than previous
recoveries in that it results from the firm effomsde in the Summit countries and elsewhere
over recent years to reduce inflatidfi®However, this fact could not be a prerequisitstap
hitherto actions. Leaders still had opinion thatyvienportant is to conduct prudent monetary
and budgetary policies; to strive to decrease asterates and inflation; to reduce budgetary
deficits as well as to create new jobs, especfallyyoung people and to adapt technological
change. Fixed goal stayed a necessity of the lirateon of capital markets and widening
international trading systenmter alia through the OECD and GATT. Participants stressed
that developing countries also should benefit fréine economic recovery, reiterated
willingness of cooperation with them on improvimgng conditions and proposed a strategy
for dealing with debts of many developing natiohise main role in that plan played the IMF
which together with the IBRD should help debtor minies to make necessary economic and

financial policy changes. Additionally, the G7 rexded necessity of further work on stability
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of international monetary system and called onfithence ministers “to carry forward, in an
urgent and thorough manner, their current work @ysnvto improve the operation of the
international monetary system, including excharges; surveillance, the creation, control
and distribution of international liquidity and thele of the IMF.” Moreover, G7 countries
gave support for the program developed by the USaate manned space stations, and to
which other countries were invité®:

While at the 1985 Bonn Summit leaders admitted ki@t occurred further improvement of
economic conditions in G7 countries and had impdasieuation in developing countries, still
there were necessary actions aimed at prosperitytanang and its further developing. They
announced continuation of actions to decreasetiofiato reduce budget deficits, to create
new jobs and greater adaptability to technologit@nge. In order to achieve that, they noted
concrete actions for each of seven countries @aatiog in that meeting. Additionally,
participants reminded that “Protectionism does saive problems; it creates theit® For
that reason they had decided that it was necessatart the next round of negotiation in the
framework of GATT, in which should take place ascmuas possible developed and
developing countries. They expressed support faksvater alia of finance ministers of the
Group of Ten and the IMF on making the internatiomanetary system more stable and
more effective. G7 countries reiterated that tiveas connection between economic situation
of developed and developing countries and propdtiseid further assistance in negotiations
on debt restructuring agreements. They stressedht@anain role in that process played the
IMF and the World Bank Group and announced workséiisure that these institutions are
equipped with the necessary resources and instistfi®h They accepted with satisfaction
fact that to the United States Manned Space St&rogram had joined the Member States of
the European Space Agency together with Canadalapan because, as they said “We are
convinced that international cooperation in reseanmd technology in major projects should

be enhanced to make maximum use of our scientifiential.*®*
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In declaration of the Tokyo Summit 1986, was wnttéhat “The economies of the

®° inflation was

industrialized countries are now in their fourthageof expansio
decreasing, interest rates were reduced, oil pdeeseased and “Overall, these developments
offer brighter prospects for, and enhance confiden¢ the future of the world economy.”
However, still to achieve sustained growth, wereessary actions aimed at fighting high
unemployment, domestic and external imbalancedegtionism pressure as well as actions
which would help to solve problems in energy se@nd solve debt problems of many
developing countries. Leaders underlined “the néedimplement effective structural
adjustment policies. Such policies include techgiclal innovation, adaptation of industrial
structure and expansion of trade and foreign directstment.” The Tokyo meeting brought
transformation of the Group of Five Finance Ministento the Group of Seven because to
that five had joined finance ministers from ItalyjdaCanada. Heads of state and government
obliged them to meet at least once a year; to cabtpenith the IMF in strengthening
multilateral surveillance; to improve coordinatida promote noninflationary economic
growth; to strengthen market orientated incentiies employment and productive
investment; to open the international trading amgestment system; and to foster greater
stability in exchange rates. Leaders stressed siégas the further trade liberalization and
announced that “The new round shoufder alia, address the issues of trade in services and
trade related aspects of intellectual property tagand foreign direct investment.” They
expressed support for OECD actions aimed at solprnglems of surplus of some important
agricultural products as it hit above all in th@momies of certain developing countries. For
developing countries were proposed five lines tkankwhich they could integrate more fully
into the international economic system by adoptstguctural adjustment policies; by
mobilizing domestic savings; by encouraging theategtion of capital; by improving the
environment for foreign investment; and by promgtmore open trading policies. Leaders
announced support for diversification of their emmmes and for further processing of their
products. They maintained the G7 opinion on finahtiows, stressing importance of eight
replenishment of the IDA and capital increase ef\World Bank. Moreover, they expressed
satisfaction of progress in the cooperative detattesyy and underlined bad situation of the
African countries promising assistance for mediund dong term development of this

region?®®
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At the Venice Summit 1987, as main handicaps téagwsd global growth were mentioned
external imbalances, which should be perceived utjitoexchange rates changes and
budgetary discipline; high employment; large puldector deficits; and high level of real
interest rates. G7 countries called newly indukted economies (NIE) for taking greater
responsibility for functioning of the internationetonomyinter alia through an open trade.
Leaders stated that “Protectionist actions woulddenterproductive, would increase the risk
of further exchange rate instability and would est@ate the problems of development and

indebtedness?®’

That was the reason why they called on the CaimigadParties of the
Uruguay Round “to negotiate comprehensively, indytath and with all due dispatch, with a
view to ensuring mutual advantage and increasedfiteo all participants®® The heads of
state and government with satisfaction accepted wasults of the Group of Seven Finance
Ministers in developing and implementing strengtdtenarrangements for multilateral
surveillance and economic coordination as well alded for intensification of efforts to
achieve greater currency stability and noninflasignglobal growth. In Venice was also
continued a discussion on the agricultural probl&mognized earlier in Tokyo. Leaders
agreed that “the structure of agricultural produttneeded to be adjusted in the light of world
demand, and expressed our determination to givestipport to the work of the OECD
[Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Devalept] in this field...We underscore our
commitment to work in concert to achieve the nemgsadjustments of agricultural policies,
both at home and through comprehensive negotiatiorthe Uruguay Round™® In the
Venice declaration was reiterated the importancassistance for developing countries and
was expressed support for actions of the IMF, tlegltMBank and the IDA in that area. There
was also presented a strategy, for the major middleme debtors to reinforce the growth
prospects that contained three elements: “the aopt comprehensive macroeconomic and
structural reforms by debtor countries themselvd®e enhancement of lending by

international financial institutions, in particultnie World Bank; and adequate commercial
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bank lending in support of debtor country reforff§.’Additionally, the G7 admitted that
problems of the poorest countries should be treat@dspecial way and called the Paris Club
for actions which would simplify writing of the det"*

In the 1988 Tokyo declaration, for the first timeadlers in a direct way mentioned a
globalization issue as a factor that strongly ieflced the world economy. In spite of
significant successes in fighting recession anudating the economy, still was present an
opinion that “To sustain noninflationary growth Wwikequire a commitment to enhanced
cooperation.*’? Tokyo and Venice Summits arrangements had intreditice coordination of
G7 economic policies assessed on the basis of sgonmdicators what contributed to
improvement of the international monetary systemcfwning. The Group decided to
continue reduction of budgetary deficits, spendimgountries with large external deficits and
large external imbalances in order to achieve ditphde situation in the world economy.
Moreover, leaders noticed that “Structural reforommplement macroeconomic policies,
enhance their effectiveness, and provide the asisiore robust growth...We will continue
to pursue structural reforms by removing barrieansnecessary controls and regulations;
increasing competition, while mitigating adversdeefs on social groups or regions;
removing disincentives to work, save, and invesichsas through tax reform; and by
improving education and training™ G7 countries expressed satisfaction of the Fraeel
Agreement between the US and Canada and callefdirttver works on trade liberalization
through the Uruguay Round. They also called foergjthening of GATTinter alia through
greater engagement of the developing countriesticplarly the NIE, “Certain newly
industrializing economies (NIES) in the Asia Pacifiegion have become increasingly
important in world trade...With increased econonmportance come greater international
responsibilities.*”* Leaders raised also question of the poorest middteme countries debts

reiterating that “The market oriented, growth léchegy based on the case by case approach
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remains the only viable approach for overcomingr tieternal debt problem$ They stated
that a central role in the debt strategy playsdfirial financing through the IMF and the
World Bank, but also important are commercial bankl international direct investment,
which support debtor countries reforms. In caséhefpoorest developing countries over US
$18 billion was mobilised by the IMF’'s Structuraldjistment Facility, the World Bank
Official Development Assistance (ODA) and Africare\2lopment Fund. Out of this total,
US $15 billion was planned for the Sub-Saharancafri countries. Additionally, Paris Club
creditors rescheduled debt and repayment pefi§ds.

In Paris 1989, as the most important subjects iBrugsion were chosen “measures needed to
maintain balanced and sustained growth, countdatioh, create jobs and promote social
justice...The development and the further integratf developing countries into the world
economy.*’’ Leaders called for cooperation on adjusting extermbalances in a way that
deficit countries could increase their exports andolus countries their imports. They also
called on the NIEs to “permit exchange rates tteceftheir competitive position, implement
GATT [General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade] cotnmeints and reduce trade barriet&”
G7 countries expressed satisfaction of results h|f agreement on surveillance and
coordination of economic policies what had contidéouto greater stability of exchange rates
as well as to better functioning of the internadlbmonetary system. They also called for
increase of saving and for taking actions aimedelahinating inefficiencies in their
economies, “In this context, tax reforms, moderaaof financial markets, strengthening of
competition policies and reducing rigidities in akctors including energy, industry and
agriculture are necessary. So are the improvememdocation and vocational training,
transportation and distribution systems and furgnaicies aimed at giving more flexibility
and mobility to the labour market and reducing upleyment.*’® There was also stressed

the necessity of fighting against any form of petittnism and discrimination which could
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undermine multilateral trade system and the UrudgRaynd negotiations. In declaration was
noticed plan of finishing the Uruguay Round by i890. An important subject at Paris was
an issue of help for the poorest and most debttdesnlLeaders expressed satisfaction of the
Paris Club decision thanks to which thirteen cdestrhad benefited from significant
reduction of debt service payments. Moreover, fhregented a strengthened debt strategy for
the heavily indebted countries. The G7 stressedss#ty of continuing efficient development
assistance but in the same time called on the dpwvel countries “to implement sound
economic policies. A vital factor will be the admpt of financial and fiscal policies which
attract inward investment and encourage growththedreturn of flight capital®*° 13 July
1989, was published the press release from Prdsidébdou Diouf, Mohamed Hosni
Mubarak, Carlos Andres Perez, And Prime MinistejiR&@andhi, where was written that
“We believe that steps should be taken to orgamizeoon as possible an appropriate meeting,
at the Summit level, to deliberate on global ecoicoand environmental issues of mutual
interest. This should mark the beginning of thecpss of continuing consultations on such
issues between the leaders of the North and thth 380

The 1990 Houston meeting was special because d@icpblchanges in Central and East
Europe (CEE), what G7 countries received with esitmm announcing “the renaissance of
democracy throughout much of the worfd?Although in comparison to in the recent decade
significant economic progress had occurred, dhidré were a lot of matters to improve.
Leaders agreed that because of progressing ecorintaidependence of countries it was
important to reinforce cooperation and to condweinsl domestic budgetary and monetary
policies what would help to achieve optimal funotigg of the international monetary system,
“Balanced expansion of demand with increasing pcbde capacity is key, while external
imbalances and structural rigidities require cdrogc Price pressures warrant continued
vigilance.” Leaders expressed satisfaction of tleg decision to launch the International
Conference on Economic and Monetary Union as welh gerspective of unified Germany
and the market-orientated restructuring of Cerdgral Eastern Europe. They assured help for
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economic and political reform of CEE and expressgpectation that newly established the
European Bank for Reconstruction and DevelopmeBR(E) and the Centre for Cooperation
with European Countries in Transition at the OEGid ¢he G24 would give a significant
support for CEE countries. Participants of the HowmsSummit raised also a question of
increase economic efficiency and stressed necesfsitggulatory reform and liberalize areas
such as retail trade, telecommunications, transpadvbur markets, and financial markets, as
well as to reduce industrial and agricultural sdies, improve tax systems, and improve
labour-force skills through education and traininighey reiterated determination to finish the
Uruguay Round by the end of 1990 and support fgotiations on “reform of agricultural
policies; a substantial and balanced package ofsonesa to improve market access;
strengthened multilateral rules and disciplineg ithcorporation of new issues of services,
trade-related investment measures, and intelleqgiugperty protection within the GATT
framework; and integration of developing countrie® the international trading system.”
The most disputable issues were questions of selssahd protection of agriculture. For that
reason leaders paid particular attention to negesdi solving them by the time of July
meeting of the Trade Negotiations Committee. THeg aalled all countries for reduction of
barriers for foreign direct investment and gavepsupfor negotiations in the OECD aimed at
strengthening multilateral disciplines on traded and-distorted export credit subsidies. The
G7 stated that “our commitment to the developinglavaiill not be weakened by the support
for reforming countries in Central and Eastern perol he poorest of the developing nations
must remain the focus of special attention.” Adudhtlly, heads of state and government
reminded that implementation by debtor countriesamnomic reform programs with the IMF
and the World Bank was “a prerequisite for debt atebt-service reduction within
commercial bank financing packages.” They summedaciievements from the last year
thank to which were contracted debt and debt-servéduction agreements between many
debtor countries and the IMF, the World Bank anchie@rcial banks. Leaders called also on
the Paris Club to ease further debt burd&hs.

Period till the next venue in London 1991 was dgtished by a slowdown in the economy
and the Gulf crisis, however at the London Sumratted to be seen signs of economic
recovery. As main goals of the meeting were meetioa sustained recovery, price stability,
further reduction of budgetary deficits and impeeims to private saving what should
together lead to lower interest rates and incredsevestment. Participants decided also to
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conduct together with the OECD the following actoto improve economic efficiency:
greater competition in G7 economies; greater tramescy, improved education and training;
a more efficient public sector adaptation of adesnén science and technology; and
investments in infrastructuf&* They also called for fast finish of the UruguayuRd before
the end of 1991 and to achieve that they callegfogress in the negotiations of Geneva in
four basic areas: market access, agriculture, g\and intellectual property. Because of the
Gulf crisis in 1990, came back a subject of asgummoridwide energy supplies through:
elimination of barriers to energy trade and invesiminternational cooperation on research
and development in energy sector; improvement efgnefficiency; use of nuclear power;
and development of renewable energy souftEadoreover, leaders supported establishing of
a European Energy charter which aim was “to pronfigie and undistorted energy trade, to
enhance security of supply, to protect the enviremimand to assist economic reform in
Central and East European countries and the Sbwviietn.”®® They also reiterated support
for reforms in CEE and expressed satisfaction #laCEE countries (without Albania) had
joined the IMF and the World Bank. AT the same tittmey reminded an important role of the
EBRD and the G24, which helped countries in thgtae The G7 once more assured the
developing countries of financial and technicalistasce aimed at achieving growth and
reducing debt burdens as well as announced newdiiaalows to developing countrié’
Leaders gathered at the Munich Summit 1992, addnttiat the end of the Cold War was a
unique chance to affiliate an international coopera “The close coordination of our policies
as part of this cooperation is now more importaantever.*®® As the most serious threats
were mentioned unemployment and actions temperiaget The heads of state and
government called for fast finalization of the Unag Round and expressed satisfaction of
implementation of the EC’s Common Agricultural gliThey also declared actions aimed at

building confidence for investors, savers and coreg as well as creating jobs and
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growth®? In order to achieve a sustained growth the G7dgecto continue sound monetary
and financial policies; to decrease interest ratesugh reduction of public deficits and
promotion of savings; to limit public spending; totegrate environmental and growth
objectives. Additionally, leaders paid particuldteation to encouragement of competition
and creation of “a more hospitable environment foivate initiative...improvements in
infrastructure and greater attention to researchdavelopment?**° Moreover, they called on
the G7 Finance Ministers to intensify works on cheation of economic and financial
policies for noninflationary growth. Heads of stared government reiterated their readiness
to help developing countries, “We will continue daest efforts to increase the quantity and
quality of official development assistance in ademrce with our commitments. We shall
direct official development assistance more towatts poorest countries that undertake
credible efforts to help themselve$™ They also announced finish of negotiations on a
replenishment of IDA funds before the end of 1988 &urther support from the IMF side.
They confirmed continuation of efforts to furthezld relief and expressed satisfaction of the
Paris Club decision on in this subject. Leader® alesmmed up assistance gave CEE
countries, which since 1989 amounted to $52 billionthe end they called CEE for further
opening of their markets, development of econoralations with each other and creation of
reliable investment conditions for private capftal.

The main goal noticed in the economic declaratibthe 1993 Tokyo Summit was assuring
sustainable noninflationary growth and fighting omnpdoyment, which had above all
structural character. In the G7 Finance MinistédR&port to the Tokyo Summit, which
considered about what the heads of state and goestnasked last year, it was written that
“Well targeted structural policies are needed tbhagice opportunities for employment and
growth.™%* Ministers recommended increase of investment amitig and education; re-

examining social insurance schemes; restructuriivgimiment spending from consumption to
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productive investment; maintaining and improving thultilateral free trade system; reducing
subsidies; considering economic effects of agingugation; controlling overall outlays on
health care; continuing financial deregulation andperating on the environment. They also
advised work on *“fiscal consolidation at all levetd governments over the medium
term...Regarding monetary policy, it should be aortedd within a medium term framework
with the objective of price stability’® The heads of state and government gathered indroky
supported above mentioned Ministers’ proposalsaammbunced that “We will consult closely
so that our national policies can be mutually @iaihg and compatible with our shared goal
of a strengthened and recovering world econoffiylt was reiterated that priority was still
finishing of the Uruguay Round and that any kind refgional integration should be
complementary to the multilateral trading syst€iin an issue of the developing countries
leaders stated that “we will pursue a compreherapgroach, covering not only aid but also
trade, investment and debt strategy, and a diffextexl approach, tailored to the needs and
performances of each country at its particularestaigdevelopment and taking environmental
aspects into account®” They expressed satisfaction of renewal of the BVEhhanced
Structural Adjustment Facility and of a plannedemational Conference on African
Development as well as of the International Comfeeson Population and Developmétit.

A Naples venue was the 2@ turn and took place in the BGanniversary of the Bretton
Woods meeting. Leaders stated with satisfactiohe¢hanomic recovery was under way and
the growth strategy agreed in Tokyo had broughtitipesresults. In spite of these
circumstances, high unemployment stayed still annpaoblem. On the basis of analysis of
the OECD they decided to work on “the growth arab#ity, so that business and individuals
can plan confidently for the futur®® and to improve capacity of G7 economies to create

jobs. In order to achieve that were presented ep@@tructural measures such as increase of
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investment in people through education and traingigmination of excessive regulations;
active labour market policies; promotion of newhtealogies; promotion of job creation in
areas where new needs exists; and promotion of etop. To implement these
arrangements the G7 called for help from the sfdausiness and labour. An important event
was signing of the Uruguay Round Agreement. Leadatisered in Naples declared that “We
are determined to ratify the Uruguay Round Agredsiand to establish the WTO by January
1st, 1995 and call on other countries to do theesafi They also called for further works on
trade liberalization in the framework of the OEGBe WTO, the IMF and World Bank as
well as for “intensified efforts to improve our wrdtanding of new issues including

employment and labour standards and their impbaatifor trade policiess™

Moreover,
participants of Naples meeting expressed satisiachf economic progress in many
developing countries as well as reiterated theigagement in promotion of trade and
investment and development assistance for thesetreesl through debt reduction and help
from the side of the IMF, the Paris Club and therMV/8ank>%?

Already in Naples were described main subjects hef next summit in Halifax, 1995:
sustaining development in 2tentury and adopting existing institutions andding new to
ensure the future prosperity. In response to tli@sedations was elaborated The Halifax
Summit Review of the International Financial Indibns, which “examines the need for
changes to the architecture of the internationadrfcial institutions -- i.e., International
Monetary Fund, the World Bank Group, and the regjiatevelopment banks® From the
moment of establishing the Bretton Woods systeronemic conditions had dramatically
changed; globalization had bought greater intend@gece of all countries; liberalization of
trade and capital market had been introduced; remlinblogies had been implemented,;
transformation of the former USSR countries hadnbe#roduced; and the role of the
developing countries in the world economy had iaseel. However, in spite of all these
conveniences still could have been observed &f lohallenges such as “promoting economic
policies that ensure sustained non-inflationarywghoand correct imbalances that engender
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financial and exchange market instability; adapa toorld of large and highly mobile private
capital; and promoting more effective sustainat#eetbpment and poverty reductiot?” In
the report, leaders were in favour of giving supgor existing institutions, which should be
reconstructed paying special attention to increpsieir efficiency. They should also still
play a main role in the areas where there werectiores of the private sector. Leaders also
stated that for noninflationary growth was impottanclose cooperation on macroeconomic
policies and appropriate structural policies. M@ to achieve greater exchange market
stability it was important to conduct sound donwestionetary and financial policies and,
what was connected with that, reduction of fiscefiats as well as increase of national
savings:?® Participants of the Halifax Summit raised alsouasiion of preventing economic
crisis in a globalized economy proposing actionmeal at improving ability of the
international community to response to such chghen They proposed improvement of an
early-warning system through reinforcement of sillarece conducted above all by the IMF,
“Properly constituted, surveillance serves threg kenctions: it provides the discipline
needed to ensure that economic developments aensscally reviewed by the multilateral
institutions and their implications clearly idergd; it provides an opportunity for
governments to deliver collective advice to oneth@o with respect to economic policy
measures, and it permits the private sector to nrafemed decisions and perform its role
more efficiently...Given its global mandate and #wpertise of its staff, the IMF should
continue to be the focus of surveillanc&"After a problem identification was needed an
early and appropriate response and financing mésinarin both cases an important role
were playing international financial institutiomghich could help countries needed immediate
assistance. The next important matter was strengitfeof international cooperation “the
methods of coordination and cooperation among thpmindustrialized economies and the
multilateral financial institutions must be modewul and brought into line with the growing
speed and breadth of financial market integratf8h7 Finance Ministers and Central Bank
Governors proposed in their report such kind ofoast aimed at strengthening financial
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market supervision and regulation by the IMF, therd/ Bank and the WTO; as well as a
one-time special allocation of SDR’s and a lot ofians dedicated for the multilateral
development banks which were supposed to hehr alia in more effective allocation of
their services. In report was also noticed thatn#mber of key governance mechanisms of
the international system have become less effeativecent years. There is a clear need to
redesign and refocus a number of these mechanistngyi are to have a more meaningful
role.”% Ministers also called international financial instions for a better prioritization of
their activity and for cost effectivene®s.The heads of state and government in the Halifax
Summit Communiqué were all for that report and uksed equally widely the current
situation and economic perspectives. Still creabbrgood quality jobs was appointed as a
priority; reduction of unemployment; fight with amal and external imbalances; and
fluctuations in financial and currency markets. dea expressed support for earlier agreed
medium-term economic strategy as well as for “n@f®in the areas of training and education,
labour market regulation and adjustment, technokldgiinnovation and enhanced
competition.®® They called for actions aimed at ensuring protecfor aging populations
and implementing “the series of pilot projects dasd to help promote innovation and the
spread of new technologie3-* Moreover they noticed that “International institus have
been central to our pursuit of stability, prosperénd equity for the past 50 years...We pledge
our full energies to strengthening the institutiamgartnership with their entire membership
to enhance the security and prosperity of the wbfléhe economic crisis just before the
Halifax Summit drew the G7 attention to an impottasle of crisis prevention. For that
reason leaders urged the IMF to “establish benckentor the timely publication of key
economic and financial data; establish a procedmrdhe regular public identification of
countries which comply within these benchmarksjsinen full and timely reporting by
member countries of standard sets of data, prash@eper policy advice to all governments,
and deliver franker messages to countries that aapfme be avoiding necessary actions.”
Participants of the Halifax meeting called on tMFIto establish an Emergency Financing
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Mechanism that would assure faster access to fimlaaesistance. They called G-10 Ministers
and Governors for proposing other procedures wiwehld be helpful in crisis situations. For
the first time a problem of international financiedud was raised in a declaration. In order to
reinforce coherence, effectiveness and efficierfcsnaltilateral financial institutions leaders
proposed introduction of improvemeritger alia for the World Bank and the IMF as well as
reforms of the United Nations to “complete the Aderior Development, which should set
out a fresh approach to international cooperatiod define the particular contribution
expected of U.N. bodies; develop a more effectiternal policy coordination role for the
Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC); encouraggeteeooperation between UN and
specialized agencies both at headquarters and enfidhd; consolidate and streamline
organizations in the economic and social fieldshsas humanitarian relief and development
assistance; and encourage the adoption of modermagement techniques, with a more
transparent and accountable Secretariat; updatefanu$s mandates to avoid duplication;
eliminate overlaps with new organizations; e.g. UMD with WTO, and consider the roles
of certain institutions in light of evolving chatiges; e.g. Regional Economic Commissions
and UNIDO.” Subject of the UN reform was supposedbé¢ analysed in a wide circle during
the 50" anniversary celebration in October 1995. The m@portant issue raised in Halifax
was a further reduction of remaining barriers flwbgl open market. Because of that leaders
declared full support for the WTO works; full imptentation of the Uruguay Round
Agreements; and works on trade, employment andulalstandards. Additionally, they
reiterated support for a reform in the economiesransition aimed at their full integration
into the global economy}?

The next summit in Lyon 1996, focused on “beneéital challenges posed by increasing
economic globalization®®® There were mentioned advantages of that processever
leaders also paid attention to its challenges #ated that “In an increasingly interdependent
world we must all recognize that we have an inteirespreading the benefits of economic
growth as widely as possible and in diminishing tis& either of excluding individuals or
groups in our own economies or of excluding certaiantries or regions from the benefits of
globalization.” A response to globalization chafjes should be an increased international

cooperation. As a main goals were set a sustaioethitationary growth; jobs’ creation;
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reduction of unemployment; anti-inflationary poédisi low interest rates; structural reform;
reduction of external imbalances; and internationahetary stability. Summit’'s participants
positively evaluated results of their Finance Migiis’ actions and called for continuation of
close cooperation on economic policy and exchangéets. They also expressed satisfaction
of progress in preserving the stability of the intgional monetary and financial system,
particularly strengthening of capital standards. the next year was planned: a concentration
on enhancing cooperation among the bodies resgensibthe supervision of international
financial institutions; improvement of transparemnd stronger risk management; promotion
of effective supervisory structures in the emergewpnomies; and making possible the
creation of sophisticated methods for retail etsutr payments. Heads of state and
government expressed satisfaction of the progressiplementing proposals of the Halifax
Summit addressing increase in effectiveness ofrnatenal financial institutions. They
decided to support the IMF through doubling theoveses available to that organisation.
They reiterated commitment in fight with internai# financial fraud and with effects of
aging populations as well as for the first timeyth@ised an issue of harmful tax competition
between states. In order to prevent this phenomém®iG7 asked the OECD to elaborate a
multilateral approach and to present report by 199& OECD was also made responsible
for presenting agreement on the investment thatdvensure high standards of investment
protection and liberalization. G7 countries strdstbe central role of the WTO in multilateral
trading system and necessity of full implementatafinthe Uruguay Round Agreement.
Moreover, they declared the standardization anglgfication of customs procedures among
G7 countries as well as the intensification of gffoaimed at combating corruption in
international business transactions. In order teater new jobs, the heads of state and
government decided to support proposed by the king Conference on Employment in
Lille, Aril 1996, actions: investment in people bBuas sound basic education, skill formation
and training; reinforcement of people’s employayilreforms specified to situation in each
country e.g. tax and social reforms; modernizabbnegulatory frameworks; and facilitation
of dissemination of new technologies. They alsoresged satisfaction of progress in
reforming multilateral institutions “in order to prove coordination, reduce overlap, and
increase their effectiveness”, thank to which therM/ bank and the IMF were cooperating
more closely and the multilateral development bahks intensified their cooperation.
Leaders presented plans of reform of the UN ankkddbr deeper cooperation among UN

agencies, the international financial instituticensd the WTO. A separate chapter in the
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declaration was devoted to assistance for the poomintries. It was announced that thanks
to starting the IDA-XI and interim Trust Fund US2$Billion would be allotted over next
three years. Leaders also expressed satisfactiothefreplenishment of the African
Development Found and called for similar action tlee Asian Development Fund. They
stressed an important role of the Enhanced Stmictadjustment Facility as a main
instrument of the IMF for the poorest countries. rbtaver, they called for elaborating
additional actions for highly indebted countriesiebhwould lead to their debt relief and
called the Paris Club for “debt conversion scheopeto 20% instead of currently 10% of the
stock of debts, and increased debt alleviatfiFor the Lyon Summit, G7 Finance Minister
had prepared the report in which they presentesides on more effective macro-economic
surveillance in the G7 meetings; continuation o {87 close cooperation in exchange
markets; better prudential safeguards in the iatewnal financial markets proposed by the
Basle and IOSCO Committees; strengthening of GTalootative ability to respond to
financial crisis with particular attention to tHdf's role>*®

The Denver Summit 1997 was critical on account fbathe first time had been officially
written in the declaration that it was the “SumitEight” as to seven major industrialized
democracies Russia had joined. In the final commueionce more leaders paid attention to
results of globalization, rapid technological charand demographic shifts on the global
economy. They discussed also on “"active agingthe desire and ability of many older
people to continue work or other socially produetactivities well into their later years®

on the possibility to use that to do structurabrefs in the areas of health and social welfare
as well as they agreed “within the OECD and witheotinternational organizations, to
promote active aging through information exchangesl cross-national research”
Summit’'s participants debated also on ways of ptorgosmall and medium- sized
companies increase deciding to continue works &t stubject. In spite of above mentioned
declaration, the summit published also the Denvemi8it Statement by Seven titled
“Confronting Global Economic and Financial Challes§ where were presented economic

goals of cooperation of the G7 and the represeeminf the EU. Still as a priorities leaders
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named promotion of noninflationary growth and jobation. To these two objects they added
ensuring sound public finances and necessity @bdloicing appropriate structural reforms
addressing changes of aging societies. Moreovey, diescribed top tasks for each of the G7
countries and called on finance ministers to camimnvorks on greater monetary stability,
which progress was seen in Lyon arrangements. Hefdtate and government expressed
their satisfaction of actions of the Working Paoty Financial Stability in Emerging Markets
Economies and of the Basle Committee on Bankingefigion, which contributed to the
reinforcement of stability of the international dimcial system. They reiterated support for
reform of the international financial institutiorf$t is incumbent on us to help ensure that the
IFIs have the multilateral support and financiabawces needed to succeed with their
ambitious and important reform3'® They noticed with satisfaction the fact of sub&tdn
progress of the Lyon debt imitative for heavily éfled poor countries (HIPC Initiative),
which could be owed to actions of the IMF, the WloBank and the Paris Club. Leaders
called on other countries to “reinforce effortsremluce or, where possible, extinguish such
debt for the poorest reforming countries.” A lotgiface in their debate the G7 devoted to
ways of fighting corruption and money launderingthis last subject, leaders underlined the
role of FATF, whose Forty Recommendations were @aflg important in fight against
money laundering. They expressed satisfaction ofraale agreement in information
technology and telecommunications services as \wasllthey called for further trade
liberalization. A special attention was paid to essity of the WTO’s membership expansion,
to an integration of the last developed countmes the trading system and to development of
electric commerce. In this last mentioned subjectwell as in an issue of harmful tax
competition leaders called for the OECD suppbtt.

In 1998, summit took place in Birmingham, Englaimdthe final communiqué was written
that one of the goals was “achieving sustainablenewmic growth and development
throughout the world in a way which, while safegliag the environment and promoting
good governance, will enable developing countregrow faster and reduce poverty, restore
growth to emerging Asian economies, and sustainlitezalisation of trade in goods and

services and of investment in a stable internati@manomy.®® Leaders expressed their
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satisfaction of an establishment of the EMU (Euswsp&conomic and Monetary Union) and
hope for an improvement of the prospects for groaid employment. Because of'50
anniversary of the founding of the GATT, G8 cousdrcalled for further trade liberalization;
expanding the WTO’s membership; greater integradioemerging and developing countries;
and greater transparency in the WTO. They alsoepted actions aimed at helping the
developing countries, in which next to negotiatiams fast replenishment of the IDA-XII,
ESAF and the African Development found, they corteditto support these countries in the
developing of basic social infrastructure, buildotgmocracy and greater transparency as well
as developing measures to improve trade and inesgtniMoreover, they announced
ratification of the OECD Anti-Bribery Convection lthe end of 1998 and further works on
expanding debt relief to more countries within tH#C Initiative. Heads of state and
government supported seven principles agreed by fi@@ce, economic, labour and
employments ministers at their London ConferencEeahruary. On the basis of these seven
rules, each state produced an Action Plan aim@d@bving employability and job creation.
Important arguments in economic issues were “Canmhs of G7 Finance Ministers”, who
had met in London, before the Birmingham SummitiaA<crisis clearly had showed that it
was necessary to reinforce the global financialtesys which had turned out to be
substantially susceptible to fluctuations. In angi report “Strengthening Architecture of
Global Financial System”, the ministers presentaas in five main areas such as enhanced
transparency; helping countries prepare for intémmanto the global economy and for free
global capital flows; strengthening national finehsystems; ensuring that the private sector
takes responsibility for its lending decisions; arthancing further role of the international
financial institutions and cooperation between thé&hin the next report G7 finance ministers
presented Ten Key Principles for information exdeto improve financial stability through
greater international cooperatithf. In  “Conclusions” ministers called for effective
cooperation between financial regulators and lafereement authorities at the international

level to fight against financial crime. They alsecdled to prolong mandate of the FATF for
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the next five years assuming that its task “duthig period should be the establishment of a
world-wide anti-money laundering network encompagsll continents and regions of the
globe.™® Moreover, they expressed satisfaction of the OE@EBeement on action against
harmful tax competition, of the OECD Forum on harmfax practices as well as of
complementary development of the EU Code of Conduadbusiness taxation. Additionally,
the ministers announced separate “G7 Initiative Harmful Tax competition” aimed at
reinforcing the OECD Repotf’ Finance ministers in their “Conclusions” calledexperts to
intensify works on standardization and simplificatiof customs procedures “including the
development of standardised electronic declarat@msto encompass the related import and
export data requirements of other government deyeats and agencied?®

Meeting in Cologne 1999, “on the threshold of tleesvrmillennium” used a claim “growing
opportunities as well as forward-looking solutiadaghe challenges facing our nations and the
international community>° While general economic situation had improved| s&re seen
effects of the 1997 Asian crisis. Participants fué tmeeting stated that “Without an open,
rules-based world trading system and the benefioais of goods and services it encourages,
the countries affected would be having much greditficulty recovering from these crises
and stabilizing their economies.” Once more thelledafor strengthening of the WTO
through expanding its membership and improvingrassparency. They also called on “all
nations to launch at the WTO Ministerial ConferemeceSeattle in December 1999 a new
round of broad-based and ambitious negotiationk Wie aim of achieving substantial and
manageable results”, what should héetper alia in further integration of the developing
countries into the world economy. Moreover, lead@nsounced works on biotechnology
matters at the national and international level.tides high unemployment still was a serious
problem they announced “two-tiered approach: pramgastructural re-forms to enhance the
adaptability and competitiveness of our economrebta help the long-term unemployed to
return to the labour market; pursuing macroecongpoiicies for stability and growth and
ensure that monetary and fiscal policies are walatced.”?’ The heads of state and
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government gave support to the G8 labour ministessbmmendations to provide social
safety nets that support employment. Special attenwas paid to an issue of investing in
people through agreement on implementation of gwelstioned in the Kéln Chartéf and
through call on the OECD and the UNESCO to anatyse different countries were trying to
raise education standards. Representatives osgatbered in Cologne decided to introduce
consecutive facilitations in debt payment for tleavily indebted poor countries. In spite of
significant progress since the HIPC Initiative iemplentation in 1996, the liabilities of these
countries were still significantly large. For thhaason, in the Report of G7 Finance Ministers
on the Koéln Debt Initiative to the Kdln Economic rBonit, the ministers wrote that this
initiative was elaborated to provide deeper anchteo debt relief for the poorest countries,
“If implemented, the debt stock of countries polssiualifying under the HIPC Initiative
would be reduced, from some $ 71 billion in Netdere Value (NPV) remaining after
traditional debt relief, by an additional $ 27 ioili. These measures, together with forgiveness
of debts arising from Official Development Assistar{ODA), of which some $ 20 billion in
nominal terms are owed to G 7 countries, would loweuntries’ debt service burden
significantly and free resources for priority séa@pending...The new HIPC initiative should
be built on an enhanced framework for poverty réda¢ developed by the International
Financial Institutions (IFIs). This is critical tensure that more resources are invested in
health, education and other social needs, whictessential for development?® Similar to
the last year, leaders of seven countries publisiredeconomic statement, in which they
described concrete actions for each of their ceestaimed at achieving stable and
sustainable economic growth. They declared to naetclose cooperation to avoid effects of
such financial crisis as the one in Asia in futuoeachieve support on the report of finance
ministers on strengthening the international finanarchitecture. They paid special attention
to six actions e.g. reinforcing and reforming theernational financial institutions and
arrangementsinter alia through establishing a new Financial Stability Wor and
transforming the Interim Committee of the IMF intee International Financial and Monetary
Committee; enhancing transparency and promoting pexctices; strengthening financial

regulation in industrialized countries and macraexoic policies and financial systems in
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emerging market¥® Additionally, they wanted to improve crisis pretien and
management, and involving the private sector. B# nentioned issue was promotion of
social policies to protect the poor and most vidbir. Seven leaders reiterated their
commitment in combating financial crime through gheport of an implementation of the
Key Principles elaborated by the finance ministed éhrough the support of the FATF’s
actions. They called on the FATF to “take concrdtps to bring offshore financial centres
and under regulated and non-cooperating jurisdistionto compliance with the 40
recommendations against money laundering and tdegirathe international financial
community from the adverse impact of those thahdibcomply.” In the end, they expressed
satisfaction of progress made by the OECD’s Fist@nmittee and the FATF “to explore
further the links between tax evasion and avoidamme money laundering, and in particular
to ensure the effective flow of information to tauthorities without undermining the
effectiveness of anti-money laundering systefis.”

The Okinawa Summit was the first G8 meeting in 242 century. In order to ensure greater
economic prosperity the heads of state and govarhmeticed in the communiqué:
“Together with many of our partners around the dionve have devoted ourselves to
alleviating the adverse effects of the crisis, astating economic recovery, and identifying
ways to help prevent future upheavals, includingasoees to strengthen the international
financial architecture®®? They emphasized the need of reforms in finanaml eorporate
sectors as well as of an improvement of public amivate sector governance and
transparency. One of the subjects discussed ina@ldrnwas fast development of the IT that
forced to structural changes in economies. Sumrpdfsicipants announced establishment of
the Digital Opportunities Task Force, which was mged to propose actions to maximise
benefits of the IT and as wide as possible acaesbe IT. They also agreed the Okinawa
Charter on the Global Society aimed at bridging ‘ittternational information and knowledge
divide”.>*® One of the goals of the international developnssttby G8 leaders assumed the
reduction of the share of the world’s populatioring in extreme poverty to half its 1990

level by 2015: “Small and medium sized enterprisagether with the opportunities presented
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by IT can be powerful tools for developmeni*Leaders announced cooperation with the UN
and other fora to reduce poverty. They also expresatisfaction of collaboration results
between the ILO and the international financiatitnons in the area of an adequate social
protection and core labour standards. Moreover giessed an importance of cooperation
between the ILO and the WTO on the social dimerssiof globalisation and trade
liberalization. The G8 expressed concern at theflow of foreign direct investment to the
developing countries and called on internationafjaarsation to support “developing
countries' efforts to create a favourable trade swvéstment climate.” States gathered in
Okinawa confirmed that there were necessary actidrish would push forward the HIPC
Initiative; provide improved access to G8 marketsengthen effectiveness of the ODA,;
ensure additional resources for basic educatiodrezd the widening digital divide; and
implement measures to prevent conflict. They notath satisfaction progress in the
implementing the Enhanced HIPC Initiative, form afhiwere benefiting already nine states
and their total debt relief was US $15 billion iominal terms. Leaders declared that “We will
work expeditiously together with HIPCs and the IFds realise the expectation that 20
countries will reach the Decision Point within th@mework of the Enhanced HIPC Initiative
by the end of this year. In this regard, we welcothe establishment of the Joint
Implementation Committee by the World Bank and Itti€.”>**> Once more was reiterated a
huge role of free trade for economic growth andaquogress as well as support for trade-
related capacity building of the developing cowdriLeaders announced intensification of
efforts in order to launch a new round of WTO traggotiations still in 2000. They also gave
support for China in their accessing talks with thgO. At the Okinawa Summit was
published once more a G7 Statement on Economyhichwor the first time from a long time
was raised a question of greater stability of cdrkets. The heads of state and government
accepted actions proposed by finance ministerseadorg reinforcing the international
financial architecture. They anticipatediter alia the reform of the IMF through:
strengthening IMF surveillance to prevent crismplementation of international codes and
standards; reforming IMF's facilities; safeguardinlylF resources and post-program
monitoring; strengthening governance and accouitigband promoting private sector
involvement in crisis prevention and resolutioneT®&7 leaders stated: “The MDBs should

increase their resources devoted to core sociakiments such as basic health and education,
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clean water and sanitation...All the MDBs shoulkbadte their support increasingly on the
basis of borrower performanc&® Moreover, they expressed expectation that MDBslavou
play a main role in developing measures againgictidus and parasitic diseases including
HIV and AIDS as well as gave support for recomménda of the Financial Stability Forum
concerning regulation of highly-leveraged instibat, capital flows and offshore financial
centres (OFCs). Additionally, it was noticed ttao-operative financing arrangements at the
regional level designed to supplement resourcesiged by the international financial
institutions (IFIs) in support of IMF programmesnche effective in crisis prevention and
resolution.” Seven heads of state and governmenhgly supported propositions of G7
finance ministers presented in the report on “Adi@against Abuse of the Global Financial
System”. They accepted with satisfaction a pubbcatof the FATF, review on money
laundering, in which were indentified fifteen nobeperative countries and territories
(NCCTs). At the same time was declared supporteohrtical help for jurisdictions that
commit themselves to take necessary reform. G7elsadcknowledged also the OECD
Report on Progress on Identifying and Eliminatingridful Tax Practices that contained two
lists: certain jurisdictions meeting tax havenemid, and potentially harmful regimes within
the OECD member countries. They called on the OE©CEontinue works and to talks with
non-member countries. Finance ministers called OfeCsdapting to recommendations of
the FATF, the OECD and of the Report of the OFCsRkivig Group of the Financial Stability
Forum as well as for improving their systems inheigreas: international cooperation;
exchange of information; customer identificatiofnobtion of excessive secrecy; effective
vetting of financial institutions; enhanced res@sréor financial supervision and anti-money
laundering compliance; improved legislation; anidhelation of harmful tax practices. They
also called on the international financial instins to help countries adopting international
standards against money laundering and corruption.

Leitmotif of the 2001 Genoa meeting was the netess elaborating a strategy of the
poverty reduction. As the best way to fight povetgaders mentioned maintaining strong,
dynamic, open and growing global economy. Theyfireaéd a promise of development
assistance and help developing countries in imphtimg open domestic systems of
governance. G8 countries also announced full imetaation of the OECD Bribery

Convention and support for the UN to elaborate ff@ctve instrument against corruption.
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They expressed satisfaction that already 23 camtrenefited from the debt relief of over
$53 billion through the Enhanced HIPC Initiativeftee same time they announced that it was
one of the elements of fast growth stimulation fire tpoorest countri€sd® There were
proposed three mutually reinforcing actions: gneptgticipation by the developing countries
in the global trading system; increased privateegtment; and initiatives to promote health,
education and food security. Moreover, supporttfer least developed countries (LDCs) to
integrate them to the global marketer alia through duty-free and quota-free access for all
products originating from these countries was anoed. Leaders called on the international
financial institutions, above all on the World Baakd MDBs, to help the developing
countries to increase the private sector investméhey also declared that “We commit
ourselves to implement the landmark OECD-DAC Recemstation on Untying Aid to LDCs
which should increase aid effectiveness and achmewee balanced effort-sharing among
donors.®®* Economic problems and plans of G7 countries weesented in a separate G7
statement, where were described fundamental goalthé economies of the US, Canada,
Japan, the Euro area and for emerging market edesoifthey expressed concern at results
of high and volatile oil prices, especially for thieveloping countries. As the basic
foundations for further cooperation were mentionadnch of a new trade round; stability
and integrity of the international financial systeamd implementation of the HIPC Initiative.
G7 leaders announced their personal engagemehe ilaiinch of new round of global trade
negotiations at the Fourth WTO Ministerial Confarein Doha 2001, “the interests of all, the
new Round should be based on a balanced agend& whrifying, strengthening and
extending multilateral rules. An improved disputdtlement mechanism is central to this
effort.”>*° They also expressed satisfaction of the progreésggotiations between the WTO
and China and Russia on their accession to thengsgtion. G7 leaders positively valued the
report of their finance ministers on strengthenthg international financial system and
special attention paid to the recommendations rédorming the MDBs and sharpening their
focus on core social and human investmeritsi¥inisters in the report raised also an issue of

private sector commitment in crisis prevention amsolution as well as subjects of

>3 Communiquéhttp://www.g8.utoronto.ca/summit/2001genoa/finalcoamique.htm| 14.01.2010
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surveillance and implementation of standards amteg0and the opening of access to capital
markets>*?

The Kananaskis Summit focused mainly on the figigiast terrorism and against poverty.
One of the results of the debate was G7 statemBetivering on the Promise of the
Enhanced HIPC Initiative”, in which was written thi®ebt relief alone, no matter how
generous, cannot guarantee fiscal solvency, lomg-teconomic growth, and social
development. Good governance, prudent new borrgwang sound debt management by
heavily indebted poor countries (HIPCs), as wellresponsible financing by creditors, are
also essential elements of the policy frameworldedeo achieve these goaf$>In order to
assure the participation of all creditors, G7 leadmlled on the IMF and the World Bank to
more rigorous surveillance of works on the HIPQidtive implementation. They also called
for actions aimed at completing the financing as timitiative and preparing review of debt
sustainability at the completion point. G7 finamoaisters, who had met in Halifax, just
before leaders’ summit, as the basic economic g@iafurther strengthening of the financial
sector to assure domestic economies resiliencextermnal shocks. They paid attention to
importance of transparency; well- functioning lahazapital and product markets; and trade
liberalization. Ministers announced further works immprovement of the predictability in
emerging markets in cooperation with the IMF. Tlaso called on the MDBs to improve
their collaboration and efficiency of their assmsta for the developing countries. Moreover,
G7 ministers stated that “We support an increagbenuse of grants, in the range of 18 per
cent to 21 per cent of the IDA13 prograM™In response to the 9/11 terrorist attacks, G7
finance ministers published an Action Plan to Cotrtha Financing of Terrorism aimed at
freezing flow of funds to terrorists, protectingetinternational financial system form abuse
and reinforcing transparenc{’ Assessing progress on that plan ministers noticad“Over

160 countries and jurisdictions have taken actian fteeze terrorist assets. The

%42 Strengthening the International Financial Systenhthe Multilateral Development Banks,
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implementation of UN instruments has intensifiedl amountries are working diligently to
comply with the FATF’s Special Recommendatiorf§.”

In the summary of Evian 2003, G8 leaders paid atterabove all to actions aimed at raising
growth, such as structural reforms and flexibiliiyhey announced structural reforms of
labour, product and capital markets; pension analtihereforms; raise of productivity;
reinforcement of investor confidence; improvemerit tansparency; and fight against
corruption. They also expressed satisfaction ofgmss in financial crisis prevention and
resolution as well as called the IMF for furthefoefs to enhance its surveillance and to
restructure sovereign deBf. G8 leaders publish also a separate declaratiorstéFing
Growth and Promoting a Responsible Market Econothgt described “common principles
that are the foundations for sound macro-economowiy.”>*® These rules were addressing
tree areas. The first one concerned the corpomatergance- here were proposed actions to
improve market integrity; to strengthen market igisice and effective regulation; and to
ensure accountability and enhanced corporate gameen The second area talked about the
enhancement of corporate, social and environmergsponsibility, and the third one
concerned corruption and transparerf¢yThe G8 created an “Cooperative G8 Action on
Trade”, because as they stated “The multilateraitesy embodied in the World Trade
Organisation (WTO), and the current Doha Developmggenda, is thus central to the G8's
approach to energising the global economy, incngagmployment, spurring sustainable
development, improving international governanced aradicating poverty>®° In order to
ensure the delivery on schedule, by the end of 2004 goals mentioned in the Doha
Development Agenda, G8 leaders ordered their fimanmisters and officials, together with
WTO partners, the following actions - working onther significant opening of trade in all
areas; strengthening the existing WTO rules an@ldeing new ones; finding solutions in the
WTO for the developing countries with insufficieat no manufacturing capacities in the
pharmaceutical sector; seeking agreement on thetinegg modalities for each of the four

Singapore issues; delivering capacity building mecdl assistance to the developing

546 Statement of G7 Finance Ministenstp://www.g8.utoronto.ca/finance/fm061502.htt4.01.2010
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countries; better integrating trade, financial adelvelopment policies; and improving
preferential trade agreements and/or programs thithdeveloping countri€s® The next
declaration was addressing “Fighting Corruption &mgroving Transparency”. There was
noticedinter alia that “Increased transparency of government revamaeexpenditure flows,
as well as strengthened enforcement efforts aghnitstry and corruption, will contribute to
achieving these goaldight against corruption and mismanagement of pulbésources —
authorl and to increasing integrity in government deasioaking - thereby ensuring that
resources, including development assistance, aehieir intended purpose¥? There were
described actions in six areas: improvement of ipublinancial management and
accountability; enforcement of anti-bribery lawgintribution to the completion of a UN
Convention against Corruption; fighting financidbuses; promotion of Transparency in
Government Procurement and the Awarding of Conoassind promotion of transparency of
revenues from the extractive industridS.in the annex to the G8 statement of finance
ministers, who had met in Deauville before leadarseting, was presented a new Paris Club
approach to debt restructuring for countries offtian HIPC, which were experiencing a
serious debt problem. In order to make easier fasé countries to return to debt
sustainability ministers proposed the Paris Clufbtus on such options as debt reduction in
exceptional cases; an active policy of adjusting thut-off-date”; and use of flexible
instruments such as debt buybacks and s#4pgnance ministers in a working paper on aid
effectiveness stated that “Our challenge is to wimdether with developing countries to
implement the most valuable lessons we have ledmeed our many years of experience in
supporting development: sound economic policiegydggovernance and access to world
markets form the basis of long-term prosperity.” dahieve these plans ministers proposed
actions in four areas: enhancing the role of pgvertiuction strategies; harmonizing efforts
between donors and recipient countries; focusingeld@ment assistance on measurable

results; and promoting and rewarding good goverazatic

%! Ibidem
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At the Sea Island Summit 2004, military and paditisubjects dominated, as well as issues
addressing fighting hunger and diseases in theegbarountries. Economic matters were
described in a separate statematdr alia on trade. It was underlined that liberalizationrswa
a crucial factor to the economic prosperity, “Th8 & committed to expanding economic
growth, development, and opportunity by achievimgbaious results in the global trade
negotiations, the Doha Development Agenda (DDAjhef WTO.?*° As the most important
issues of negotiations were mentioned - “substiiytiaducing trade-distorting agricultural
subsidies and barriers to access to markets; openarkets more widely to trade in goods;
expanding opportunities for trade in services; baating and improving customs rules and
other relevant procedures to facilitate trade; addancing the development of all countries,
especially the poorest, within the WTO systet.Leaders stressed an important role of the
integration of the developing countries into therlde@conomy through the development of
their trading capacity and poverty reduction styee. They called on G8 ministers and WTO
members to finalize the frameworks before the endluty 2004 to put the negotiations back
on track. There was also published a statementFaghting Corruption and Improving
Transparency”, in which G8 countries announceddiugl the voluntary partnership with
these developing countries that want to increaaasfprarency and accountability in the
management of public resources. They also expresggubrt for fast implementation of the
UN Convention against Corruption and called on esp® work on denying safe haven to
officials guilty of corruption. Moreover, they exgssed satisfaction of progress in
strengthening public financial management and adednility as well as of reinforcing the
OECD monitoring of the Anti-Bribery Convention. lasxs reaffirmed their commitment in
continuation of works on strengthening transpareseg supervision standards in off-shore
financing centres and on fighting financial crimespney laundering and the financing
terrorism. Heads of state and government calledthair finance ministers to work on
expanding the sunset date of the HIPC Initiativél ecember 31 2006; provisioning the
necessary financing for completion of this inittati and considering further measures for the
debt sustainability of the poorest countries. Aiddilly, they discussed on necessity of

“balanced energy policies, which increase energypkes and encourage more efficient
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energy use and conservation, including through teewnologies *® In the Chair's Summary
was also a reference to the fight against countierdeand piracy of intellectual property.

In the published at the 2005 Gleneagles Summegrsiant on “Global Economy and Oil”, was
noticed with satisfaction the global economic gtowt 2004. At the same time, leaders
admitted that still were such challenges as persisglobal imbalances as well as high and
volatile oil prices. To decrease global imbalaneese declared the following actions:
continued fiscal consolidation to increase natiosavings in the US; actions to raise
productivity in Canada; further structural reformms Russia and the EU; the boosting of
growth, employment and domestic demand; and furstrerctural reforms, including fiscal
consolidation in Japan. There was also underlinedinaportance of reforms aimed at
increasing flexibility, raising productivity and leancing job creation. The G8 noticed that oil
demand have been projected to grow so there wauttebded significant investments “in the
short-, medium-, and long-terms, in exploratiomduction, and energy infrastructure to meet
the needs of a growing global economy’"They called on the oil-producing countries to
open markets and increase opportunity for foreigmestment as well as to increase
transparency in the markets through e.g. universajreed reporting system for oil supply
and demand. Moreover, they expressed support for‘ibint Oil Date Initiative” (JODI)
launched by several international organisationduding the IAEA and now managed by the
Secretariat of the International Energy Foruffi.’In the Chair's Summary, G8 leaders
declared the doubling of efforts to achieve a casion of the Doha Development Agenda in
2006 as well as “to address products of interest@éast Developed Countries in the
negotiations, and to ensure Least Developed Casnvave the flexibility to decide their own
economic strategies®™ In Gleneagles was also published statement onud&led IPR Piracy
and Counterfeiting through More Effective Enforcetie Leaders decidednter alia to
promote and uphold laws, regulations and/or proeedto strengthen effective intellectual
property enforcement; to enhance detection andrréetse of the distribution and sale of
counterfeit goods through the internet and comindine theft; to improve coordination of

anti-counterfeiting and anti-piracy crime stratasgias well as to work with the developing
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countries to reinforce legislation, and build aredphto improve national anti-counterfeiting
and anti-piracy and enforcement capacitfés.

One of the leitmotifs of the St. Petersburg venwss wlobal energy security - “ensuring
sufficient, reliable and environmentally responsilsiupplies of energy at prices reflecting
market fundamentals is a challenge for our coustaied for mankind as a whol&* The
heads of state and government defined the mostrtangigoroblems connected with the issue
of energy security to which they counteder alia high and volatile oil prices; growing
demand of energy; investments along the entire ggnehain; and the need to protect
environment. They also stressed that “developmémtaasparent, efficient and competitive
global energy markets is the best way to achieveobjectives on this scor® as well as
noticed that the energy security question shouldctwesidered in combination with the
economic growth and environmental protection. GRlézs in the statement on global energy
security presented in eleven points’ objective @gles and approaches to which they
elaborated a strategy described in the “St. PaiegsPlan of Action on Global Energy
Security”. They stated there that “We will enhargbebal energy security through actions in
the following key areas: increasing transparencgdigtability and stability of global energy
markets; improving the investment climate in thergy sector; enhancing energy efficiency
and energy saving; diversifying energy mix; ensgirphysical security of critical energy
infrastructure; reducing energy poverty; addressicignate change and sustainable
development®® Moreover, participants of the St. Petersburg Sunpublished separate
statements on “Fighting high-level corruption”, Cmetting IPR Piracy and Counterfeiting”,
and “Trade”. In an issue of the fighting corruptidhney noticed that “Large-scale corruption
by individuals who hold senior executive, judiciaind legislative positions can have a
devastating effect on democracy, the rule of law)d aeconomic and social
development...Corruption by holders of public céfican deter foreign investment, stifle

economic growth and sustainable development, ami®romne legal and judicial systems.
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The net effect of corruption is felt most directynd disproportionately, by the poGf® In

the prepared Action Plan, they pledged the follgnaations - to continue investigating and
prosecuting corrupt public officials and those wirdbe them; to force financial centres to
implement the highest international standardsasfdgparency and exchange of information; to
deny entry and safe haven to public officials fogudlty of corruption; to combat fraud and
corruption and misuse of public resources; to suppe global the global implementation of
the UN Convention Against Corruption and the OECtifAribery Convention; to promote
greater fiscal transparency; to promote transpgreinc government procurement and
concessions; and to fight against money laundefingn issue of the combating IPR piracy
and counterfeiting leaders stated that “To contitiug anti-piracy and anti-counterfeiting
activities, we consider it necessary to enhance@@ion in that area among the G8 and
other countries, as well as competent internatiom@anizations, notably the World
Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO), the Wibilrade Organization (WTO), the World
Customs Organization, Interpol, the Organizationr feconomic Co-operation and
Development (OECD), and the Council of Europ¥.There was announcéuater aliain each

of G8 countries a creation of a website with infatimn on mechanisms available and
procedures necessary to secure and enforce thalleatual property rights in that country on
relevant legislation and law enforcement practidbs; OECD engagement in preparing a
report on economic consequences of piracy and edeiiing; technical assistance for the
developing countries in implementing pilot plansnixating trade in counterfeit and pirated
goods. In the statement on trade, G8 leaders chaldtie significant progress in negotiations
on agricultural and industrial products and on e in order to conclude the Round by the
end of 2006. They expressed satisfaction of thasmec at the Hong Kong ministerial
meeting that “developed countries, and developmgntries that are in a position to do so,
should provide duty-free and quota-free market s&@n a lasting basis for at least 97% of
products originating from all LDCs by 2008, or rater than the start of the implementation
period of the DDA.?®® Additionally, leaders stressed importance of Aid Trade (AfT) and

Trade Capacity Building programs in helping thealeping countries to benefit from trade.
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The Heiligendamm Summit was in large extent devdtedconomic issues. Participants
published declaration “Growth and Responsibilitytire World Economy” in which they
presented basis foundations - “We have agreed poliay agenda to promote a smooth
adjustment of global imbalances which should taleegin the context of sustained robust
global economic growth...Our agenda builds on disimns at the IMF and other international
fora. Open markets and competition are crucial elgs) as are our efforts to promote
freedom of investment and the dynamics of innowatiescribed hereafter® In the
declaration was raised necessity of vigilance afgeefunds and in that issue leaders ascribed
the main role to activity of the Financial StalyiliForum. They also recognized the
importance of the cross-border investment and amcem actions aimed at maximising
benefits from their flows such as strong supporthi freedom of investment; promotion of
the open investment environment in industrial coaatand emerging economies; greater
benefits form and sustainability of foreign direavestments (FDI) for the developing
countries; and promotion and reinforcement for ocmpe and other forms of social
responsibility. In the declaration was also strdsbe role that for the economic growth and
prosperity play science, research and innovaticiWhereas the promotion of research
involves education and higher-education policy,netoic policy can play a crucial role in
promoting the translation of research into innoxaproducts and in fostering an innovation-
friendly business environment.” G8 countries cafi@dsharing information among them and
with emerging economies in order to enhance effoftsooperation. As possible areas of
collaboration the following were mentioned: susshile use of water and land; research in the
field of energy efficiency; and promotion of enwiranentally-related innovations in the
public as well as in the business sector. Moreoleagders noticed that “The benefits of
innovation for economic growth and development anereasingly threatened by
infringements of intellectual property rights woslide. We therefore strongly reaffirm our
commitment to combat piracy and counterfeiting.”eyhexpressed support for the WTO
initiative to implement the International Medicin&roducts Anti-Counterfeit Taskforce
(IMPACT) and for the joint declaration of businessmmunities of G8 countries on
“Strategies of G8 Industry and Business to Pronhotellectual Property Protection and to
Prevent Counterfeiting and Piracy”. Heads of statd government decided also to endorse

the Guidelines for Customs and Border Enforcemeyap@ration as well as new Guidelines
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for Technical Assistance for the developing cowstriThey invited the major emerging
economies to establish a new dialogue on innovagiod intellectual property protection
because “Such a dialogue will provide a forum fa positive exchange on topics critical for
growth of successful knowledge economies and tlemption of an innovation-friendly
business environment also taking into account tkeds of small and medium sized
enterprises®® As main purposes of that process the latter wesscribed: intellectual
property protection; market incentives for innowatiand the diffusion of knowledge;
efficient innovation value chains which promote ihess commercialization of patented
research results. At the Summit was also publisthedG8 Trade Declaration” in which was
stressed “the need for achieving an ambitious,noald and comprehensive agreement on the
Doha Development Agenda™ Leaders called on all WTO members to intensifyksdo
finish the Round by the end of 2007. In the end tnederlined the G8 commitment to use the
DDA to better integration of the developing couedrinto the multilateral trading system. To
achieve that they called on all donors “to improuality and quantity of the means available
by 2010 and encourage partner countries to indloefT agenda in their poverty reduction

and national development strategig<.”
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Chapter V
ENVIRONMENTAL SECTOR

First summits were focused almost exceptionallyeconomic issues, however quite early
because already in 1978 in Bonn, for the first timads of state and government mentioned
about the environment role when they noticed in cbenmuniqué, in the part addressing
energy that “In energy development, the environmend human safety of the population
must be safeguarded with greatest caféSimilar tone was maintained in the 1979 Tokyo
Declaration where was written that “We pledge oourdries to increase as far as possible
coal use, production, and trade, without damagé¢oenvironment...\We need to expand
alternative sources of energy, especially thosechvinill help to prevent further pollution,
particularly increases of carbon dioxide and sutpbxides in the atmospherg’ In the
declaration of Venice, a year later, also couldfdaend a note of an environmental risk
connected with coal production as well as an asseraf taking all measures to protect the
environment. This was also reiterated at the 198awa Summit, where an environment
issue was mentioned in energy as well as in ecangait of the final communiqué - “In
shaping our long-term economic policies, care sthdnd taken to preserve the environment
and the resource base of our plariét.The Versailles Summit did not mentioned anything
about the environment, but in the declaration ftbe Williamsburg meeting in 1983 leaders
decided “to strengthen cooperation in protectiorthef environment, in better use of natural
resources, and in health researtfi.The tenth summit in London 1984, for the firsteiin a
wider way addressed “the international dimensioerofironmental problems and the role of
environmental factors in economic developmeéft. The heads of state and government
called on their ministers to cooperate in the agji@eas of environmental policies created by
the Versailles Summit’'s Working Group on Technolo@yowth and Employment invited to
identify “specific areas for research on the causeffects and means of limiting
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environmental pollution of air, water and grourahd to identify possible projects for
industrial cooperation to develop cost effectivechteques to reduce environmental
damage.®”® Additionally, they expressed satisfaction of therBan government initiative to
call conference on the environment in Munich, 1984the 1985 Bonn declaration could be
already found a separate section titled “EnvirontaeRolicies”, in which leaders called for
the international cooperation on such issues as:athid deposition and air pollution from
motor vehicles and other significant sources; demzhange; protection of the ozone layer;
management of toxic chemicals and hazardous wastdsprotection of soils, fresh water and
the sea. They announced the development of thdutpolpays” principle and as well as
increase of cooperation with international orgatizres and the developing countries to avoid
environmental damage and disasters worldwideAt the 1986 Tokyo meeting, the G7
reiterated its support for international cooperatio protection of environment and called on
environment experts to elaborate a report “on thprovement and harmonization of the
techniques and practices of environmental measureitf@ On the basis of this report
leaders gathered in Venice 1987, called on theddnNations Environment Programme
(UNEP) to create forum that would continue workshis area in cooperation withter alia
the International Organisation for Standardizat{t®O) and the International Council of
Scientific Unions (ICSU). They mentioned seriesssiues that in their opinion should have
an international range such as stratospheric oley®ee depletion, climate change, acid rains,
endangered species, hazardous substances, airadedpsllution and destruction of tropical
forests. Moreover, they committed “to examine fartenvironmental issues such as stringent
environmental standards as an incentive for innonand for the development of clean, cost
effective and low-resource technology; as well esmwtion of international trade in low-
pollution products, low-polluting industrial plantand other environmental protection
technologies® In the end, the G7 gave support for IAEA’s workssafety management of

nuclear energy.
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The 1988 Toronto Summit, expressed support forpthstion of the World Commission on
Environment and Development that in its report haterlined that “environmental
considerations must be integrated into all areascofiomic policymaking®™? As “threats to
the environment recognize no boundari&s"G7 leaders called on all countries to sign and
ratify the Montreal Protocol on Substances that |&tep Ozone Layéf* to conclude
negotiations on a protocol on emissions of nitrogeides within the Geneva Convention on
Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution, to suppeorks of the UNEP on the trans-frontier
shipment of hazardous wastes as well as to edtadntisnter-governmental panel on climate
change under the auspices of UNEP and the Worlddlgical Organization. Additionally,
G7 countries expressed concern at adverse influehcagriculture on the environment
through the over-intensive use of resources orrtifisation.>®°

Subject of the environmental protection was onehef three basic issues raised at the G7
Summit in Paris, 1989. The participants stated tBecisive action is urgently needed to
understand and protect the earth's ecological baldWe will work together to achieve the
common goals of preserving a healthy and balandéellagenvironment in order to meet
shared economic and social objectives and to @artyobligations to future generatiomg®

All countries were called to improve observatiom amonitoring on a global scale as well as
to develop technology of pollution’s reduction. deas stressed necessity of including the
environmental protection in economic decision-mgkim industry and in agricultural sector,
“In order to achieve sustainable development, wadl msure the compatibility of economic
growth and development with the protection of t@i@nment. Environmental protection
and related investment should contribute to econ@rowth.” They also called on the World

Bank and regional developments banks to includethigir activity an environmental
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consideration. The OECD, the UN and other similagaaizations were asked to help
governments to assess “appropriate economic meagorgromote the quality of the
environment.” In Paris, special economic incentif@sthe developing countries which care
for the environmental protection were announcece &7 underlined the importance of the
depleting ozone layer problem; called for elaboiatan alternative to chloro-fluorocarbons
and limiting emissions of carbon dioxide and otgegen house gases but at the same time
stressing the necessity of increasing energy effy. There was also raised a question of
exterminating rain forests calling on internationaganisation to create a report on the state
of the world’s forests by 1990. Special attenticasvpaid to an issue of preserving the tropical
forests. Leaders called for fast implementationthef Tropical Forest Action Plan elaborated
in 1986 by the FAO. They also asked the UN forgoreon the world’s oceans, condemning
“use of oceans as dumping grounds for pollutingt@’aand calling on all countries to
implement “the international conventions for theyantion of oil pollution of the oceans.”
Heads of state and government agreed that the rabEnin protection of the environment
should play institutions within the UN system andgressed political support “to projects
such as the joint project to set up an observaibtige Saharan areas, which answers the need
to monitor the development of that rapidly deteatorg, fragile, arid region, in order to
protect it more effectively.” In the same declavatithey called for assist in introducing in
Bangladesh program that would help this countryritmically devastated by catastrophic
floods.”?®’

The next meeting in Houston 1990, also widely hiaa issue of the environment. In the
final declaration, G7 leaders discussed such stshjes the climate change, ozone layer
depletion, deforestation, marine pollution and loEbiological diversity. They supported the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and #mor®&l World Climate Conference,
which were workinginter alia to limit greenhouse gases emissions. They alsedcébr
intensifying works on a convention on climate chamgder the auspices of UNEP and the
WMO to conclude them until 1992. Heads of state gmgernment expressed satisfaction of
the amendment of the Montreal Protocol “to phadettoeiuse of chlorofluorocarbons (CFCs)
by the year 2000 and to extend coverage of theoBwbtto other ozone-depleting

S588

substances’®® Moreover, they asked for the deeper cooperatiofWe recognize the

87 |bidem
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importance of working together to develop new tetbgies and methods over the coming
decades to complement energy conservation and wibasures to reduce carbon dioxide and
other greenhouse emissions.” They also announdexhado increase area of forests stressing
worrisome destruction of the tropical forests. Theglcomed a decision of the new
Government of Brazil to provide sustainable fonestnagement. Leaders proposed start of
negotiations on a global forest convention or age® as “Loss of temperate and tropical
forests, developmental pressures on estuariesandstland coral reefs, and destruction of
biological diversity are symptomatic. To reverses ttiend, we will expand cooperation to
combat desertification; expand projects to consberegical diversity; protect the Antarctic;
and assist developing countries in their envirortadeefforts. We will work within UNEP
and other fora.” Participants of the Houston Sumemwppressed concern at marine pollution,
oil spills and unregulated fishing practices. Theglled on all states to implement the
International Maritime Organization Convention andcooperation between developed and
developing countries in solving all environmentablgems. Once more was stressed the
importance of works on the energy efficiency andatternative energy sources, including
nuclear energy. Leaders expressed satisfactiorawiching the Human Frontier Science
Program and called for involving the private secioto works on the environmental
protection. The G7 asked the OECD to intensifefterts in the area of the environment, “Of
particular importance are the early developmemmironmental indicators and the design of
market-oriented approaches that can be used tevachkhvironmental objectived®

In the economic declaration, “Building World Panstd@p”, of London 1991, in the part
devoted to the environment was noticed that “Theermational community will face
formidable environmental challenges in the comireratle. Managing the environment
continues to be a priority issue for us...Environtaéconsiderations should be integrated into
the full range of government policies, in a way evhireflects their economic costs. We
support the valuable work in this field being uridkeen by the OECD>*° The G7 called on
the developing countries and Central and Eastemogeunations to cooperate in this area.
Leaders expressed satisfaction of progress of éhard@ and Sahel Observatory, the Budapest
Environmental Centre as well as of consensus oitiveironmental Protocol of the Antarctic

Treaty. As in June, 1992 took place the UN Confeeeon Environment and Development
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(UNCED), G7 countries decided, to ensure succedbisfproject, on creating an effective
framework convention on climate change that wagpss@d to contain concrete strategies to
limit emissions of greenhouse gases and “agreeraenprinciples for the management,
conservation and sustainable development of akgypf forest, leading to a framework
convention.” They also announced a financial supfuorthe developing countries to resolve
their environmental problems through the Global iEmment Facility; the working out of
common approach to the oceans and seas; developafenmtternational law of the
environment; and reinforcement of international amigations concerned with the
environment, in particular the UNEP. The G7 asladdst conclusion of negotiations in the
UNEP on convention on biodiversity as well as egpeel satisfaction of progress “in
developing the pilot programme for the conservatmfinthe Brazilian tropical forest.”
However, they also expressed concern at the buwilngells and polluted seas in the Gulf,
calling for creation of international actions tepent and respond to environmental disasters.
Additionally, leaders called on closer cooperatiorenvironmental science and technology,
particularly in scientific research into the glolwiimate, including satellite monitoring and
ocean observation as well as in the developmentfusion of energy technologiés®

In the final declaration of the 1992 Munich meetifig/orking Together for Growth and a
Safer World”, were summed up results of the UNCEmI aoticed actions aimed at
strengthening results of the Rio Conference. Heafdstate and government called for
ratification of the Climate Change Convention and élaborating national action plans, as
foreseen at the UNCED, by the end of 1993. Theyned to give additional financial and
technical support to the developing countries. Mueg, leaders decided to establish the
Sustainable Development Commission at the UN, wiaolild monitor the implementation
of Agenda 21°? as well as to work out an international review qess for the forest

principles. In the end they called for improving mitoring of the global environment;

! Ibidem

*2 The full text of Agenda 21 was revealed at thetéthNations Conference on Environment and Developme
(Earth Summit), held in Rio de Janeiro on Junel®®?2, where 178 governments voted to adopt thergnage.
The final text was the result of drafting, constitta and negotiation, beginning in 1989 and culrintpat the
two-week conference. The number 21 refers to andayéor the 21st century. It may also refer torthenber on

the UN's agenda at this particular summit.
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promoting innovative technologies; and calling asors as possible the international
conference on straddling fish stocks and highlyratigry fish stocks in the ocearis.
Participants of the next venue in Tokyo 1993 natiteat “Environmental issues remain a
high priority on our policy agenda despite difficdconomic times®* They welcomed
results of the first meeting of the Commission awst8inable Development (CSD), progress
in ratification and implementation of the Framew@&nvention on Climate Change and the
Convention on Biological Diversity as well as pregs in negotiations on convention on
desertification. There was reiterated engagemengahisation of UNCED arrangements and
were announced efforts to the smooth functioninthefGlobal Environmental facility as the
“financial mechanism to provide funding for then@mental costs of implementing the global
environment conventions signed at R13>"G7 countries announced also continuation of
works on an international agreement on the managgnoenservation and sustainable
development of forests.

The 1994 Naples Summit actually reiterated all driih declarations concerning
implementation of arrangements from the Rio Comfeee Heads of state and government
expressed satisfaction of replenishment of the @&@ldbnvironment Facility as well of
conclusion of the Convention on Desertification dhe results of the Conference on Small
Islands. They also declared acceleration of impteaten of national plans agreed in the Rio
Climate Treaty®

In the final declaration of the Halifax Summit 199participants stressed necessity of
fulfilment of all obligations emerging from arrangents of the 1992 Rio Earth Summit and
expressed satisfaction of progress in works of@Gbexmission on Sustainable Development
on forests. They announced efforts to successfaclasion of the UN Conference on
Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fisto&s and to an international agreement
on the world’s oceans. There was also recommendésheer delineation of the Commission
on Sustainable Development and the UNEP - “CSD lshde the global forum for
identifying and agreeing upon long term strategalg for sustainable development. UNEP

93 United Nations Conference on Environment and Dvalent (UNCED),
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should act as an international environmental vaite catalyst; it should focus on monitoring,
assessment, and the development of internationgirommental law.*®’ In the same
declaration was written that “In their policies,epgtions and procurement, G7 governments
must show leadership in improving the environmdgfforts must focus on pollution
prevention, the ‘polluter pays’ principle, interizaltion of environmental costs, and the
integration of environmental considerations inttigyoand decision making in all sectors®

At the Lyon Summit 1996, the G7 with Russia dedarfet “We are exploring the possibility
of supplementing our national income accounts ttebeneasure resources, such as forests,
minerals and fish, and the economic value of aatewand soil quality®®® It was also added
that “1997 will be a pivotal year for the environmi& The heads of state and government
announced renewal of the Rio agreements and caoatent of all efforts on preparatory to
the 1997 special session of the UN General Assenidtyeover, they declared actions to
positive results of the Conference of the Partiethé Climate Change Convention; agree on
sustainable management of forests; fast implementaif the Convention on Biological
Diversity and the Convention on Desertificationda® negotiate a global instrument on
particular persistent organic pollutants (POPs)dess expressed concern at international
crime in areas such as illegal trade in CFCs, egel@al species and hazardous wastes, calling
for international cooperation in implementing aflveonmental agreements. Additionally,
they asked international institutions for highdragéncy, stressing the importance of political
role of the Commission on Sustainable Developmedtcalling for more precise obligations’
division between the CSD and the UNEP.

At the Denver Summit 1997 participants discussedniynan progress in promoting the
sustainable development since the 1992 Rio Condereihey called on the UN General
Assembly to raise at the Special Session an issumeptementation of Rio commitments and
to create an index of priority issues to addresthénfuture. As one of the goals was written
the reversal of a climate change trend througier alia reduction of greenhouse gases
emissions by 2010 what was supposed to be legesnia a form of agreement during the

97 Halifax Summit Communiqué,
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Third Conference of Parties to the UN Framework y@oion on Climate Change in Kyoto.
Leaders underlined that actions must be taken bgldped as well as developing countries
promising them technological and financial helpeylalso announced cooperation on further
developing the global system for monitoring climalenge and other environmental change.
They expressed concern at continuous destructidore$ts and in order to stop this the heads
of state and government called on their officiadscall a meeting, at which they should
discuss implementation of an Action Program agréedDenver and that “includes
implementing national programs and building capator sustainable forest management;
establishing networks of protected areas; assesbmgtate of each nation's forests using
agreed criteria and indicators; promoting privagcter management of forests; and
eliminating illegal logging.*®* Moreover, they asked for creating a plan of actmaddress
all fresh-water related issues e.g. promotion @itieht water use. The G8 announced the
intensification of efforts to protect the world’seans against overfishing, marine pollution or
oil spills, including special cooperation in thearof monitoring the ecology in the Northern
Pacific, forecasting tsunamis and earthquakes. érsadielcomed the entry into force the
Convention to Combat Desertification and they statbat “Governments should help
promote sustainable practices by taking environaidattors into account when providing
financing support for investment in infrastructaed equipment.” They gave clear support
for international institutions, including the CSbrfwhich were perceived four priority areas
fresh water, oceans, land resources (includingsteyeand sustainable energy use. The G8
supported also the refocused mandate for UNEP ‘thladuld promote the coherent
implementation of environmental protection withihnet UN system and serve as an
authoritative advocate for the global environméfit.Additionally, the Group called on the
Secretary General to review the way of handlingrenmental matters within the UN system
in order to ensure the long term coherence andieificy.

On 09.05.1998, a week before the Birmingham Sumwts published the “G8 Action
Program on Forests” focused on “domestic actionthenG8 member countries and areas
where they can make unique contributions througlr thilateral assistance programmes and
through their support for intergovernmental proess&™ G8 countries committed there to

monitor and assess trends in forest conditions matagement; to implement national
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programs of the sustainable forest managementgveldp clear criteria of protected areas
and maintain/establish protected forest areas)volve the private sector in the sustainable
forest management; and to develop counter measgasst illegal logging and its trad8?

In the final communiqué of the Birmingham meeti@§ leaders raised arrangements of the
Kyoto Protocol confirming plans of significant rediwn of greenhouse gases emissions.
They announced that they “will work further on fllebe mechanisms such as international
market-based emissions trading, joint implementadind the clean development mechanism,
and on sinks®® They also called on the developing countries ttaborate promising help
in the technological development. G8 countrieseraied that “The greatest environmental
threat to our future prosperity remains climatengfed and announced the assessment in 2000
progress on implementation of the G8 Program oegist’®

In the G8 declaration of Cologne 1999, was notitesit “We agree that environmental
considerations should be taken fully into account the upcoming round of WTO
negotiations. This should include a clarificatidntloe relationship between both multilateral
environmental agreements and key environmentakiptes, and WTO rules®®” Leaders
announced cooperation with the OECD in elaboragingironmental guidelines for export
and finance agencies as well as in implementatfaime Kyoto Protocol. They stressed the
importance of the climate change problem and négest reduction of greenhouse gases
emissions, underlying the need of collaborationhwifte developing countries. In the end,
they stated that “We support the outcome of the EB8ironment Ministers' meeting in
Schwerin and will expedite international coopemation the establishment, general
recognition and continual improvement of environmaéstandards and norm®?

Participants of the 2000 Okinawa Summit announcedksvon creating a future-orientated
agenda for the Rio+10 in 2002 and actions to affeatourse of the Sixth Conference of the
Parties to the Framework Convention on Climate @eawhat should act as a catalyst to fast
entry into force of the Kyoto Protocol. They alsalled on the parties of the Cartagena
Protocol on Biosafety to similar efforts. Leadersmised support for projects that would let
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local and indigenous communities practice sustdnétrest management as well as for
projects that would prevent illegal logging. Theyihd it necessary to establish a Task Force
that at the next summit would present recommendstior “sound ways to better encourage
the use of renewables in developing countrf8 The G8 reaffirmed its commitment in
elaborating common environmental guidelines foragkpredit agencies by the next summit,
at the same time stressing roles of the OECD aedBB in that area. The heads of state
and government announced cooperation with the IMQngprovement of maritime safety
throughinter alia improvement of safety standards for ships carrglaggerous or polluting
cargo as well as they gave support for “the IM&$ to pursue practical reform of current
international regimes on maritime pollution, in fpaslar the 1992 Convention on Civil
Liability for Oil Pollution Damage and the 1992 énmational Oil Pollution Compensation
(IOPC) Convention with respect timter alia, better compensatioft* In Okinawa, was also
published the Report on Implementation of the G8okcProgram on Forests in which was
described progress in the following five areas: itwoimg and assessment; national forest
program; protected areas; private sector; andalléggging. Additionally, in its annex were
presented individual reports of G8 countries amdEbropean Commissiéht

In 2001 at the Genoa Summit, heads of state anérgment admitted that there was a
disagreement on the Kyoto Protocol and its ratifoce however they would continue
cooperation on climate-related issues in ordeffitwl“global solutions to threats endangering
the planet...We are committed to providing stroeagership *? Great attention was paid to
an issue of energy renewable resources, which migt greserve the environment but also
contribute to poverty reduction and was especiatiportant for the developing countries.
Leaders called on the MDB and other relevant mstihs to develop financing mechanism
for renewable energy. Moreover, they called forrdhreplenishment of the Global
Environment Facility and announced cooperation wite developing countries and civil
society in preparatory of an agenda for the Wonladn&iit on Sustainable Development in
Johannesburg in 2002, which was described as “portant milestone in the Rio process.”
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They also expressed satisfaction of the adoptioth@fStockholm Convention on Persistent
Organic Pollutants and Russian declaration to coewe 2003 a global conference on climate
change. G8 countries announced reaching agreenienbhe end of 2001 on common
environmental guidelines for Export Credit Agendieshe frameworks of the OECB"

From the Kananaskis Summit 2002, one could sedfisamt shift of the environment subject
above all into direction of G8 Environment Minigteand the European Commissioner. In the
Kananaskis Chair's Summary was noted only shorteseer: “We recognized that climate
change is a pressing issue that requires a glabatien, and we discussed the problem of
deforestation®* An important document of that meeting was Banfhiglierial Statement on
the World Summit on Sustainable Development elakdrdy G8 Environment Ministers
gathered in Banff, in April 2002. The goal of thuenue was preparatory for the World
Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesbiing. debate was considering three
areas: environment and development; environment &edlth; and environmental
governance. In the report was seen a more com@efeeapproach to the environment issue,
“In order to reverse environmental degradation,mest attain more sustainable patterns of
consumption and production, alleviate poverty, Hartimprove domestic and international
institutions, resolve conflict and curtail polluti®'® In that document ministerisiter alia
stressed an important role of private sector pRyérich they have in investment, technology
and corporate social responsibility as well as tballed for improving financial situation of
UNEP and for supporting its coordinating role.

The 2003 Evian Summit published two documents ammog the environment - Marine
Environment and Tanker Safety: A G8 Action Plan & cdence and Technology for
Sustainable Development: A G8 Action Plan. In tingt fone was written that “The fisheries
sector alone is the main source of protein for lmti®n people as well as a major provider of
livelihoods: it provides some 5-10% of the worldsd supply...we will work towards
sustainable fisheries and marine conservattdh.Participants of the Evian Summit
announcednter alia the ratification of the UN convention on the Laftbe Sea; urgent

%13 |bidem
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restoration of fish stocks; effective implementatiof the UN Fish Stocks Agreement;
improvement of cooperation between national agen@ed international organisations,
particularly the IMO, the FAO, UNEP and the Intergmmental Oceanographic
Commission; and establishment of ecosystem networksarine protected areas. The G8
announced also support for the IMO works on indgrepsnaritime safety through e.g.
introducing a code especially for flag states aining seafarers. Leaders asked for
intensification of port states control inspecticarsd for adoption of international liability
conventions such as the 2001 International Coneentin Civil Liability for Bunker Oil
Pollution Damage and the 1996 International Conigandn Liability and Compensation for
Damage in Connection with the Carriage of Hazardmr Noxious Substances by $¥a.
The second above mentioned document concernedtsrestilthe World Summit on
Sustainable Development - “We recognise the nee@dcknowledged in the World Summit
on Sustainable Development (WSSD) Plan of Impleatent, to support the development of
cleaner, sustainable and more efficient technotog@o-operative scientific research on
transformational technologies offers potential igprove public health by cutting pollution
and reduce greenhouse emissions to address tHengeabf global climate chang&® G8
leaders pledged to reinforce the international eoafon on global observation; to promote
clean technologies, energy efficiency technologi@sgd renewable energy resources; to
develop fuel cell and hydrogen technologies andenedficient fossil fuel technologies; and to
work on codes and standards for next generationchesh cleaner diesel and biodiesel. In
subjects of agriculture and biodiversity as goadsenset ouinter alia the promotion of use of
genetic resources for food and agriculture; helpttie developing countries to improve their
agricultural productivity; use of modern technolegyito combat illegal logging, to promote
sustainable forest management, to promote agrrallbiodiversity and conservation. In the
same document was announced help for the developmgtries in implementing
technologies which contribute to sustainable dgvakent as well as was announced further
debate on aspects of the global climate changeeadiMorld Conference on Climate Change in
Moscow, September 2003. Moreover, the heads of stiatl government declared that “We
will convene senior G8 policy and research offgiahd their research institutions to compare

and to link programmes and priorities, to involvelassist in more effective planning and
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potential linkage of future programmes addressegparch on global observation, cleaner
energy, agriculture and biodiversit}}®

The Sea Island Summit 2004 was devoted mainlygstasice for the most needed countries,
particularly in Africa. Concerning the environmessue, leaders published “Science and
Technology for Sustainable Development: "3r" Actilan and Progress on Implementation®,
in which they noticed that “we commit to launchithg Reduce, Reuse, and Recycle ("3R")
Initiative to encourage more efficient use of reses and materials. The initiative will be
formally launched in the coming year at a ministerneeting in Japarf?® G8 countries
declared, in cooperation with the OECD, to seekettuce, reuse and recycle resources and
products; to reduce barriers to the internatiolwaV fof recycled and remanufactured products;
and to promote science and technology suitabl@Rs. They also presented hitherto actions
to implement the Evian S&T Action Plan such asntzuof the International Partnership for a
Hydrogen Economy and the Carbon Sequestration Ikslaigge Forum; adoption of a
framework document on a Global Earth Observatioat&y of Systems (GEOSS); or the
entry into force of the International Treaty foraR! Genetic Resources for Food and
Agriculture.®*

The Gleneagles Summit 2005 discussed the enviraiaiessues quite widely. There was
published a document “Climate Change, Clean Enarmyy Sustainable Development”, in
which were defined main subject of the debate ssctie climate change, promotion of clean
energy and global sustain development. Participant®unced cooperation on limitation of
greenhouse gases emissions and on promotion oéhoiting energy systems. They called
for actions aimed at energy efficiency, increaseawhreness of the importance of climate
change among business and consumers and for ctopendgth the developing countries to
enhance transfer of technologies. They also staid'We therefore agree to take forward a
Dialogue on Climate Change, Clean Energy and Swdi@ Development, and invite other
interested countries with significant energy needsjoin us.®?? Moreover, there was

announced collaboration with relevant institutiomsluding the IAEA and the World Bank.
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As a supplement of this declaration was publisthed‘Gleneagles Plan of Action”, in which
were described actions in six areas. The firstaameerned transformation of a way in which
energy is used and here the main goal was impraveofeenergy efficiency in building,
appliances, vehicles, aviation and industry. Theosd one was titled “Powering a cleaner
future” and assumed the diversification of energpply mix basinginter alia on danger
fossil fuels, renewable energy and safer nuclearggn The third area was aimed at
“Promoting networks for research and developmentaders called here for an increased
international cooperation in the fields identified the Evian S&T Action Plan and gave
support for works of the International Partnersioipthe Hydrogen Economy and the IAEA
on technologies using hydrogen as an energy caifiee fourth section was devoted to
financing the transition to cleaner energy. Thees weclared e.g. support for “a market-led
approach to encouraging energy efficiency and acathg investment and the deployment of
cleaner technologies which will help transition @adow-emission future.” There was also
stressed the role of the Global Environment Facilit facilitating collaboration with the
developing countries on cleaner energy as wehas\torld Bank and the MDB’s were called
to intensify work with borrower countries on eneigyues. The next area described actions in
an issue of managing the impact of climate chafide heads of state and government
expressed hope that in future debate would besatation “on how development and energy
strategies can be strengthened to build resiliéacgimate impacts.” They also expressed
satisfaction of adaptation of the 10-year impleragon plan for development of the GEOSS
and called on the World Bank to elaborate “ 'beasiciice’ guidelines for screening their
investments in climate sensitive sectors to deteerhiow their performance could be affected
by climate risks, as well as how those risks cast be managed.” The last area concerned
illegal logging. Leaders announceder alia common efforts from both timber producing and
timber consuming countries as well as support égianal initiatives such as the FLEG
Regional Ministerial Process, the Asia Forest Rasimp, the Congo Basin Forest Partnership
and the EU Forest Law Enforcement, Governance aadeTAction Plaff?

In 2006, at the St. Petersburg Summit “St. Petegsilan of Action on Global Energy
Security” was published, in which participants ammged actions to protect the environment
inter alia through enhancing energy efficiency and energyngawiversifying energy mix;
and addressing climate change and sustainable apeweht. There was written that

“Increased energy efficiency and conservation redstcess on infrastructure and contribute
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to a healthier environment through decreased eomissfigreenhouse gases and pollutaffts.”
The G8 announced continuation of the Dialogue omé&ie Change, Clean Energy and
Sustainable Development; further works under thdFORC and engagement of the private
sector in achieving these goals. Leaders also gemsupport for technologies and projects
aimed at making transportation more energy efficaard environmentally advanced such as
biofuels, hybrid/clean diesel or “hydrogen economioreover, they supported the Carbon
Sequestration Leadership Forum aimed at “prepaand implementing demonstration
projects on CQ@capture and storage and on the development oferaission power plants”
as well as working the Renewable Energy EfficieReggram and the Global Bio-Energy
Partnership. In St Petersburg was announced tbadification of cooperation on the forest
management, especially in addressing deforestatamest degradation, trade in illegal
logging and forest fires. G8 countries declaredtnmmship with the private sector “to
accelerate market entry and utilization of innowatienergy technologies by supporting
market-led policies that encourage investmentsim area.®*> They confirmed commitment
in Gleneagles arrangements concerning reductiogregnhouse gases emissions and of air
pollution as well as reiterated their support foternational initiatives combating climate
change as e.g. UNFCC, the Kyoto Protocol, the gateernmental Panel on Climate Change
or the Asia-Pacific Partnership on Clean Developmaad Climate.

The 2007 Heiligendamm Summit to large extent wagotkl to the environment issue.
Almost a half of the final declaration, “Growth amsponsibility in the World Economy”,
was dedicated to this matter, as “climate changelasmg-term challenge that has the potential
to seriously damage our natural environment anddlobal economy...Tackling climate
change is a shared responsibility of all, and cahraust be undertaken in a way that supports
growth in developing, emerging and industrialisesbremies, while avoiding economic
distortions.®?® The limitation of the greenhouse gases emissi@ssgt out as the basic goal.
Leaders stressed that achieving this would be lplessnly through very close international
cooperation and through establishing complemertamngeworks addressing not only climate

change but also energy security, economic growth sustainable development. The UN
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climate process was indicated as the fundamenaf@f activity. The G8 promised support
for development and commercialisation of new lesban intensive clean energy and climate
friendly technologies througinter alia incentives to the private sector. It was alsoestdhat
“Reducing, and in the long term halting deforestajprovides a significant and cost-effective
contribution toward mitigating greenhouse gas eimiss and toward conserving biological
diversity, promoting sustainable forest managemedtenhancing security of livelihoods.” In
order to achieve that, the summit's participantdedaon the World Bank to create, in
cooperation with the G8, the developing countries, private sector, NGOs and others, a
forest carbon partnership as well as they annoufhaditer efforts to combat illegal logging.
Leaders stated that they are aware of the factdabpécially the developing countries are
exposed to climate change and for that reason pheyised assistance in adapting to that
process and in enhancing their resilience to cknvatriability. They supported the Potsdam
Initiative — Biological Diversity 2010 and annouxcactions to significant reduction of the
rate of loss of biodiversity by 2010. An importaptestion was the issue of energy efficiency
- “According to the International Energy Agencygcsessfully implemented energy efficiency
policies could contribute to 80% of avoided greargegases while substantially increasing
security of supply.” They also called for elabangthational energy efficiency programs and
international efficiency standards as well as foplementing concrete actions to increase
energy efficiency in the building, transport andustrial sectors, and in high efficient power
plants and grids. Additionally, G8 countries stegsthe importance of energy diversification
through increased use of clean fuels, renewableggremurces and peaceful use of nuclear
energy, at the same time underlying that “We araradgted to the paramount importance of

safety, security and non proliferation in using leac power.??’
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Chapter VI
SOCIETAL SECTOR

As the G7/8 is a group of states, in that case hiard to talk about strict definition of societal
sector in the way described by Buzan. However, forenvery beginning leaders meeting at
summits had their own ideology of world and groupations. A good example of the
protection of the ideological identity and transf@ation are relations with the USSR and then
with Russia. In that case one could noticed that@7 posses its own separate identity and
clear ideology. In the 15 points Declaration of Rauillet, first three points are devoted to
description of rules which were used by leaderssiaf countries. As the purpose of the
meeting was mentioned the debate on economic isituaf the world but at the same time
there was paid attention to its “human, social @odtical implications™®?® There were
stressed common benefits and responsibility fornogemocratic society connected with
individual liberty and social advancement as wslifact that “Our success will strengthen,
indeed is essential to, democratic societies eveeys” In that first declaration leaders raised
also an issue of the strange socialist regime imgtithat “We look to an orderly and fruitful
increase in our economic relations with social@irdries as an important element in progress
in détente, and in world economic growfi* Economic relations were supposed to be
translated into political relations and clearly mgsed affection to the declaration of
individual liberty showed that an ideology of these countries had been clearly defined.

In the 1976 Declaration of Puerto Rico, was gehemab ideological mentions. Leaders
stressed above all an economic character of sunamiisexpressed hope that “economic
relations between East and West would develop théipotential on a sound financial and
reciprocal commercial basi€® Contrary, in the declaration of London 1977, i ffirst
sentence the heads of state and government anmbthrate‘we have agreed on how we can
best help to promote the wellbeing both of our owountries and of other§¥* They
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underlined the importance of cooperation on regctin “the challenges of the future” and
after mentioning a series of economic issues thated that “The message of the Downing
Street Summit is thus one of confidence: in thetinomg strength of our societies and the
proven democratic principles that give them vitalthat we are undertaking the measures
needed to overcome problems and achieve a morpeymss future %2

Communiqués of Bonn 1978 and Tokyo 1979, focuseidlynan economic questions related
to oil crisis. This subject was continued at thenide Summit 1980, however here leaders
noticed that “We are confident in the ability ofralemocratic societies, based on individual
freedom and social solidarity, to meet these chgls.®*® They also stressed that to achieve
a better future was necessary a continued comnfort,efs “our efforts will only bear fruit if
we can at the same time preserve a world in whehrtile of law is universally obeyed,
national independence is respected and world pied@pt.”®** The G7 called on all countries
and regional groups to cooperate on building satetd. That was connected with the Soviet
occupation of Afghanistan. Leaders stressed thaa# against the law of Afghan people for
national independence and against the rules dth€harter as well as it was a threat to the
real détente through levering “foundations of pedm#h in the region and in the world at
large.®

In the introduction to the Declaration of the Otta®ummit 1981, was clearly stated that “We
are conscious that economic issues reflect andtdtie broader political purposes we share.
In a world of interdependence, we reaffirm our camnnobjectives and our recognition of the
need to take into account the effects on othepobities we pursue®® The G7 stressed that
responsibility should be shared with all partnemuad the world as well as called the Soviet
Union and its partners to give greater developnassistance and to increase its exports of
developing countries “while respecting their indegience and nonalignmerft* For the first

time in the history of summits in Ottawa was sefeta part devoted to East-West relations,
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definitely economic relations, where was statedur“@conomic policies continue to be
compatible with our political and security objeet/** At the end of this document was also
underlined the willingness of collaboration witl ebuntries “in spirit of cooperation and
harmony”®*° In the Chairman’s Summary of Political Issues f=itgd at the Ottawa Summit
the heads of state and government expressed coat@moreasing armament of the USSR.
They stressed readiness for a dialogue and cooperaith the Soviet Union, in a range that
would be enabled by the Soviet attitude, to achlealanced and verifiable arms control and
disarmament, at the same time they underlined ieed for a strong defence capabilit”
Leaders also reiterated engagement in effortstesriational security and stability as well as
they declared: “we shall continue to promote pas#cefsolution of disputes and to address
underlying social and economic problenis.”

In the 1982 Versailles Declaration, was noticeda@ygess in the world’s economic situation,
however at the same time was stressed a necessibpperation “to maintain confidence in
the democratic values that we share, and to presbevcultural heritage of our peoples in all
their diversity.®*? Leaders reiterated the importance of good andtaaiive relations with
developing countries and President Mitterrand endtatement to the press stressed that in the
intention of the summit’s participants there wasidea of aggression towards anybody and
added that: “We want to safeguard certain commaduaegaof civilization, as we call them,
and especially, as regards political systems, &sewe the democratic traditions, practices
and institutions that are characteristics of thentdes participating in this meeting®*? In
turn, in the report “Technology, Employment and @itg’, he stated that the G7 do not
reserve for itself the right to decide on futureled world neither on advocating its matters at
the cost of other states, although as the ricleegrscountries in the world the G7 was aware
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of its responsibility “both for the present and the future”®** For the first time was clearly
stated that to G7’s obligations belong not onlyecar the economic prosperity of the world
but also it should “explore the vast fields of emdmur open to our common effort. Among
the latter, science and technology, whose rapieldewment is revolutionizing our societies,
threaten to turn against man, their creator, ifdoes not master them properffin the
report were raised issues of new technologies aadhiotechnologies, which should be used
in a wise way in order to not be a threat to imgatrtvalue systems. There was also stressed a
huge responsibility of G7 countries as a leadersth@ process of adaptation to new
technological, cultural and environmental changesl in the process of combating North-
South imbalances, generally speaking in the prooéssreating new civilisation. In the
Versailles declaration was also raised an issu&adt-West relations, limiting mainly to
dimension of economic relation, however there wesssed that economic approach should
be “consistent with our political and security iests.**® Leaders announced common East-
West works on improving the international systemdontrolling exports of strategic goods
to the USSR and Eastern Europe as well as exclafngéormation on the OECD forum on
economic, commercial and financial relations witese countries.

The first sentence of the 1983 economic WilliamgbDeclaration was: “Our nations are
united in their dedication to democracy, individfrakedom, creativity, moral purpose, human
dignity, and personal and cultural developméht.In the annex to the above mentioned
document, the heads of state and government undérhe importance of democratic values
and set G7 countries in the role of guards of theskeles as well as they reiterated
responsibility of the richest countries for builgirbetter futuré®® In the declaration on
security, the G7 called on the Soviet Union to @afe on effective arms control agreements.

At the same time leaders decided that in the fraonkewf “the freedom and justice on which
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our democracies are bas&d’they should maintain such military power as toedetny
attack. They assured that arms of G7 countries| ‘mglver be used except in response to
aggression.” Participants of the Williamsburg Sumstiessed their indivisible position to a
guestion of their countries’ security and declatieat any attempts from the USSR side to
divide the West in the subject of the INF talks Vdbolie without any success. Moreover, they
announced intensification of efforts to reducettireat of war stressing “We have a vision of
a world in which the shadow of war has been liftedn all mankind, and we are determined

to pursue that vision®®™

This necessity of unity of the G7’s vision wasested by the
President Reagan during dinner toast at RockefEtdélt Art Centre where he said that “Our
individual perceptions about particular issues resagnetimes differ, but gatherings such as
this give us an opportunity to work together onegular basis to address the problems we
share.®*' An important reference of the President Reagarnhén question of East-West
relations was his response during the press caordereo the accusation of the fact that the
Soviets had blamed him for wrecking détente with INF statement, when he stated that
“Détente, as it existed, was only a cover underctvithe Soviet Union built up the greatest
military power in the world. | don't think we neduht kind of a détenté® This could have
been treated as a change in the G7 position on\Wast relation although in the declaration
on economy was only published short reference coimag economic relations: “East-West
economic relations should be compatible with ocusiéy interests %2

The tenth annual summit in London 1984 publishest@arate “Declaration on Democratic
Values” describing G7’s beliefs and ideology. Heaflstate and government confirmed their
commitment to the rule of law which implicates tights and liberties of every citizen and
which make possible a development of human sfihiey expressed faith in the system of

democracy which ensures free elections, free egjmesof opinion and “the capacity to
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respond and adapt to change in all its asp&cttdvioreover, they stressed that they are sure
that in their countries the government should ereainditions for freedom of choice and
personal initiative; for ideals of social justicebligations and rights; for development of
enterprises and employment opportunities; for ecmare in the benefits of growth and
support for the needed people; for developmentnabvation, imagination and scientific
discovery; and for the soundness of the currenclgitfonally, leaders noticed that thanks to
the strong cooperation among their countries theylidc reinforce political stability and
economic growth around the world as well as theyukhlead the new industrial revolution.
Apart of this, the heads of state and governmeigedathe issue of cooperation with
nonaligned countries: “We look for cooperation wath countries on the basis of respect for
their independence and territorial integrity, refjass of differences between political,
economic and social systems. We respect genuinaligmment.” Leaders underlined their
moral responsibility to fight with hunger and payethroughout the world what comes from
the fact of their economic strength. They alsoe@ia question of world peace stressing that
each conflict should be solved by peaceful meanisfarce should be rejected as a mean of
resolving problems. They reiterated that “Each ®fill maintain only the military strength
necessary to deter aggression and to meet ournsibflities for effective defencé€™ In
“The London Economic Declaration” participants wetl with satisfaction “the continuing
consensus on the security and other implicationse@dnomic relations with Eastern
countries™® At the same time, in the “Declaration on East-WBsfations and Arms
Control” was announced “extended political dialogued long-term cooperation with the
Soviet Union and her allie®” in different fields. The US proposed the Sovietdda restart

of nuclear arms control talks, what should giveregpion to the principle of the non-use of
force. Leaders expressed faith that in the comnmerest of both East and West was:
preserving peace and security; reducing the risksuoprise attack or accidental war;

improving crisis management techniques; and prawgtite spread of nuclear weapons.
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In 1985 was the 4D anniversary of the end of the Second World War. this occasion
leaders gathered in Bonn published the speciatigallideclaration that was a measure of
presentation G7 beliefs: “As the sounds of batdased, we tackled the tasks of moral and
spiritual renewal and physical reconstructiéf Participants of the Bonn Summit stressed
that through the reconciliation had been set commalues, to which belong freedom,
democratic principles, human rights, free electidreedom of opinion, freedom of religion,
freedom of travelling, and individual initiativeh@y expressed dissatisfaction of the fact that
“Other nations that shared with ours in the agoofate Second World War are divided from
us by fundamental differences of political systéng.the same time, they expressed hope
that it would be possible to lower the barriershivitEuropeinter alia through the activity of
the CSCE. The heads of state and government tederthat all countries have a
responsibility to maintain international peace aedurity without use of force. Moreover,
they once more underlined a readiness of the Gialkowith the USRR about reducing
nuclear arms, limiting conventional arms, bannimgmical weapons and avoiding a new
conflict. Leaders stressed also a necessity oftassie for developing countries in fighting
hunger and disease as well as they called the Sdwien and other communist countries to
commit in that hel{5>°

The Tokyo Summit 1986, as one of the goals predestestaining and improving “the
prosperity and wellbeing of the peoples of our amenntries.®® In the separate declaration,
“Looking Forward to a Better Future”, participamstsessed deep roots of G7 countries in the
civilisation of Europe and Asia, and what is cortedcwith it, the sharing of common
principles and objectives. They stressed close @@bin among North America, Europe and
Japan what should lead to “safer and healthier,enuvilized and prosperous, free and
peaceful world.” They noticed with satisfaction thewerful appeal of democracy, personal
initiative, individual creativity and social jusicOnce more leaders expressed determination
in fighting hunger, disease and poverty in orderh&p developing countries in a full
participation in international relations. As theuie task was described necessity of handing
down healthy environment and cultural values. Meegpleaders committed to cooperation

on combating narcotics and creating new jobter alia through use of science and
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technology. As the basic values were mentioned egefreedom, democracy and human
dignity. In the same document the heads of stategmvernment reiterated their “common
dedication to preserving and strengthening peaaesugh a constructive relationship with
East based on a dialogue and negotiations. They aalsounced that “we shall work for
improved respect for the rights of individuals thgbout the world®® In a separate
document, “Statement on The Implications of The r@bkyl Nuclear Accident”, G7
countries called on the Soviet Union to give aljuieed information in that matter and
expressed satisfaction of the Soviet's willingnessliscuss with the Director General of the
IAEA. °%

At the Venice Summit 1987, participants debaia@r alia on East-West relations. They
noticed with satisfaction “recent developments he tnternal and external policies of the

Soviet Union®%3

, what should lead to lower tensions and arms tgmhs They also
welcomed the intensification of dialogue on armstod and expressed hope for the concrete
agreement. For the first time in the official deateon leaders in a so clear way raised
political and ideological matters of the Soviet bimi Namely, they called for “significant and
lasting progress in human rights” as it was forased¢he Helsinki Final Act. They also called
for “an early and peaceful resolution of regionahfiicts, and especially for a rapid and total
withdrawal of Soviet forces from Afghanistan” as Iwas for “greater contacts, freer
interchange of ideas and more extensive dialogtwda® our people and the people of the
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe.” In the end, sgr&tives of G7 countries stressed that
“freedom, democracy and respect for human righés tae source of the dynamism and
prosperity of our societie$® Additionally, in the Chairman’s Summary on Pobiidssues
appeared for the first time a clear condemnatiothefapartheid policy and announcement of
help for its victim$®

In the Toronto Declaration 1988, for the first tinesaders assessed activities of hitherto
summits. They stated that these meetings had éegreater political and economic solidarity
and to sustainment of the democratic values i ttaintries what had a positive influence on
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the wider world community: “Summits have provenedfective forum to address the issues
facing the world economy, promote new ideas an@ld@va common sense of purpo&¥.in

the “Political Declaration”, participants of the rbmto Summit raised a question of East-West
relations. They noticed with satisfaction changest thad occurred in the Soviet Union,
namely greater freedom and openness as well adettision on withdrawing Soviet soldiers
from Afghanistan. That all, together with a progres nuclear weapons reductions, in an
asset of the G7 had contributed to reduction oftros$ and to maintenance of peace.
However, leaders were still concerned at the “ttessive presence of Soviet conventional
forces in Eastern Europe” expressed through thessMarPact and at the “Soviet military
build-up in the Far East®’, what occurred instability in Asia. They calledaagfor the ban
on chemical weapons and for respect for human gigbspecially stressing necessity of
removing handicaps to emigration. Additionally, tB@ called on countries in Eastern Europe
to open their economies and societies as wellgseot human rights. With great satisfaction
was noticed the growing interest of these countinesnding their economic isolation. G7
countries reiterated their condemnation of apadthealling for non-racial democracy in
South Africa®®®

Year 1989 and the Paris Summit were crucial fort-Bésst relations. In the “Declaration on
East-West Relations”, leaders confirmed that theg &desire for greater freedom and
democracy in the East” and actions of some leagletise Eastern bloc aimed at “a pluralist
democratic society®®® They strongly condemned all, who are against theffmts taking
repressive measures and expressed hope that ‘@détmades of military confrontation,
ideological antagonism and mistrust” there wouldtioge for an effective cooperation. G7
countries underlined that they belief that newtadt of the Soviet Union would be
transformed into concrete actions. They stressatdtiil the military imbalance in favour of
Soviet in Europe and Asia was the reason for maamee of strategic deterrence through
relevant conventional and nuclear forces. Leadeted with satisfaction the beginning of
the reform in Poland and Hungary, announcing at sheme time necessary economic

assistance in order to create fully competitivenecoies. Additionally, there was announced
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help from the European Community’s side and fromIMF and the Paris Club, which were
supposed to offer a new debt strategy for Polamthe@lly, in the East-West relations the G7
noted a significant change that was supposed ta basis “to work together to find just
solutions to conflicts around the world, to figlgainst underdevelopment, to safeguard the
resources and the environment and to build a fredrmore open world™ In a Paris was
also published the “Declaration on Human Rights“riemory of 108 anniversary of French
revolution and 49 of the UN’s Universal Declaration on Human Rightee G7 reiterated its
affection to freedom, democracy, the rule of lawmian rights and rights and liberties of
citizens. Leaders announced further developmemtefnational standards of human rights
and their promotion. They stressed the importantdreedom of thought, conscience,
religion, opinion and expression, plurality of ojpim and freedom of association. They
condemned tortures underlying a right of every n@psychical integrity and dignity. The
heads of state and government announced actiorfgghb against extreme poverty as
everyone has a right to equality of opportunity éamewn property. They stressed necessity
of special care for children, the disabled andsteiors. Moreover, they noticed that actions
of human sciences such as e.g. genetic research aoogply with all human rights and
human dignity. In the end, they once more stredbedrole of democracy as the best
guarantor for human rights and freeddtfisGenerally, the letter from the Mikhail Gorbachev
to the president of France was directed to alligpents of the Paris Summit. Gorbachev
presented there “some ideas about the key probdéimhe world economy” and paid attention
to “a stable interdependence” as a guarantee efniational economic securitf? He stated
that in order to adjust to the new shape of thernational economy the Soviet Union had
implemented the policy of “perestroika” that wagposed to lead to “full and complete
participation in the world economy.” Gorbachev netl that a lot of contradictions exist in
relations between the USSR and the rest of the &kfestorld; however one could see here
positive changester alia through the establishment of CMEA-EEC relationsygxil for
Mutual Economic Co-operation-European Economic Caomty). The Soviet Union
announced also its help for countries of Third WorlWe are in favour of collective

assistance to development, in favour of coordigatite actions of creditors and debtors, of
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donors and debt-collectors, in favour of extendimgtilateral forms of aid.” In spite of this,
there was also paid attention to the process ohao@ integration around the world.
Gorbachev stressed that “It is becoming urgentweatinderstand each other concerning the
methodology for measuring and harmonizing econgmicesses, a methodology acceptable
to all countries and for universal use.” To achighe best cooperation he proposed
establishing of professional contacts in a forne.@f meetings of governments experts which
would let on “a reciprocal exchange of informatiém’various area%’>

At the Houston Summit 1990, participants alreadthimfirst sentence raised an issue of “the
renaissance of democrady® They expressed satisfaction of even more pophlaughout
the world such values as multiparty democracy, &leetion, the freedom of expression and
assembly, the rule of law, human rights and opem@my. Transformations in Europe were,
according to leaders, an example of the fact taieh people are free to choose, they choose
freedom.” G7 countries announced assistance farathe world who strive for achievement
and sustainment of economic prosperity and polifieedom®” In the political declaration
“Securing Democracy” was written: “As we enter fiveal decade of this century, which we
intend should be a Decade of Democracy, we re@ecalr commitment to support the
strengthening of democracy, human rights, and eoaneeconstruction and development
through market-oriented economi€é®Because of historical changes in Europe the hefds
state and government expressed hope that NATOforamstion®’’ unification of Germany
and efforts of the European Community would coniigébto creation of stable, free and
peaceful Europe. They also welcomed some positiaages towards more political openness

in Mongolia, Nepal, Philippines, China, Namibia,uBoAfrica and in some countries of Latin

%73 |pidem

674 Houston Economic Declaration — Introduction,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1990houston/deatian.html#introduction25.01.2010

87> |bidem

67 political Declaration: Securing Democracy,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1990houston/peétihtm| 25.01.2010

""The London Declaration on a Transformed North ttaAlliance: On 6 July 1990, the Heads of State or
Government of the Member States of the North Attafteaty Organisation (NATO) issue the London

Declaration on a transformed North Atlantic Alli@ad he Declaration includes a series of proposaiecat
fostering cooperation with the countries of Centénad Eastern Europe (CEECS) through a wide range of
political and military activities and, in particuJahrough the establishment of regular diplomatintacts

between these countries and NATO.
189



America. At the same time, leaders expressed coneérre-emergence of intolerance
effecting ethnic and religious groups, which cocllise conflicts. In that document was
announced the assistance for countries in the gsaafetransformation through “the provision
of constitutional, legal, and economic know-how attmlough economic assistance, as
appropriate.®”® G7 countries called also on other industrializethdcracies stressing the fact
that political freedom and economic liberty are titatierally reinforcing. Representatives of
seven countries gathered in Houston debated alsdhensituation in the USSR and
Gorbachev’s propositions. They accepted Sovietr ajfe sustained economic dialogue and
decision on perestroika: “We welcome the effortdamvay in the Soviet Union to liberalize
and to create a more open, democratic, and plticaeviet society, and to move toward a
market-oriented economy’® They decided to help the USRR individually andemilvely
through technical assistance and large-scale fiakoedits, underlying necessity of further
shift of Soviet resources away from military sedtmrards economic sector. To organize in a
better way process of help, G7 countries decidedst structures of the IMF, the World
Bank, the OECD, the EBRD and the European CommuAigitionally, leaders mentioned
the necessity of peaceful resolution of Japan hadSbviet Union disagreement on Northern
Territories®® Moreover, in the political declaration it was add@at “We are heartened by
indications that a constructive dialogue is undgrivatween the Soviet government and the
Baltic states, and we urge all sides to continisdfalogue in a democratic spirft®

At the London Summit 1991, once more the situaiiothe Soviet Union was reflected in a
separate chapter of the economic declaration. diaatits reiterated necessity of help in
integrating the USSR into the world economy angafitical transformation, stressing at the
same time need of mobilisation of own Soviet ndtaral human resources. They also invited
Gorbachev to the meeting in order to discuss refpoticies and their implementation,
noticing that “We are sensitive to the overall podl context in which reforms are being

conducted, including the "New Thinking" in Sovieréign policy around the world. We are
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sensitive also to the importance of shifting researfrom military to civilian use.®® G7
countries raised also a question of developing tasmwhich based (and should base) their
reform policies on the following rules: human righand respect for the law; democratic
pluralism and open systems of administration; armaket-based economic polici€. They
also expressed satisfaction of the interest froed@&ECD side at migration phenomena as
“there is a growing concern about worldwide migratpressures, which are due to a variety
of political, social and economic factor&*However, one of the main subject of the London
Summit were propositions of strengthening the UNtey, as according to the G7, it was
vital to achieve the goal which was defined in tbkowing way: “to underpin democracy,
human rights, the rule of law and sound econominagament, which together provide the
key to prosperity®° In London, was also published the political demfian “Strengthening
the International Order”, where was announced oec&@ment of international system, in
which the UN plays the central role: “We commit gelves to making the UN stronger, more
efficient and more effective in order to protectian rights, to maintain peace and security
for all and to deter aggressioff” Leaders paid special attention to the preventipoohacy.
Additionally, they gave strong support for the UN@e in peacekeeping and decided to
strengthen UN relief in coping with emergences ulfointer alia establishing a high level
official for international response to emergencasswerable only to the UN Secretary
Generaf®’

In the introduction to the economic declarationhef Munich Summit 1992, the heads of state
and government stressed that the international agmiynwas “at the threshold of a new era,

freed from the burden of the East-West conffiand for that reason cooperation was more
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necessary than ever. They strongly underlined theortance of cooperation among
developing countries because “Economic and socarpss can only be assured if countries
mobilise their own potential, all segments of tlopylation are involved and human rights are
respected®® At the same time leaders reiterated support f&r phocess of building
democracy in Central and Eastern Europe, incluthegBaltic States, and in new independent
states of the former Soviet Union. Participantshaf Munich Summit had invited President
Boris Yeltsin to discuss cooperation in supporpaifound changes. They declared that “We
offer the new States our help for their self h&owr cooperation will be comprehensive and
will be tailored to their reform progress and intionally responsible behaviolt?® G7
countries expressed hope for adoption of soundananpolicies and urgent progress in two
sectors agriculture and energy. Moreover, theyssé@ that “All Summit participants have
shown solidarity in a critical situation by prouigj extensive food aid, credits and medical
assistance®* In Munich, was also published a separate polititadlaration, “Shaping New
Partnership”, in which the G7 reiterated its suppor democratic revolution that had ended
the East-West confrontation and started new chagftarternational cooperation. There was
announced close collaboration of former East-Wesintries in the field of economic,
political and security matters. Leaders stressed # partnership could exist if were the
following conditions: political and economic freedprespect for human rights, democracy,
justice and the rule of law. They also expressedehtor cooperation among regions.
Additionally, G7 countries enthusiastically welcamdhe Maastricht Treaty and the
establishment of the North Atlantic Cooperation @@l what should be reflected in security
and stability in Europe. However, they expressedcem at nationalism and territorial
disputes in the former Yugoslavia and in parts leé former Soviet Union, calling for
international cooperation on solving conflicts. Yhaso expressed faith in realisation of the
Russian’s commitment to lead foreign policy basedhe rule of law and justice what would

help to solve territorial disagreement between Ruasd Japan on Northern Territorfés.
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Once more leaders raised an issue of reinforciaddN system, stressing its central role in
the crisis prevention, conflict management andpitwéection of minorities. The G7 called on
new members of the UN to respect principles of Wi Charter as well as condemned all
actions leading to creation of new waves of refggeéeaders expressed satisfaction of the
Secretary General's report “An Agenda for Peaceainoaincing political support and
resources for the UN in order to maintain intermadil peace and security. In the last sentence
of the political declaration G7’s representativeges] that “The protection and the promotion
of human rights remain one of the principal taskthe community of nations’®

In the economic declaration of the Tokyo meeting3,9G7 countries noticed with
satisfaction that “Progress around the world towatdmocracy and open market economies
surpasses our most optimistic expectations of satyie years agd* However, at the same
time leaders were aware that sill were presentlictsfvhich have roots in the past and for
that reason it was necessary to strengthen intenadtcooperation “with broader partnership
and scope®® They reiterated support for the UN, particulady increasing its efficiency in
preventing diplomacy, peacemaking, peacekeepingparst-conflict peace building. They
stressed the importance of regional cooperationreggting involvement of regional
organizations in Europe, Africa, Americas and Ag#ific in maintaining regional security
dialogues. Moreover, they announced special inteseésesolving an issue of increased
number of refugees and displaced people as welhasntrolled migratioi®® At the Tokyo
Summit, President Yeltsin had published a statememhich he stressed the importance of
reforms, which took place in Russia during the hgsar, towards democratic society: “A
democratic Russia is a major factor in the stabitthe world.®®” He declared willingness
of close cooperation with the G7 in various fieldsorder to secure peace and eliminate
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WMD. In response to that declaration, G7 countaigieed to give further financial support to
improve economic situation in Russia and to implenaenuclear safety prograit

In documents of the Naples Summit 1994, one carcgegnuation of the subject of the UN
reform. The G7 significantly stressed financial igalions of UN members that let on
effective fulfilment of the UN role. Leaders paittemtion to the importance of regional
organizations in the field of preventive diplomaagd peacekeeping, stressing that their
actions should be consistent with the UN Charter @8CE documents, “We also emphasize
that a mandate is to be sought from the UN wherglegeping forces can be confronted with
the need to use force beyond the requirementsfedetence.®®® They expressed satisfaction
of the establishment of the position of a UN Higbn@nissioner for Human Rights what
should contribute to better promotion and protectaf human rights in the world. G7
countries announced also necessity of establighiig official means to respond promptly to
humanitarian emergencies world-wide as well amgtreening actions against racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia, aggressive nationalismnti-Semitism and other forms of
intolerance. Additionally, leaders reiterated th&ypport for reforms in Russia and other
countries in transition, underlying that in accordato arrangements with President Yeltsin
“We intend to cooperate on such topics as transnmalicrime, money laundering, and nuclear
safety.”®°

The meeting in Halifax 1995 was in large extentalest to the G7 ideology. In the final
declaration were published such chapters as “PiamoSustainable Development”,
“Reducing Poverty”, or “Preventing and RespondingQrisis”. Participants of that venue
stated that “Democracy, human rights, transpanettacountable governance, investment in
people and environmental protection are the fouadstof sustainable developmefft’and
while the fundamental responsibility in this subjeested with individual countries, still it
was necessary to cooperate on such internatiomal &8 the UN or the Bretton Woods

institutions where “The UN offers a unique forumn émnsensus building on global priorities,
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is an advocate for core values, and responds telafgwent and humanitarian need¥”
Leaders described also series of actions that stggposed to help multilateral institutions in
realising sustainable development. Moreover, th&a&d priority set the fight against extreme
poverty and marginalization of the poorest coustuéat was influencing not only on the
world-wide prosperity but also on international ws@y. Leaders mentioned also concrete
actions throughout the Paris Club, World Bank, itti&, and the WTO aimed at improving
economic situation of the poorest countries. Thetyced necessity of improving process of
reacting to disasters and other crises connectedvéh the refugees or human rights as well
as the need of reinforcing the role of the Depantnedf Humanitarian Affairs in the UN
structure’® As in 1995 was the SDanniversary of the end of the Second World War @fnd
the establishment of the UN, leaders stresseddbiiye role that the UN had played during
the Cold War. They reiterated commitment to pritespof the UN Charter and the need of
reforming this organisation in a way that would leleaan effective and fast reaction to threats
for international peace and security: “A high pitipshould be placed on the early warning of
crises, political mediation and, in accordance waalistic mandates, the rapid deployment of
UN civilian and military personnel, including pe&ieepers, to areas of conflic®® They
called on all member states to fulfil their finasabrganisations to conduct the modernization
of command and control equipment, logistical areangnts and facilities. G7 countries with
Russia called also for fast implementation of thg¢ Oonvention for the Safety of United
Nations and Associated Personnel. They expressisfastion of the increasing role of
regional organizations in building stability anccgety, at the same time stressing necessity
of cooperation between them and the UN. Represeesabf states gathered in Halifax
unanimously agreed that there was a need of cieagw approaches toward such issues as
environmental degradation, unsustainable populafomwth, mass displacement of victims of
conflict and involuntary migration. There was urliohedd the importance of NGOs in such
areas as human rights or humanitarian assistaaltiegoon them to coordination with the UN
and other organisations. The G7 reiterated supjportights of individuals, promotion of
good governance and democratic accountabilityhatseme time condemning any signs of

discrimination and intolerance. In the end lead=aked on all states to comply with the
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Universal Declaration of Human Rights and to coapemwith courts, tribunals, investigative
commissions in case of human rights violations mitboundaries of international and
domestic law”

The 1996 Lyon Summit focused mainly on consequenfegobalization process: “we are
convinced that the process of globalization is are® of hope for the futurd® In the
economic declaration, chapter IV was devoted te@w global partnership for development
between developing countries, developed countmek raultilateral institutions, which was
supposed to enable developing countries to takarddge of the benefits of globalisation. A
significant part of the economic communiqué wasotled to the reform of the UN system. As
basic tasks for the UN were mentioned: reducingepyy increasing employment; housing
the provision of essential services, especiallys¢haelating to health and education;
advancing women; protecting children; giving huntaman assistance in general; promoting
democracy, human rights and the rule of law; ptotgahe environment; giving emergency
relief; and helping the poorest countries trougtniecal assistance in full participation in the
international trade and investment. Leaders addnttiat in order to fulfil its obligations, the
UN should enhance efficiency of its Secretariat apdrational framework. The UN should
consolidate tasks and improve cooperation amongtitecture and with other international
organizations to avoid duplication of activitieaviégs that would emerge from this reform
should be devoted to development programs. Theshefhdtate and government expressed
satisfaction of the renewal of the UNCTAD, what vgasticularly important for integration
of developing countries into international tradsteyn. They also called for better cooperation
between the UN agencies (such as the UNDP) andhattenal financial institutions (such as
the World Bank, the IMF and the WTO) what woulduallto limit duplication, to rationalise
work of donors and to introduce a comprehensiveaggh to non-military aspects of peace
operations®’ In the political declaration, “Toward Greater Segguand Stability in a More
Cooperative World”, was written: “We are committedachieving early and practical results
in the renewal of the UN so that, for both indivadékiand countries, it can more readily and
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effectively respond to the demands placed on d, raore clearly demonstrate its importance
to the search for solutions to our globally shasemblems.”*® Leaders of seven countries and
Russia decided on intensification of their effaristhe working groups established for that
reason by the General Assembly as well as on catiperwith other countries belonging to
the UN system. They also announced elaborating eaf tong-term plan of financial
obligation based on more equitable scale of comfibhs. Once more they reiterated the
significant role of the UN as a body responsible ifdernational peace and security, and
because of that leaders gave significant supparttie development of “more flexible
instruments for peace, including mediation by eldgatesmen and United Nations
representatives...We favour strengthening the dritations' capacity for rapid deployment
by further developing the stand-by arrangementsiathie and the rapidly deployable
headquarters team, as well as other efforts torex@hthe Secretariat's ability to deploy new
peacekeeping operations quickly and manage exisinmgg effectively.” Participants of the
Lyon Summit warmly welcomed the international higlp countries needing restoration after
conflicts as well as contribution of regional orgaions in international stability. G7
countries set as a goal to reduce tensions antVeesonflicts, stressing that achieving peace
and stabilization in the world is possible onlyeKist respect for human rights, democratic
institutions, individual citizen’s security as wels are realize sustainable development and
economic security. They also noticed that interddpace was growing and “Major issues
need to be treated at a global lev@’Each country must have tackled with such issues as
environmental protection, nuclear safety, terrori3i@C or new types of epidemics, however
effective solutions could be found only throughsela@ooperation. Leaders gathered in Lyon
reiterated their faith in universality of humanhig and fundamental freedoms, gave support
for the High Commissioner for Human Rights at thBl ds well as for actions of the
International Tribunals which prosecute and triabjple indicated for violations of human
rights in the Former Yugoslavia and Rwanda. Moreptlee heads of state and government
appreciated assistance gave by the NGOs countripocess of democratization, reminding
the G7’'s engagements in this fieider alia by helping organize free and impartial elections.
In the economic declaration, its signatories exgwdsalso satisfaction of transformational

achievements of countries in Central and Easterogeuand Russia. They also reminded that
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economic and political reforms are mutually reiefog and announced further political and
economic support for Russi&.

The Denver Summit 1997 was the first one wher&enfinal declaration was officially used a
form: “Summit of Eight”. Almost whole introductiom final communiqué was devoted to
relationship with Russia. There was admitted thRtussia has taken bold measures to
complete an historic transformation into a demacratate with a market econom{?®
Previous G7 leaders announced continuation of ee@med at greater Russia’s participation
in the summit process and in works between sumrids.that reason they gave support to
Russia’s access to the WTO and the OECD and weld@geement between Russia and the
Paris Club. An important question for participardé the Denver Summit was the
consequence of globalisation. They announced iifteatson of efforts in order to make
possible for all countries and all segments ofedydio take advantages of prosperity of global
integration and technological innovations as welb&international peace and security, where
the crucial role play the UN. They also expressscfaction of progress in implementing the
UN reform, stressing at the same time necessitgxetuting the financial reform not only
form the donors’ side but also in the budget sysbétme UN. For that reason they called for
urgent revision of the UN'’s funds, programs as veallroles and mandates of specialized
agencies and commissions. Leaders announced suppdfte further development of the
UN’s capacities in conflict prevention and resotyimhey also paid attention to the role of
the UN in the process of economic and social help Africa as well as welcomed
cooperation between African leaders and the UNanflict prevention, peacekeeping and
post-conflict recovery. G8 countries declared thpalitical cooperation to build secure and
stable international community, announcing also romm actions against those who are threat
to principles of international cooperation: “We @goize our common interest and
responsibility in helping bring an end to conflitkat threaten to disturb international peace
and to undermine our deepened cooperation.” Additlg, they declared strong affection to
democratic values, offering help in its maintainiaigd implementing in places where they
were still absent. Because of'5@nniversary of the Universal Declaration of HuniRights

in 1989, leaders announced that “Our efforts valius on promoting good governance and
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the rule of law, strengthening civil society, exgang women's political participation, and
boosting business and labour support for demochaasticularly in young democracies and
societies in conflict.” In the end, eight leademnaunced works on adoption of an
International Labour Organization Convention onéhadication of intolerable forms of child
labour as well as they called on their ministerpitesent recommendations in these fields at
the next summif*?

The venue in Birmingham 1998 was focused mainlygoonomic issues. Ideological matters
were quite widely presented in the documents plbtisat the G8 foreign ministers meeting
in London. There was stressed the G8 commitmesusgtainable development and poverty
reduction as well as a lot of space was devotatlddJN reform, which in above mentioned
issues was an important factor. The most importhaatienge were the UN financial problems
so ministers underlined that “We must find a salntwhich includes full and timely payment
of obligations, and development of a more logical enore equitable scale of assessméhit.”
They supported Kofi Annan’s recommendation on iasneg capabilities of the UN in
conflict prevention and recommendations on addngssonflict in Africa as well as officially
confirmed the central role of the UNDPA in peacdding. Ministers decided that there was
a need of establishing an effective Internationam@al Court. Moreover, they announced
series of actions aimed at promoting human righishsas increase of the human rights
awareness; providing political and financial supdor the High Commissioner for Human
Rights; efforts to early conclusion of a ILO’s Cemiion on Extreme Forms of Child Labour;
adoption of the ILO’s Declaration on Core Labouar@tards; adoption of voluntary codes of
ethical business practices; commitment to democraeyelopment, human rights and peace
and good governance in developing countries; ammgtion of government-sponsored
organizations which promote democrdcy.

At the Cologne Summit 1999, G8 countries focusethipan a way of controlling the results
of the globalisation process and on an issue ofimgL™ century. Next to these questions,
they came back to the situation in Russia, expngssatisfaction of agreements between
Russia and the IMF and World Bank. They also stdbed “We agreed to intensify our

dialogue within the G8 structures on the longemtspcial, structural and economic reform in
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Russia.*** As the most basic areas of common cooperation memtioned: small business
development; strengthened cooperation with regibesgjth; the social impact of economic
transformation; law enforcement; fighting organizedme; and money laundering. G8
countries noticed that the process of integratiod @pid changes brought not only benefits
but also disadvantages such as feelings unablegjp kp by some individuals and groups. For
that reason they decided that one of the G8's gdadsild be bestowing “human face” upon
globalisation what could be able througtter alia strengthening social security policies.
Leaders underlined that in spite of financial difliies caused by the wave of financial crisis
in 1997/98, it was necessary to maintain investnrebgsic social services. “Democracy, the
rule of law, good governance and respect for hunginis and for core labour standards are
further indispensable prerequisites for social istgld This meant that not only financial
support but also respect for some values contributocial security. The G8 called on the
IMF to support and monitor social policy and infrasture in developing countries. Leaders
support on actions of the UN, the OECD or the Ib@his area. Moreover, they paid attention
to the necessity of reinforcing the mechanism offlect prevention that should focus on roots
of conflict. They proposed the following actionsit@prove ability to prevent crisis: effective
monitoring of risks and causes of conflicts; cooation of G8's security, economic,
environmental and developing policies; strengthgriile UN capacity in this area; regular
monitoring of military expenditure in the context general public expenditure; support for
regional organizations and arrangements; promotibriree press; establishment of fair
electoral process; improvement of the democraticoaatability and functioning of
legislatures, of judicial systems and military gualdice forces; improvement of human rights
monitoring and advocacy®

The Okinawa Summit 2000, because of its particiimae- the beginning of new millennium,
focused on subjects that were supposed to destreb&8’s role and its development in the
21% century. Leaders also summed up hitherto evenistwitad happened since the first
summit in Rambouillet 1975, “During the last quaxéthe 20th century, the world economy
has achieved unprecedented levels of prosperigy,Gbld War has come to an end, and
globalisation has led to an emerging common sehseromunity.”*’ As causative factors of

these events were mentioned: the global promotidrasic principles and values advocated
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by the Summiteers; democracy; market economy; kpoigress; sustainable development;
and respect for human rights. At the same timajdesamarked that they were aware of the
fact that in many places in the world still existvprty, injustice and human suffering. For
that reason as goals for the next century theyngldimter alia to find solutions to tackle with
causes of poverty and conflicts. Moreover, theyledalfor more effective use of new
technologies in the field of life sciences, infotrma and communication in order to
maximise for all benefits of globalization: “In aowd of ever-intensifying globalisation,
whose challenges are becoming increasingly comglex,G8 must reach out.” The G8
announced establishing of a new partnership witm-@8 countries, international
organizations and the civil society, including NG@s well as expressed hope that
arrangements of the Okinawa Summit would contriiate new vision of the UN for 31
century. Leaders raised in the declaration for fingt time the importance of cultural
diversity, which “is a source of social and econordynamism...it inspires creativity and
stimulates innovation.” They welcomed actions dernational organizations in this area,
especially the UNESCO, reminding that promotingcoftural diversity building mutual
respect, inclusion and non-discrimination and lembating racism and xenophobia. Basic
for cultural diversity is preservation and promatiof cultural heritage. Additionally, G8
countries paid attention to the fact that “IT opems unprecedented opportunities for
individuals to create and share cultural contert @eas inexpensively and worldwid&
and they announced promotion of digitalisation oltwral heritage. In the declaration was
stressed that in order to achieve so precious sigtpeace and stability of international
community there are necessary actions to prevehtesolve violent conflicts. The results of
conflict are the dead and injured, the devastammh@mies and environment and these
negative effects in today interdependent world agpneery fast. Because of that it is necessary
to promote a “Culture of Prevention” throughout therld and all participants of international
relations should strive for resolving their disputey peaceful means, in accordance to the
Charter of the UN. Leaders expressed special coraethe illicit trade in diamonds what
contribute to armed conflicts, in particular in i& and called for a conference, whose results
would be submitted to the UN. They also announaegipart for works of their ministers of
foreign affairs on conflict prevention, who discedson that subject in Berlin 1999 and in
Miyazaki 2000 and who published their conclusionsthe “G8 Miyazaki Initiatives for
Conflict Prevention”. In this document, next to ti@&ulture of Prevention”, had appeared the
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idea of a “Comprehensive Approach” which includelrabological Comprehensiveness
(efforts need to be made at every stage: from pndlict to post-conflict) and
Comprehensiveness in Measures for Conflict Preeentll this should be coherent to an
individual conflict. Primary responsibility for maaining peace and security belongs to the
UN Security Council and the UN Secretary Generalydver G8 foreign ministers also stated
that “While the principal responsibility for prevéarg conflicts lies with the parties directly
concerned, conflict prevention is a joint ventungalving all the international community,
including other international and regional orgatimas, states, business sector, NGOs, and
individuals.”*® In the “G8 Miyazaki Initiatives for Conflict Preméon” was clearly stated
that the G8 support every international action aina preventing conflict. There were
presented five main G8's initiatives in the fieldoonflict prevention. First one was aimed at
elaborating projects, which would provide meastdoesight against uncontrolled and illegal
transfer of small arms and light weapons. The se@me concerned taking advantage of the
fact that the G8 is a main provider of developnmassistance and taking special steps in three
areas: promoting the consideration of conflict prgion in G8's development assistance
strategies; focusing help to ensure quick actioprevent conflict; and ensuring a smooth
transition from emergency humanitarian assistanceevelopment assistance in the post-
conflict stage. The next initiative focused on figg the illicit trade in diamonds, especially
in Africa, which provides funds for arms purchasésurth one tackled with the impact of
violent conflict on children. The last one concerneinforcing capacity of international
civilian police, which was a critical element inndlict prevention’°

Issue of conflict prevention was continued in tlebate of G8 foreign ministers at the next
meeting in Rome, before the Genoa Summit 2001.e€Mvas discusseadter alia the progress

in five areas agreed in Miyazaki. Minsters annodnspecial attention to the questions of
conflict and development, to cooperative and soatde water management, disarmament,
demobilisation and reintegratidfi- They also worked out additional G8 Rome Initiasiven
Conflict Prevention, which were addressing actians two areas: strengthening the

contribution of women in conflict prevention, resttbn and peace building; and
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incorporating the private sector into the procefssonflict prevention (role of the Corporate
Social responsibilityJ?* The heads of state and government in their fimmhrouniqué of
Genoa reiterated necessity of a broad partnersitipaivil society and the private sector and
stressed that: “we believe in the fundamental itgmae of open public debate on the key
challenges facing our societie$™

The Kananaskis Summit 2002, was special not onjaliee of a difficult international
situation occurred after 9/11 attacks but also bseaf historical decision on giving Russia
the right to host G8 annual summit in 2006. In ecsgd statement, “Russia’s role in the G8”,
was noted that “This decision reflects the remakaleconomic and democratic
transformation that has occurred in Russia in reggars and in particular under the
leadership of President Putiff®* Moreover, G8 leaders published a separate statefi@
Conflict Prevention: Disarmament, Demobilisation darReintegration (DDR)”, that
announced a new approach to a definition of DDRgmted in the Miyazaki Initiative. There
was agreed that exist some essential conditionsuimressful DDR such as a peace agreement
with genuine commitment from all parties; propeombnation and clear leadership within
the groups of actors involved in DDR; and the pensb material and financial resources.
The heads of state and government paid attentitimetéact that the central point of any DDR
process is disarmament, but equally important iisteégration: “Ideally reintegration should
offer incentives to soldiers to return to civiliife, including access to health and education
programmes...reintegration incentives should foaus the establishment of a visibly
successful, long-term reintegration programme, tvlgoes beyond military intervention and
emergency humanitarian assistance into long termeldpment assistancé®® There was
presented the series of concrete actions to supaiR in the context of peace building and
development, and the G8 committeder alia to support every DDR programs and to
elaborate national expertises necessary for cgeatitoherent DDR plaff®

The next reference to G8 values and beliefs waglglgisible in the document of Sea Island
Summit 2004, “G8 Action Plan: Expanding Global Capty for Peace Support

22 Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreign Manis Meeting, Attachment 2: G8 Roma Initiatives On
Conflict Preventionhttp://www.g8.utoronto.ca/foreign/fm091901 con_dttéhl, 26.01.2010

2 Communiqué http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/summit/2001genoa/finalcoamique.htm| 26.01.2010

24 Russia's role in the G&ittp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2002kananaskisiasrole.html| 26.01.2010

25 G8 Conflict Prevention: Disarmament, Demobilisatamd Reintegration,
http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/foreign/fm130602d.ht26.01.2010
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Operations™?’ Leaders stated there that “The number of peageostipperations throughout
the world continues to grow, increasing the needHe international community to respond
with military and related complex security operasdo bring the stability and security that is
fundamental to social, economic, and political pesg in countries in crisi$?® They noticed
that together with an increase of peace supportatipas around the world there is no
increase of well-trained and equipped units. Uniish as carabinieri/gendarme-like forces
could fill the security gap between military forcasd civilian police, and form this aroused
idea of a G8 Action Plan to expand global capabfiir peace support operations. Authors
stressed that each nation would take sovereigrsidecon deploying its units to a particular
peace operation and “All peace support operatioisadher related activities undertaken by
G8 members under this initiative would be in aceo® with the UN charter. Moreover...all
actions undertaken by the G8 to expand global dhfydior peace support operations should
be implemented in close cooperation with the UNadnordance with its technical standards,
and take into account the recommendations of tladiBr Report.” G8 countries committed
to train and equip approximately 75 000 troops dwitle by 2010; to enhance African peace
support operations capabilities and to build suapabilities in other regions by 2010; to
develop a transportation and logistics supportrg@eent; and to support existing training
centres for carabinieri/gendarme-like forces and mdtiatives in that respect. To achieve
these goals they announdatkr alia creation of a common doctrine and common operation
standards for carabinieri/gendarme-like forces ieage support operations. Leaders
underlined that “We look forward to the day wheadé units are no longer needed, but until
then we acknowledge that expanding global capgbibt peace support operations is a
critical element to a safer and more secure wdAdParticipants of the Sea Island Summit
announced also support for democratic, social amhanic reforms in the region of the
Broader Middle East and North Africa. They welcontee statement issued at the Arab
League Summit in Tunis, in which was noticed thelalation of Arab leaders “"to firmly

27 Since the Evian Summit one can see a big intérestbjects which could be above all put in thenfeavorks
of human security. They are strongly connected @ighideology but because of their special charagilébe
described more detailed in the chapter concernimgam security.

28 58 Action Plan: Expanding Global Capability foraee Support Operations,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2004seaisland/pdaten| 26.01.2010

29 |bidem

204



establish the basis for democraéf'To support freedom and reform in that region, #sw
announced in Sea Island “Partnership for Progress aa Common Future”, which was
supposed to be based on “genuine cooperation Wwehrégion's governments, as well as
business and civil society representatives to gtrem freedom, democracy, and prosperity
for all.” There were mentioned such fundamentalugal as: human dignity, freedom,
democracy, the rule of law, economic opportunityl @ocial justice. As a goals of this
Partnership were noticed e.g. the resolution ofd@sting disputes, particularly the Israeli-
Palestinian conflict or the restoration of peacdram. G8 countries paid attention to the fact
that “Each country is unique and their diversitpuld be respected...Each society will reach
its own conclusions about the pace and scope afgehaYet distinctiveness, important as it
is, must not be exploited to prevent reform.” e ttocument were described three area of the
Partnership. Firstly, in the political sphere actidoward democracy were announced, as well
as the the rule of law, human rights, fundamentaedoms, respect for diversity and
pluralism. Secondly, in the social and cultural esghactions toward education for all were
mentioned, freedom of expression, equality betwaen and women, and access to global
information technology. Thirdly, in the economichgpe actions toward creation of new job
places, expansion of trade and investment, finhn@forms, secure property rights,
promotion of transparency and fight with corruptisere described*

The Gleneagles meeting 2005 was disrupted by tstrattacks in London 07.07.2005.
Gathered at the Summit G8 leaders, the leadersradilBChina, India, Mexico and South
Africa, and the heads of international organisatipnblished immediately the statement, in
which they utterly condemned these attacks, expdes®ndolences for victims and their
families, and announced the united fight with tesm. They also stated that “We will not
allow violence to change our societies or our valli& Moreover, they stressed that attacks
would not disturb in further works of the Summithieh is aimed at combating “world
poverty and save and improve human lif&G8 countries raised the issue of the 2004 Indian
Ocean disaster, calling for improving the globallyeavarning capacity and more effective

3% partnership for Progress and a Common FuturethttiRegion of the Broader Middle East and NortHofr
http://www.q7.utoronto.ca/summit/2004seaislandfpenghip.htm| 27.01.2010
31 Ibidem
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tackling of disaster risk reduction. They notickdttthis tsunami had stressed the necessity of
reinforcing the humanitarian system and rules ofmanity, impartiality, neutrality and
independence of humanitarian assistance. Moreoer, G8 expressed satisfaction of
progress, made during the last year, in realizitgng presented in the Partnership for
Progress and a Common Future with the Broader Midtist and North Africa. Leaders
announced further support for regional effortsgotitical, economic, social and educational
reform, stressing the significant need of changesnproving governance, strengthening the
rule of law, fighting corruption, promoting equglifor women, liberalising media and
creating jobs. They reiterated the assumption“#eath country is unique and diverse and that
our role is to support regionally-led and localkyreed reform.*** Additionally, they declared
support for the Civil Society and Business Dialaguend the Democracy Assistance
Dialogue, calling on them to promote also the m@levomen through political, educational
and economic reforrft®

The 2006 St Petersburg Summit as well as the 2@iigehdamm Summit, to large extent
were devoted to matters related mainly with humecusty. However, the meeting in St
Petersburg returned to the issue of internatioeatpkeeping publishing the “G8 Declaration
on Cooperation and Future Action on Stabilizatiod econstruction”. There was reiterated
that the UN play in this subject the central rblewever “The G8 Heads of State commit as a
group to establish a more coordinated approach e@atth other and key external partners to
conflict prevention, stabilization and reconstrantthat ties together existing initiatives - both
inside and outside the G&* G8 leaders proposed series of measure to impffficeercy of
international actions in the following areas: peac@port operations, conflict prevention,
coordination, awareness of capabilities or gaps;pmsitioning of resources, strengthening of

regional organizations, and interoperability.

34 partnership For Progress And A Common Future Wit Broader Middle East And North Africa Region,
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Chapter Vi
POLITICAL SECTOR

The meeting’s idea of leaders of the most indus&tad democracies in Rambouillet 1975,
was finding the most optimal response to the irsed oil prices in 1973 made by the OPEC
organization, what caused a huge economic crisieeMf the contemporary leaders assumed
that the G6 and then the G7 would tackle with qaestother than economy. However, it
turned out that the politics are indivisibly contezt with the economy. Although there were
no direct references to political issues in finatldrations of the first summits, it quickly
turned out that, already since the Rambouillet mggeteaders could not totally ignore these
issues. In the Declaration of Rambouillet was edly touched the question of East-West
economic relations and their influence on the détas well as a similar dependence between
developed and developing countries. At the presdecence after the Puerto Rico Summit
1976, the US Secretary of State Henry Kissingeritiedthat “Not in the meetings as such,
but at the fringes of the meeting&were discussed political subjects such as e.dlgmmatic
situation in southern Africa and Rhodesia. In 19a8Bthe Bonn venue in spite of the final
declaration was also published the separate stateare air-hijacking, which was talking
about the common fight against terrorism and wa®agtion to increased hijackings of
aeroplanes during last two years. A year laterdkyD, leaders raised the problem of refugees
from Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia, who “poses a hitarden problem of historic
proportions and constitutes a threat to the peacestability of Southeast Asid* They
announced the material support for refugees anéddcah the UN to call a special conference
in that matter.

The question of refugees returned at the Venicer@itit980, where the heads of state and
government expressed concern at increasing nunmbegfugees around the world. They
stressed that in spite of efforts from the G7 all asefrom the international community side,
it would be impossible to solve that problem, uttig responsible states themselves keeping
up the policy that caused this situation. In Venifor the first time, was published the

separate statement addressing political issuesl tiolitical Topics (Afghanistan)”. Leaders

38 News Conference by Henry Kissinger, U.S. SecratéState, and William E. Simon, U.S. Treasury
Secretaryhttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1976sanjuan/kigsinhtm| 27.01.2010
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clearly condemned there the Soviet military occigpabf Afghanistan as contradictory to
principles of the UN Charter as well as threates world peace. They called on the Soviet
Union to withdraw all its troops from Afghanistamdaannounced support for all actions
aimed at the political interdependence of statethefregion. They also added that “Those
governments represented at this meeting which teden a position against attendance at the
Olympic Games vigorously reaffirm their positiorf§>

In the “Chairman’s Summary of Political Issues” fsibed at the Ottawa Summit 1981, in a
wider way than previously was treated a discussioninternational affairs. There was
stressed that existing crisis, tensions and dispwere threatening the international security
and stability, and for that reason they should lmaged by the G7 in spirit of solidarity,
cooperation and responsibility. The heads of statd government expressed concern at the
long-lasting Arab-Israeli dispute and particulabgd situation in Lebanon. Moreover, they
raised an issue of East-West relationship, exprgssier alia hope that the USSR would
adapt results of the Madrid Conference on Secuarity Cooperation in Europe as well as it
would withdraw totally its troops from AfghanistaiThe G7 also supported sovereign
aspirations of Kampuchean people and called org@alernments to refrain from actions
which could lead to massive flows of refugé®s.

At the 1982 Versailles meeting, leaders issuegarsg¢e “Statement on Lebanon”, where they
expressed shock of huge numbers of dead, injurédhrenscale of destruction: “We think that
this new cycle of violence, if it were to continumuld have disastrous consequences for the
whole area.” They called on all the parties to immediate cexfséolence and announced
actions of each G7 government to restore peacéisratea. Moreover, President Mitterrand
in his summary mentioned that G7 countries disausggo on the war in the Falklands and
stated that “we wished to make a point of affirmimgr full solidarity with Great Britain
whose national interests and national pride haven beolated, such solidarity being

natural.”*3

"0 political Topics (Afghanistan),
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The Williamsburg Summit 1983, focused on econorssties. Political discussions, although
surly present, did not reflect in official documgnBut leaders gathered in London 1984,
issued the special statement on the Irag-Iran iobnTlhey expressed concern at the scale of
destruction and human suffering as well as caltedréfrain from mutual attacks and from
aggression on shipping of other states. They edgédrthat “The principle of freedom of
navigation must be respected®The heads of state and government expressed @sothat
this conflict would not seriously affect world alipplies and, connected with that, the world
economy.

The Bonn Summit published the “Political Declaratin the 48 Anniversary of the End of
the Second World War” which was above all the idgmal manifest of G7 countries. There
was expressed hope for peaceful solution of theeis$ German as well as Korean Peninsula
division; for an effective dialogue with the Sovlghion; and for a fruitful cooperation with
developing countrie&®

Not before the Venice Summit 1987, was again phbtisa separate statement on political
issues. In the “Statement on Irag-lran War and doee of Navigation in the Gulf’, once
more leaders called for as fast as possible resolof that conflict using measures proposed
by the UN Security Council. They stressed that “Triee flow of oil and other traffic through
the Strait of Hormuz must continue unimpedé&f.in the “Chairman’s Summary on Political
Issues”, the heads of state and government refawethe issue of Afghanistan and
Kampuchea sovereignty and expressed hope for arlmbtlogue between North and South
Korea as well as they welcomed economic reformhm& and the Philippines. The G7 also
admitted that there was a lot to do on the Africantinent in economic, social and political
areas, but particular priority was attached to tfiglh the apartheid regime in South Africa.
They called for the humanitarian assistance for lsims of apartheid and announced
support for members of SADCC (Southern African Depment Coordination Conference).
Moreover, leaders stated that in the Near and Middist it is necessary to solve the Arab-
Israeli dispute and serious situation in Lebanathwhe problem of the Palestinian camps. In

"4 The Irag-lran Conflict (Statement By The Chain}tp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1984london/iraqht
27.01.2010
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reference to Latin America they discussed on néges supporting initiative conducting
democratic governments and regional integratiordith@hally, leaders expressed hope that
forthcoming summit in Guatemala would play a pesitrole in a development of Central
America’*’

In the next statement on political issues of theomtm Summit 1988, were raised three
subjects. First of them was concerning the instatigation in the Middle East. Leaders
declared their support for negotiations in the Alsdaeli dispute and for “the convening of a
properly structured international conference asapjropriate framework for the necessary
negotiations between the parties directly concetd&drhey also discussed on the Irag-Iran
conflict, condemning use by these countries chenoicahemical weapons and proliferation
of ballistic missiles in the region. The secondaanéthe debate addressed South Africa. The
heads of state and government expressed theiroopinithree issues: secure of democracy
for the Sharpeville Six in South Africa; South Afirelations with each of the G7° members
in case of enactment of legislation designed toridepanti-apartheid organisations of
overseas; and the finishing of the conflict betwéergola and Namibia. The last matter
discussed in Toronto concerned the conflict in Cadaida The G7 called on Vietnamese
troops to withdraw from that country, remindingtt@@ambodia has full support of the G7 in
its right to self-determinatioft’

The Paris Summit 1989 continued the debate in nedrgarlier mentioned questions. Once
more participants of the meeting condemned thetlagidr and called on the South Africa
government to release Nelson Mandela and to stadialogue with the ANC (African
National Congress), the UDF (United Democratic Broor other organisations. They
expressed satisfaction of progress of the impleatiemt of Resolution 435 of the UNSC for
the independence of Namibia as well as hope fdr dading of civil war in Angola and
conflict in Mozambiqué>® Leaders again referred to the situation in Lebagérng support

for works of the Committee of the three Arab HeaflState and the mission of the UN aimed

47 Chairman's Summary On Political Issuetsp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1987venice/poéfiitml,
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at ceasing fire and implementing political reforfsln Cambodia case, they enthusiastically
welcomed the French initiative to call an interaatl conference in Paris, which would lead
to final conflict resolution and to withdrawal ofiathamese troops. They also officially
appreciated the ASEAN's efforts in ending that ¢iohf>* Leaders reiterated once more the
necessity of fast resolution of the Arab-Israedipdite: “Certain recent partisan declarations in
Israel, the persistent violence in the occupiedtteies, as well as the deterioration of living
conditions in the West Bank and in Gaza show mdearly than ever that a solution
concerning the legitimate political rights of thal&stinian people, as well as the right to
security of all of the states in the region, indhgd Israel, is once again an urgent
necessity.”® They agreed that the elections proposed for thmipmed territories could
significantly contribute to the mutual recognitimn the condition that they are in an
atmosphere of free expression. Additionally, thadseof state and government called on all

countries of Central America to respect human sigiitd the rule of law>*

They expressed
concern at cancellation of elections results indRanand at repressive measures used toward
the opposition in this country> There was also published the special “DeclarativiChina”,

in which China was condemned because of violentessmons in defiance of human rights:
“We urge the Chinese authorities to cease acti@nagthose who have done no more than
claim their legitimate rights to democracy and ttpe ">® eaders announced the suspension
of bilateral ministerial and high-level contactslaarm-trade with China; postponement of the
examinations of new loans by the World Bank; antemsion of stays of those Chinese
students who so desire. In the end they called lineSe authorities to introduce policy that
would lead to the cessation of isolation and itsatgr openness’

At the next meeting in Houston 1990, political ation in the world was, thanks to
transformation in countries of Central and Easteurope, one of the most important subjects

of the Summit. In the political declaration, “Seiogr Democracy”, leaders expressed
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satisfaction of subversion of communist regimesaantries of the region: “the introduction
of the rule of law and the freedoms that are thdrdek of a democratic staté&®
Additionally, they called on Romania to take similsteps. With huge enthusiasm was
welcomed the unification of Germany and an intentid the Soviet Union to introduce a
democratic political system. Summit’'s participaatso noticed signs of greater openness in
Mongolia, Nepal and the Philippines. They announttedmaintain of the measures against
China agreed at last year's Summit, at the same &dding that they could be modified if
from the China side would occur some more develaopsadloreover, leaders expressed hope
that talks started between the government andck Intejority in South Africa would lead to

a peaceful and non-racial democracy. They approyiagplied to changes in Latin America
such as a re-establishment of democracy in Chige; élections in Nicaragua; the dialogue in
El Salvador and Guatemala; and the positive evmiuti Haiti. They also expressed hope for
implementation of democratic tendencies by the guwents of Panama and Cubaln the
Chairman’s Statement G7 countries confirmed thay tiso discussed on such issues as the
introduction of democracy in Namibia; changes irpdleand Mongolia; regional conflicts in
Afghanistan, Cambodia and Angola; hard situatiothin Middle East; human tragedy in the
Horn of Africa and in Ethiopia; dangerous eventsKiashmir; resolution of the Northern
Territories; as well as a tense situation on theekn Peninsula, as North Korea had not
signed and implemented a nuclear safeguards agneéihe

In the document “Strengthening the Internationalédt of the London Summit 1991, a lot of
space was devoted to the G7 ideology and cooperaiit the UN, however there was also a
long discussion on political issues present inrivggonal relations. Leaders mention about
the war in Kuwait; hard situation in Irag, on whislere imposed sanctions because of violent
repressions against its own citizens; and aboupéngpectives for introduction of security in
Lebanon. They paid special attention to the netyessintroducing a peace process between
Israel and Arab states, including the Palestiniarigch should be based on resolutions 242
and 338 of the UNSC. They called on the Arabs tgpend their boycott and on Israel to
cease building settlements in the occupied teregorThe G7 reiterated its support for the

democratic reform in countries of Central and Easteurope and the Soviet Union, calling
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on Albania to introduce similar changes. The heafistate and government expressed
concern at situation in Yugoslavia. They called émding violence in this country and to
comply with provisions of the Brioni agreeméft.They also welcomed the engagement of
the European Community in resolving the conflictyingoslavia and supported the dispatch
of the EC monitors to that country, within the fremwork of the CSCE emergency mechanism
as well as they announced that “We will do whatevercan, with others in the international
community, to encourage and support the processatidgue and negotiation in accordance
with the principles enshrined in the Helsinki Fidalt and the Paris Charter for a new Europe,
in particular respect for human rights, includiights of minorities and the right of peoples to
self-determination in conformity with the Chartdrtloe United Nations and with the relevant
norms of international law, including those relgtito territorial integrity of states®
Leaders expressed satisfaction of suppressioneofetislative pillars of apartheid in South
Africa. At the same time, they expressed hopetti@process of establishing new non-racial
constitution in that country would be peaceful amahviolent. In order that new political
system had a chance to succeed, G7 countries atiraethe international help for South
Africa is necessary to re-build economy, educatimalth and social sectdf¥.Additionally,

in the Chairman’s Statement was noticed that lsadmscussed also on the normalization of
relationship between Japan and the Soviet Unionpa®h cooperation in opposing Iraqi
aggression; North and South Korea’s admission ¢oUhl; peaceful changes in Cambodia,
Mongolia and their lack in Afghanistan and Burmapport for democracy tendencies in
Central and South Africa; hopes for reconciliationEthiopia, Mozambique, Somalia, El
Salvador and Guatemala; and the implementatiorh@fbizonal settlement on Cyprus on
accordance with the UNSC Resolution 829.

*1 The Brioni Agreement is a document signed onBhini islands near Pula, Croatia, on 7 July 1981
representatives of the Republic of Slovenia, Rapubf Croatia and the Socialist Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia under the political sponsorship of thedpean Community. With this document, the SFRYséal

all hostilities on Slovenian territory, thus enditige Slovenian War, whereas Slovenia and Croataefr
independence activities for a period of three manth
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At the Munich Summit 1992, because of complicatetitipal situation around the world,
participants had a lot to discuss. One of the s3uas the fighting in Karabakh. The G7
called on all the parties to take part in negatiaiin Rome and Minsk, and stressed that there
would not be accepted any “faits accomplis” made fosce. The heads of state and
government expressed concern at escalation of dhélict in Republic of Moldova and
appealed “to all countries to allow no steps whigight serve, politically or materially, to
sustain the fighting™® They welcomed the suspension of fights in the st Ossetia and
expressed hope for a quick and peaceful settletvetmteen Russia, Georgia and Ossetia on
the basis of CSCE principles. Leaders called afsthe Baltic States and Russia to conclude
an agreement on the presence of the Soviet trapfigse countries, stating that “However,
these problems must not be allowed to hinder tipdicgtion of the principle of international
law to the effect that military forces may not dationed on the territory of another State
without its consent.” At the same time they strdsg®t all minorities in the Baltic States
should be equally treated. Moreover, G7 countriggessed their “unqualified support” for
the Middle East peace process and their satisfactidhe progress achieved in this field by
five multilateral working groups. They called oradrto comply with the Security Council
resolutions, to eliminate its WMD, to release alkpners, to equal treating of its minorities
and to stop repressions against the peoples of Mageover, leaders expressed concern at
North Korea’'s nuclear weapons program, callingifi@plementation of the IAEA Safeguards
Agreement and for a deeper dialogue with the Soltiey welcomed recent economic
reforms in China and adoption of principles of thBT and the MTCR, expressing at the
same time hope for improvement of situation in d@nea of respecting human rights and for
playing by China “a more constructive role in théernational sphere.” Though G7 countries
admitted that “In Africa respect for basic humaghts, political pluralism and market
economy systems are gaining ground”, nevertheliésation in Ethiopia, Somalia and other
places were alarming. They also appealed to afissid South Africa to cease violence and
return to negotiations leading to a non-racial demacy. In reference to Latin America,
leaders appreciated efforts in direction of comilng democracy and market economy
structures as well as increasing awareness ofélgain of a necessity of joining international
cooperation against global threats. They expressgfaction of Brazil and Argentina

decisions on inspections of their nuclear actigsis®d on consideration of signing safeguards
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agreements with the IAEK® In the political declaration the heads of statd gavernment
underlined that “The full and immediate implemeintat of all CSCE commitments is
essential in building security and stability in Bpe.”®” They called for strengthening the
CSCE’s capabilities for conflict prevention, crisisanagement and peaceful resolution of
disputes as well as for establishing a securitypecation forum at the Helsinki Summit. They
also expressed concern at the situation in Campatliessing that such existing regional
frameworks in Asia-pacific region, as the ASEAN Pllnisterial Conferences and the Asia
Pacific Economic Cooperation play an important risiepromoting peace and securify.
Because of conflict in the former Yugoslavia wa$lmhed the separate declaration, in which
were stiffly condemned the actions directed agaamgtian populations and expulsion of
ethnic groups, underlying that greater responsjtitir this state of affairs laid on the Serbian
leadership and the Yugoslav Army. The G7 suppotted EC Conference on Yugoslavia
chaired by Lord Carrington as a main forum aimeelaborating political solutions to the
situation in the former Yugoslavia, at the sameetiexpressing satisfaction of consultancies
between this forum and the EC, the UN and othetigsarLeaders stressed the tragic
humanitarian situation, especially in Bosnia andrzdgovina; called for restoration of
Sarajevo and for ceasing attacks on people engadbd relief operation. As the previous aid
passed in the airlift to Sarajevo was insufficienappease the needs of hundreds of thousands
of refugees and displaced people, the G7 annouthed'We are willing to contribute and
ask others also to make fair contributioA%.'G7 countries called on Serbia and Croatia to
respect the territorial integrity of Bosnia and egovina and on all military forces not
subject to the authority of the government of Bassamd Herzegovina to withdraw or disband
and disarm. They also urged the Serbian leadetshigspect minority rights, stop repression
in Kosovo and define a status of autonomy accordmghe draft convention of the EC
Conference on Yugoslavia. The Group of Seven gveupport for the UN peace plan for

Croatia and announced that would not accept SarmaMontenegro “as the sole successor
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state of the former Yugoslavid® at the same time calling for the suspension @f th
Yugoslavia’'s delegation in all international foradeorganisations.

The Tokyo Summit to a lesser extent discussed ditigad issues. Its participants expressed
satisfaction of announcing the Provisional NatioBalvernment in Cambodia; restoration of
the legitimate authorities in Haiti and progressdod democracy free from apartheid in South
Africa. They called on Israel and the Arab Statestrease efforts to establish long-lasting
peace in the Middle East as well as on Iraq and/dito implement all relevant UNSC
resolutions. Leaders expressed also concern atsitbation in Iran and appealed the
government of this country to cooperate with ind&ional community to achieve peace and
stability. Because of the even worse situatiorhim former Yugoslavia they reminded about
the necessity of respecting arrangements of theldwoi€Conference and territorial integrity of
Bosnia and Herzegovina. Moreover, they sharply spgany solutions dictated by Serbs and
the Croats at the expense of the Bosnian Muslinfsthe Serbs and Croats persist in
dismembering Bosnia through changes of border efor ethnic cleansing, they will place
themselves beyond the pale of the internationalnsomty and cannot expect any economic
or commercial assistance, especially reconstructidri’’* The G7 underlined the necessity
of the full and immediate implementation of the UNBesolutions and safe areas as well as
declared help in implementing the UNSCR 836 by sendroops, by air protection of the
UNPROFOR, by financial and logistical contributiasrsby appropriate diplomatic actions. In
the end, leaders called on the Serbian governnenedeive back the expelled CSCE
monitors to Kosovo and elsewhere in Serbia as agelb increase their numbéf.

The meeting in Naples 1994 was exceptional and rtapb because for the first time in
history the President of Russia fully participated the political discussions. In the
Chairman’s Statement leaders called on all padigbe Bosnian conflict to accept the plan
presented to them in Geneva before Jull, i@ order to prevent the renewal of war on a
larger scale: “We shall ensure that the measureterkaown to the parties in the event of
either acceptance or refusal are implementétThey announced support for the UN Action

Plan for Sarajevo’s restoration as well as expoebspe for peace in Croatia and for success
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of the Memorandum of Understanding on the EU adstraiion of Mostar. They also
welcomed the Israeli-Palestinian Declaration ohé&lples and the Gaza-Jericho agreement,
calling at the same time on the League of ArabeSt&d end their boycott of Israel. The G7
reiterated its appeal to Irag and Libya to full Iempentation of all relevant UNSC
Resolutions and to Iran to a constructive partibgpain international relations, particularly
with regard to terrorism. The heads of state angbguonent expressed satisfaction of decision
to continue the economic reform in Algeria, callioig this country to stop any violence and
terrorist actions. They also expressed concerrhatsttuation in the Republic of Yemen,
stressing that any political differences within tbeuntry should be resolve by peaceful
means. Leaders congratulated people of South Afnicdaving eliminated the apartheid by
constitutional means. At the same time, they exgg@segret of the level of the humanitarian
tragedy in African countries. They noticed that exsally hard situation was in Rwanda,
where because of fights the humanitarian aid wéerrimpted, so they called for ceasing
fights, deploying the UNAMIR Il and increasing hunitarian aid in this country. The G7
raised also question of situation on Haiti, wheagl lyained power the military leadership:
“We call upon all states to bring pressure on deefactoregime as well as to enforce
strengthened UN measures in relation to HA(f.”

Political issues returned as a main part of theatdelat the Halifax Summit 1995. In the
Chairman’s Statement a lot of space was devotédetsenewed escalation of conflict in the
area of Sarajevo. The Bosnian and Serbs were dskedming back to negotiations and for
accepting the Contact Group proposals. In turn Bloesnian government was asked for
renewing the Cessation of Hostilities Agreement &denabling the free passage of the
humanitarian assistance. The G7 countries with iRs$ated that “We condemn the taking of
UN hostages by the Bosnian Serbs, their deplorstiding of civilian populations and their
obstruction of UNPROFOR's freedom of moveméht.They welcomed the decision of the
UNSC on reinforcing UNPROFOR througtter alia establishing The Rapid Reaction Force.
Eight leaders gave official support for the UN ntgfor Thorvald Stoltenberg and the EU
negotiator Carl Bildt in their efforts to establippace. Moreover, leaders called on states of
the former Yugoslavia to reach an agreement witheir existing international borders and
expressed concern at risk of new fights in Crodtiey appealed to the Croatian government

and Croatian Serbs to respect the ceasefire arigoldical talks to achieve a settlement
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respecting the internationally recognized borddr€matia while establishing autonomy for
the Serb population on the basis of the principlederlying the Zagreb-4 Plan for Croatia.”
The heads of state and government discussed alltegorogress of the Middle East peace
process, welcoming the Israel-Jordan Peace Treatly expressing hope for a similar
agreement among Israel, Lebanon and Syria. Theyostgal the Israeli-Palestinian
Declaration of Principles and called on both sigiesonclude the arrangements for elections
in the Palestinian Autonomous territory and theepddyment of the Israeli Defence Forces.
There was also reiterated an appeal to the Leaheab State to stop the boycott of Israel.
Moreover, leaders called on the Iran governmenértd supporting radical groups, which
want to destroy the Middle East peace process anceriounce terrorism binter alia
desistance from threats toward the writer SalmashBie. Additionally, they expressed hope
for the end of violence in Algeria, Burundi and Rwla, announcing support for the
International Tribunal for Rwanda and for the reygitself by increasing humanitarian
assistance. The G7 welcomed “the peaceful and datodransition of power in South
Africa, the successful holding of elections elsesghm Southern Africa, and the Angolan
peace process.” Moreover, G7 countries with Rumsieounced that each of them would carry
on dialogue with China and they expressed hopa Bmooth transfer of government in Hong
Kong in 1997. They applaud an increased cooperatidhe region of Asia-pacifimter alia
through the ASEAN Regional Forum. Leaders expresdsal hope that North Korea would
adhere to arrangements of the Agreed Frameworkoatite IAEA safeguards as well as it
would access to the Korean Peninsula Energy Deredop Organisation (KEDO). In the
Chairman’s Statement was also expressed the coaténe potential conflict in Kashmir and
appeal to India and Pakistan to join the NPT ad a®lto stop any action connected with
ballistic missile deployment. Leaders called aladlee Myanmar government to release Aung
San Suu Kyi and other political prisoners, startogions aimed at democracy process. They
also referred to the situation in Americas, suppgrthe Miami Summit Plan of Action which
was supposed to “strengthen democratic instituticgisninate the threat of terrorism,
eradicate poverty and discrimination, conserverthatural environment, and negotiate the
Free Trade Area of the Americas.” In the end, theyressed satisfaction of positive changes
towards democracy in Mexico and Haiti as well deres of the Guarantor Group of the Rio

Protocol to establish peace between Peru and EciZdo
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In the document of the Lyon Summit 1996, “Towarc&er Security and Stability in a More
Cooperative World”, the second part was devotedegponal situations. At the beginning,
leaders of the G7 and Russia admitted that regiandlinter-regional organizations and fora
significantly contribute to peace, stability an@gperity of their members, expressing support
for such organizations as the OSCE, the EU, the @A&SASEAN and initiatives such as the
ASEM (Asian-European Meeting). They appreciated ¢senomic progress and political
transition in Central and Eastern Europe as wellaepted the proposal of widening the EU
by inviting countries of this region and the Balsiates. In reference to the Middle East, the
G7 expressed hope for further fruitful progress dull implementation of all reached
agreements. They stated that the interim Isradédfiaian agreement on the Gaza Strip and
West Bank was a milestone in the peace processeisas called for transferring it into
permanent status. They appealed to the Palestemgmority and Mr Yasser Arafat “to
promote the development of democratic institutiahs, rule of law, transparency of public
administration and respect for human rigHt<. They also paid attention to the necessity of
the international community’s help for the Palastneconomy and called on the government
of Israel to complete lifting of the closure in thidest Bank and Gaza. The G7 welcomed
peace between Israel and Jordan and expressedftwoplee similar end of negotiations
between Syria and Israel. Leaders called on alligsafto adhere to the 26 April 1996
Understanding which restored calm along the Lebah@seli border.” They reiterated appeal
to Iran to reject terrorism, desist from threatshi® writer Salman Rushdie’s life and to play a
constructive role in regional and world affairs. diibnally, they called on all countries “to
avoid any collaboration with Iran which might cobtrte to the acquisition of a nuclear
weapons capability.” Participants of the Lyon Sumexpressed also satisfaction of the
conclusion of the Memorandum of Understanding betwdraq and the UN on the
implementation of UNSCR 986, at the same timergldn Iraq and Libya to fully implement
all UNSC resolutions. They also appealed to Nortinga to start talks with the South aimed
at achieving long-lasting peace on the Korean Reanas well as to disclose all facts
concerning its nuclear program. At the same tineeitkernational community was asked for a
financial and political support for the KED® In Lyon was also issued the separate

statement addressing the situation in Bosnia andddevina, where G7 leaders stated that
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“We confirm our support for the Peace Agreement thiedestablishment of a democratic and
pluralistic State of Bosnia and Herzegovina, coregasf two Entities.”® In order to support
conclusions presented in the Peace Implementatorie@nce in Florence, G7 countries had
taken various decisions in six areas: 1. Electemd Institutions, where was announaeter
alia increase of assistance for the OSCE, which wagasgal to monitor elections and for the
IFOR, which forces were supposed to support thetieles; 2. International War Crimes
Tribunal, where the assistance flow was subjeaexddooperation of new authorities with the
international community in implementing the Peagge®ment; 3. Consolidation Plan, which
the goals, the means and the time frame shoulddi®rated by the Steering Board of the
Peace Implementation Council in Florence; 4. Retooson, where was announced
economic assistance for Bosnia and Herzegovinasiojected to this country compliance
with the peace process; 5. Refugees and the Rulawf where leaders demanded from all
Parties assuring all the refugees and displacesbpsifree and safety return to their homes; 6.
Regional and Security Issues, whenéer alia was an appeal to accelerate works of the
Working Groups on national and ethnic communitiag aninorities, and on questions of
succession®®

The 1997 Denver communiqué was exceptionally extenand included all questions
discussed at the Summit. In the part “Politicali&itons”, eight participants raiseater alia

the issue of including Hong Kong under the Chingsesdiction and they stated that “We
recognize the historic nature of China's imminezgumption of sovereignty over Hong
Kong.”’® They expressed hope that would be maintain thé Hiegree of autonomy, its
fundamental freedom, the rule of law and its wayifef in accordance with declarations of
the 1984 UK-PRC Joint Declaration and the 1990 BR€Ic Law. The G8 reminded also that
still was unresolved the problem of Cyprus and ges/eupport for the UN Secretary General
initiative toward governments of Greece and Turkalling this states for cooperation. G8
countries expressed also hope for normalizatioth@fsituation in Albania, which could be a
threat to regional stability. However, the biggestcern to the Summit’s participants aroused
the crisis in the Middle East peace process. Tippgaled Israel and Palestine to implement

the Oslo Accords and to uphold the principles ofdkth They also expressed hope for
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effective talks among Israel, Syria and Lebanomessing that “Economic growth and
prosperity are critical to peace.” For that reasbe@ G7 called for starting an economic
cooperation among Iran, Iraq and Libya, underlytimgt thanks to conclusion of the UNCSR
986 Iraqi people could take advantage of humaaitadid’®* Additionally, in the foreign
minister's “Progressive Report Denver Summit of HEigwas also raised question of the
political situation in the Democratic Republic obiigjo, Republic of Congo (Brazzaville),
Haiti, Afghanistan and Myanmar. Moreover, in Denweas published the statement on
Bosnia and Herzegovina in which leaders stated“iNat, the Leaders of the Eight, reaffirm
our commitment to full implementation of the Ped@greement, and to the goal of Bosnia
and Herzegovina becoming a single democratic, prosis and multi-ethnic natiod® It
was announced that full support from the G8's s$ateall the parties would depend on their
full implementation of all arrangements presentedhie Peace Agreement. The G8 gave its
support for the mission of Stabilisation Force (8j@nd for the International Police Task
Force. G8 countries warned that if the Parties werginued to slow down an adoption of
relevant economic law and the IMF program, thereld/mot have been any implementation
of the full reconstruction plan and the debt resuncby the Paris Club. They announced the
economic help for communities, which contributethbe return of refugees and displaced
persons. They also reminded that the full accegsxdémomic and other assistance for Bosnia
and Herzegovina, the Federal Republic of Yugoslaa Croatia depend on fulfilling
obligations under the Peace Agreement to coopdudlie with the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia. The G8 notitkdt Croatia and the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia do not strive enough to meet internai@tandards on human rights, democracy,
media, freedom and treatment of minorities andgeés. In the end, the Group assured that
“The international community will maintain a longrn engagement in Bosnia and
Herzegovina and in the Balkan region as a wh6teMoreover, leaders gathered in Denver
elaborated one more statement, which was addregmgjtuation in Cambodia and in which
they assured about their support for the Frenchlagission to that country>
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At the Birmingham Summit 1998, one could generallyserve the continuation of the
discussion on earlier issues. The heads of stadlegamernment noticed with satisfaction
progress on peace implementation in Bosnia anddgesdna, at the same time expressing
concern that continuing violence in Kosovo couldew the war in Balkans. They stressed
that “Peace and stability in Europe rest on thagypies that borders are inviolable and that
political change must come about through peacefeams.”®® They announced support for
the full integration of the Federal Republic of Yastavia, however only when Belgrade
would continue the political transition. Moreovéngy also expressed hope for free and fair
elections in Montenegro. Additionally, leaders eegsed concern that agreements concluded
in the Middle East peace process had been yetmplemented, what had happened the
stalemate of this process. They stated that “Amgdion of Israeli-Palestinian negotiations
would build confidence in the region and help tstoee momentum to the peace process as a
whole.” They were also worried about recent upsuwfeviolence in Indonesia, to which
contributed economic crisis. The Summit’s partiaiggaalso harshly condemned nuclear tests
carried out by India, which were contradictory witie CTBT and the NPT. They worryingly
assumed that this could happen to an increaseslofofinuclear and missile proliferation in
South Asia and elsewhere. They also called on Rakito exercise maximum restraint in the
face of these tests and to adhere to internatiomradproliferation norms™’ In Birmingham,
was published a special “Statement on Northermametl, in which was expressed satisfaction
of the Belfast Agreement reached on 10.04.1998.G&expressed hope that it would lead to
political stability as well as to the economic depenent of Northern Irelantf®

In the course of the debate at the Cologne Sum@89 1the Kosovo issue was raised once
more. The participants of that meeting welcomedaith@ption of the UNSCR1244 as well as
the agreement between the NATO and Russia on teenational security and the Military
Technical Agreement: “In that regard, we insisttthl parties to the conflict in Kosovo
respect the cease-fire and fully abide by the tadfdNSCR 1244 and the Military Technical
Agreement concerning the withdrawal of all Yugoslamd Serb military, police, and

paramilitary forces from Kosovo and the demilitation of the KLA and other armed
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Kosovo Albanian groups’®® As one of the priorities was set the safe androzga return of
refugees and displaced people as well as the agsofi security for Serb an all other
minorities in Kosovo. The G8 announced cooperaté thie International Criminal Tribunal
for the Former Yugoslavia and meetings of the magonal community to address assistance
for Kosovo. Leaders stated that “We stress the mapoe of the civil implementation and,
given the key role the G8 has played in the Kosm&s, we invite our Foreign Ministers to
review on a regular basis the progress achievesifrun this process and to provide further
guidance.” In Cologne, was once more reiterateghador the Middle East peace process
that according to G8 countries should be baseth@ptinciples of land for peace, adoption of
existing commitments, UNSCR 242, 338 and 425 asl sl the Madrid and Oslo
Agreements. They called on Israel and the Palestnito implement the River
MemorandunT ® to combat terrorism and violence, and to refraimnf any actions that could
have a negative influence on the Permanent Staigstiations. They also appealed to Israel,
Syria and Lebanon to quickly conclude a peace aggee “We equally underline the
importance of resuming the multilateral track af ffeace process and encourage the working
groups and steering group to pursue their actsjitseipporting the bilateral negotiations and
enhancing regional cooperation and economic integrd The heads of state and
governments reminded that the sustained economea@nent and better living standard for
the Palestinians are important factors for peaak sability in the region. They expressed
satisfaction of Jordan’s support for the Middle tHasace process and announced economic
assistance and debt relief for this country. MoegpVyeaders appreciated introduction of
democracy in Nigeria, confirming the necessityraérnational support for the process of the
political and economic reform, which would help total stabilisation of Nigeria. They
expressed concern at the continuing violent canflidashmir, calling on India and Pakistan
to urgent stop of fights, to restore the Line ofn@ol and to return to negotiations. G8

countries appealed to the UN Secretary Generablioboth sides of the Cyprus dispute to
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talks as well as they paid attention that leadénsoth parties should commit themselves to
the four principles: 1. No pre-conditions; 2. Alisues on the table; 3. Continuation of
negotiations until consensus is reached; 4. Fulbkeration of relevant UN resolutions and
treaties. Moreover, the G8 expressed its full supfow the “Stability Pact for South Eastern
Europe” agreed on 10.06.1999 in Cologne. Therewnaerlined that the EU would play the
central role in implementation of this Pact andt tha order to achieve the goals of the
Stability Pact, the countries of the region bearienary responsibility.””* The aim of this
Pact was giving support for countries of South &asEurope in their efforts to democracy,
peace, respect for human rights and economic pribgpAt the same time was underlined
that “A settlement of the Kosovo conflict is craldo our ability to reach fully the objectives
of the Stability Pact and to work towards permankmg term measures for a future of peace
and inter-ethnic harmony without fear of the resmae of war.”? In the framework of the
Stability Pact's mechanism leaders agreed to eshald South Eastern Europe Regional
Table, three Working Tables and a Special Coordmd the separate document were also
described single roles and cooperation betweerpatsicipants. The G8 called on “the
international donor community to undertake the ssagy measures in order to give the
countries in the region a strong signal of actinernational support and solidarity and to
organize donor conferences as early as feasible.”

The same subject returned next year at the Okirdmramit, where in the statement on
regional issues the participants noticed that “Wenmend the co-ordination provided by the
Stability Pact which is contributing to enhancedioeal political and economic co-operation
in South Eastern Europe. We also welcome the 2librbiEuros in pledges for quick-start
projects in the fields of democratisation, econord&velopment and security under the
Stability Pact.*®* Leaders called on all communities in Kosovo topstdolence ant to
contribute to municipal elections. They expressazhcern at motives and possible
consequences of the revision of the Federal Repobliyugoslavia and harshly condemned
restrictions on the free press in that country. G& reiterated support for democratically
elected authorities of Montenegro and expressed siisfaction of progress on

democratization of this country. G8 leaders alstest that “In the Middle East, there is a real
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opportunity for the achievement of a comprehenpe@ce based on the UN Security Council
Resolutions 242 and 338 and the agreements of Maaml Oslo.” With satisfaction was
noticed the decision of Israel and the Palestinianscontinuation of talks. Summit's
participants reiterated the G8's readiness of hglpin the implementing of a peace
agreement, stressed the importance of activity haf multilateral working groups and
condemned any attempts to disrupt the peace prdogs®rrorist and extreme groups.
Moreover leaders expressed concern at continus®tenbetween India and Pakistan, calling
on both states to implement the UNSCR1172 andtify the CTBT. They also called for
peace in Africa, reiterating their “strong commitmhé& help”. In the same document was also
written that “The failure of the two parties to obge their differences and end the division of
Cyprus remains a matter of serious concern to’{isThe heads of state and government
appealed to both sides to intensify talks in theenut round of negotiations. At the Okinawa
Summit was also published the statement on the dwoReninsula, in which was noticed:
“We warmly welcome the Summit Meeting between th@KRand the DPRK held in
Pyongyang on 13-15 June 2000 and underline therlisiportance of this meeting® The

G8 expressed hope that this would start a new erater-Korean relations and would
contribute to permanent peace on the Korean Pdain&®8 countries once more called on
North Korea for “a constructive response to intéomal concerns over security, non-
proliferation, humanitarian and human rights issu&s

Atmosphere of the Genoa Summit was harmed by heaisy in which one person was dead.
In special statements issued on the first and skday of the meeting, G8 leaders expressed
their sorrow of the death of this one person angador the peaceful demonstrating. There
was stressed that “It is of vital importance thatndcratically elected leaders, legitimately
representing millions of people can meet to dis@rs®s of common concerff® Leaders
announced the dialogue with the civil society aodtinuation of the debate on issues the
most important for the world population and econpmiyh special attention to Africa. In the
“Statement on Regional Issues” was expressed conmgethe tense situation in Former

Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, there was giverpsufpfor the government of this country
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and all armed groups were called to the voluntasardhament. The heads of state and
government appealed also to North and South Karee-establish contacts at the ministerial
level. The North was also called to fulfil its ajditions, which were announced in the
moratorium on missile launché¥. Moreover, participants of the summit asked for the
immediate cease of fire in the Middle East and dggent implementation of the Mitchell
Report®® A wider debate on political issues took placehat &8 foreign ministers meeting
before the Genoa Summit, where were discussedaslgennected with situation on Cyprus,
in Iraqg, Indonesia, Afghanistan, South Asia, Eastdr, Colombia and in Africa.

Already at the Genoa Summit was seen the tendenkimit the discussion of G8 leaders on
political issues and the shift of this debate te tbrum of G8 foreign ministers. In the
Kananaskis Chair's Summary, was shortly mentiotedMiddle East peace process, where
leaders were in favour of vision of two states &l as there was announced a support for the
Transition Authority of Afghanistan and for effort® combat opium production and
trafficking. Additionally, the heads of state amavgrnment called on Pakistan to stop terrorist
activity originating from its territory®* In turn, G8 foreign ministers gathered at the finget

in Whistler, before the G8 summit, published addii documents on situation in
Afghanistan, India-Pakistan, Balkans, the Koreanifila and Cyprus.

At the Evian Summit 2003, G8 leaders welcomed thanimous adoption of the UNSCR
1483 and announced the calling of an internaticoaference on the reconstruction of Iraq.
They expressed satisfaction of the decision oklsaiad the Palestinians on acceptance of the
Quartet Roadmap as well as hope for reaching eepegreement that would also encompass
Syria and Lebanon. They also called on relevant@fisters “to examine as soon as possible
the measures necessary to support a plan for th&ligation and reconstruction of the
Palestinian economy, including the leveraging ofgie investment, within the framework of

the Middle East Peace Proce8¥The heads of state and government expressed coater
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the nuclear threat from North Korea and Iran sid@terated support for the President
Karzai's Transnational Administration of Afghanistas well as for the Afghan National
Drug Strategy and the “Paris P&&f’proposed by the UN. Leaders also expressed their
sympathy for the Algerian people who were deadsarftered in earthquakes and announced
an emergency as well as long-term assistance ioctluntry. Additionally, they called on the
Zimbabwe government to stop repressions againgtititgeens and to respect their right to
peaceful demonstration. Moreover, G8 foreign marstdiscussed on the situation in
Colombia, Democratic Republic of Congo, Georgialianand Pakistan, Sri Lanka and Iraq.
They issued the separate statement condemning#tade taking in Moscow, in which they
appealed for the immediate and unconditional reledfiostages and announced that “We are
determined to fight terrorism decisively and undtodally in all its forms and
manifestations 3

The Sea Island Summit 2004 had a special polisicalificance as next to G8 leaders in the
meeting were participating the leaders from Afgktam, Algeria, Bahrain, Iraq, Jordan,
Yemen and Turkey. There was published the spetagéraent on Sudan, in which the G8
expressed hope for the reaching of a comprehergjveement between the government of
Sudan and the Sudan’s People Liberation Movemedtle@ders expressed also concern at
humanitarian and political crisis in Darfur, caffion Sudan authorities to end human rights
violations, to facilitate humanitarian access fttmaeded people and to disarm “Janjaweed”
and other armed grouf$. In other statement the heads of state and governexpressed
satisfaction of the initiative of Israel Prime Mitér Sharon giving perspective for
withdrawing of Israeli forces from Gaza settlemeautsl from parts of the West Bank. They
reiterated that the Quartet Roadmap is the impblasis to reach a stable peace agreement

and to realize Palestinian national aspiratioregjrgl “We support and commend all efforts,
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including those by Egypt, to resolve critical sétyuissues relating to Gaza, and urge that this
important work continue®*° There was underlined the importance of revitaliranf the
Palestinian economy as well as hope that muniaghadtions planned by the Palestinian
Authority would be fair and transparent and woutshtcibute to further democratic reforms.
Moreover, the G8 welcomed the unanimous approvah@fUNSCR 1546, gave support for
the new Iraqgi government and announced help iridnagonstruction. Leaders also called on
North Korea to dismantle its nuclear programs andlran to fulfil the NPT and IAEA

obligations®’’

Additionally, participants of the Sea Island Sumrhad contributed to
establishment of the Partnership for Progress ammhr@on Future with the Region of the
Broader Middle East and North Africa aimed at caugyout political, social and economic
reform in the region. In the framework of this Parship was supposed to be create a “Forum
for the Future” aimed at gathering together “G8 amgional Foreign, Economic, and other
Ministers in an ongoing discussion on reform, wihbsiness and civil society leaders
participating in parallel dialogue§®® There was also agreed a Plan of Support for Reform
which was supposed to help in promotion of demaggracducation, social and economic
reforms.

At the Gleneagles meeting 2005, its participantseamore admitted that “our common goal
remains a final settlement of the Israeli/Paleatinconflict based on the creation of a viable,
democratic Palestinian state living in peace, dygand prosperity side-by-side with a secure,
universally recognised Israél® They gave support for the plan of James Wolfensohn
(Quartet's Special Envoy for Disengagement) to hiéllp Palestinians in an economic
reconstruction and in further governance refornwell as for his imitative to rise a global
contribution of up to $3 billion per year over thext three years. Leaders called on both sides
of the conflict to engage in implementation of Wanl§ohn’s plans and added that “We
underline our resolve to support both sides in mgdaheir Roadmap commitments and call

on others to do the sam&®In Gleneagles, was also published the separatarstat on Iraq,
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in which the G8 expressed its support for the deatmally elected Iraqi Transnational
Government and announced help to complete the gsarfdransition foreseen in the UNSCR
1546. Leaders appealed to the UN to enhance itsntionent in Iraq as well as to Iraq “to
adhere to the political timetable specified in Thansitional Administrative Law, culminating
in the holding of national elections by 15 Deceml#05 for a government under a new
constitution.®! They condemned all terrorist acts, including theraer of the Egyptian
Ambassador to Baghdad as well as promised to matpih building its security forces, to
reduce its debt and to support its efforts to jtwe WTO. Moreover, they announced
assistance for Iraq in the reconstruction of thentxy and appealed to states “to disburse
unreleased portions of their pledges from the 20@8rid Conference and to provide further
contributions to Irag's reconstructioft* G8 countries together with present in Gleneagles
leaders of Africa issued the special statementudaf, in which they reiterated hope “to see
an end to the crisis in Darfur — a crisis that basn thousands killed, some two million
displaced and fearful to return home, and thatatieres to undermine a hard-won peace
agreement for Southern Sudan, itself the sceneverf mventy years of brutal civil waf*®
The G8 stressed that the African Union is the prém@im to solve this conflict and called on
all parties to cooperate on reaching a peace agmeilreaders welcomed the signature of the
Declaration of principles by the sides, appealmadhem to comply with the UNSCR 1539,
which was calling for cooperation with the Inteinatl Criminal Court. There was admitted
that “The African Union is playing a vital role @anhancing security on the ground, protecting
civilians, allowing the humanitarian response taochion and giving the political talks a
chance of success. The troops are having a positipact.®* G8 countries announced
further financial and other support for the Africanion as well as for victims of the Darfur
crisis. They also called on the Sudan governmedtrahels to make possible a free flow of
humanitarian aid and works of humanitarian agendibere was expressed satisfaction of the
initiative of France, the UK, Germany and the Elhed at solving a problem with Iran’s
nuclear program. Moreover, once more participapfgealed to North Korea to abandon its

nuclear weapons-related programs. Additionallytha Chair's Summary were mentioned
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such discussed subjects as situation in Afghanidtabanon, Zimbabwe, Haiti and hard
situation of victims of the huge tsunami in theifmdOcear?™

The St Petersburg Summit 2006 was devoted, to xtgnt, to issues connected with human
security. The only separate statement addressintyl'®aonflict were the Statement on the
Middle East, in which participants expressed “deamg concern about the situation in the
Middle East, in particular the rising civilian casies on all sides and the damage to
infrastructure.?'® As the cause of the crisis were indicated actiminextremist forcesnter
alia of Hamas in Gaza and Hezbollah in Lebanon attaclsrael. At the same time, leaders
called on Israel to “exercise utmost restraint,kseg to avoid casualties among innocent
civilians and damage to civilian infrastructure @ondefrain from acts that would destabilize
the Lebanese government.” The G8 called for thermebf the Israeli forces in Gaza and
Lebanon unharmed; end of the shelling of Israefittey; end of Israeli military operations;
the withdrawal of Israeli soldiers from Gaza; awod the release of the arrested Palestinian
ministers and parliamentarians. G8 countries askexl Lebanese authorities for the
implementation of the UNSCR 1559 and for starthef tlialogue with Israel, promising their
economic and humanitarian assistance for the Lelgarmeople. In reference to the
Palestinians they stated that “All Palestinian iparshould accept the existence of Israel,
reject violence, and accept all previous agreemamdsobligations, including the Roadmap.”
Additionally, leaders called for ending the tersbrattacks against Israel and proposed actions
aimed at “an immediate end to the current violeacessumption of security cooperation and
of a political engagement both among Palestiniams with Israel.®"In the end, they
appreciated the positive efforts of Egypt, SaudalAa, Jordan and others as well as they
reiterated the Quartet is a central actor in thddiéi East peace process.

At the Heiligendamm Summit 2007, its participargiirned to the question of Sudan-Darfur:
“While the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA)aoiudry 2005 has led to an end of
hostilities in the South, a persistent delay in itin@lementation of crucial elements of the
agreement is threatening to undermine efforts aimedreating a united, peaceful, and

prosperous Sudan based on the rule of B%They condemned violent actions of the Sudan
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government and the rebels, calling on both sidesgpect international humanitarian law and
to make the safe humanitarian access possiblé ito rded. Leaders stressed that the conflict
in Darfur may be solved only by peaceful means fandhat reason they fully supported the
Special Envoys of the UN and the African Union heit efforts to bring the parties to
negotiations. They also expressed concern at ttegiok@ating humanitarian situation in Chad
and in the Central African Republic, underlinedtttie conflict in Darfur is a threat to whole
region and announced that “If the government ofeé®udr the rebel movements continue to
fail to meet their obligations, we will support appriate action in the Security Councit?

An important event at the Heiligendamm Summit was debate of G8 countries with the
leaders of Brazil, China, India, Mexico and Soutfrica, which was described as “an
important step towards an equal and enduring patie for building the framework
conditions of a globalized and competitive worldmemy.”®?° The inaugurated dialogue with
these major emerging economies was named the eleilagnm Process and was supposed to
focus on four areas: 1. Promoting and protectingowations; 2. Enhancing freedom of
investment; 3. Defining common responsibilities fi@velopment with special regard to
Africa; 4. Sharing knowledge for improving energ§i@ency and technology cooperation
with the aim to contribute to reducing €@missions. The OECD was asked for providing a
platform for this dialogue and the IAEA for coopiang in the field of energy efficiency. The
results of that forum were supposed to be preseatethe G8 summit in ltaly 2008!
Additionally, the heads of state and governmentudised on a future status of Kosovo;
conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh; nuclear threat frone side of North Korea and lIran;
positive developments in Colombia; increase of ideiattacks in Afghanistan; and they
reiterated their hopes and worries related withMigdle East peace proce¥s.
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Chapter VIl
HUMAN SECURITY SECTOR

While the fundament of calling the G6/G7 meetingevihe economic crisis, from the very
beginning was seen an interest in the situatiordefeloping countries. Already in the
Declaration of Rambouillet one may read: “A coopee relationship and improved
understanding between the developing nations amdhttustrial world is fundamental to the
prosperity of each®? At the beginning, assistance for developing natimas based only on
the economic help. However, in Puerto Rico 1976dées admitted that cooperation with
developing countries should be based on mutuakotsgnd efforts of both sides should be
supportive: “Our efforts for international econonto-operation must be considered as
complementary to the policies of the developingntoas themselves to achieve sustainable
growth and rising standards of living?® Definition of the sustainable growth will occurrye
often in G7/8 documents and will be one of the niies of the Group with regard to
developing nations and Africa. From the start, ¥ relied on the UN as the organization,
which plays the central role in process of helghmg most needed countries. It was mentioned
already in Puerto Rico, where the Summit’s paréioig expressed satisfaction of positive
results of the UNCTAD. In the same declaration wtged: “Our common goal is to find
practical solutions which contribute to an equikabhd productive relationship among all
peoples.®®® As at the beginning the idea of summits embracey economic issues, in first
documents of summits were described North-Southtiogls mainly in the context of
economic help for developing countrfé8.In the Appendix to the final Declaration of
London Summit 1977, in the part devoted to NortlrBaelations, were described plans of
economic assistance as well as were announcechadtoincrease help “particularly to the

800 million people who now live in absolute povei§/ There was strongly underlined that
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developed and developing countries are bound véth ether, and prosperity of the world
economy depends on the growth in developing caestri

In the Declaration of Bonn 1978, authors focusedssistance for developing nations, but at
the same time they stressed that the human bemgeasy important issue for them. Leaders
expressed concern at the world-wide high unemplognvehich economic costs are high but
“its human cost higher stil®® In similar tone they had their say in the energgaavhere
they stated that “In energy development, the emvivent and human safety of the population
must be safeguarded with greatest cife.”

At the Venice Summit, leaders announced works @tioas with developing countries in the
framework of the UN as well as the crating of a rlaternational Development Strategy, at
the same time declaring that “our object is to ®afe with the developing countries in
energy conservation and development, expansioxmdres, enhancement of human skills,
and the tackling of underlying food and populatiproblems.?3° The heads of state and
government also announced cooperation and suppothé World Bank and FAO in their
efforts to improve grain storage and food handfenglities. Moreover, they paid attention to
the problem of population growth; the necessityviafer participation in the new Food Aid
Convention; the securing of at least ten milliomgoof food annually; and the need of
participation in help for developing countries ofitmunist and oil-exporting countrié¥.

At the Ottawa Summit 1981, its participants reitiedasupport for developing nations “to
promote their economic and social development withie framework of their own social
values and tradition$* They announced works on the increasing of publiidenstanding for
the importance of help for the poorest countriesvall as cooperation with the UN in its
Conference on the Least Developed Countries. Tivagereiterated the necessity of ensuring
food security for the most needed and of tacklinthwmplications of population growth,
stressing that this last question should be corsibeith regard of respect for human values
and dignity. Leaders confirmed their readiness ooperate with international financial
organizations and once more appealed to the Sbtinéin to increase its engagement in
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development assistance. Moreover, the G7 undertimeidthe lasting peace is possible only if
is based on “respect for the freedom and dignityatifons and individual$®

In the Declaration of Versailles 1982, leaders asta goal the launching of global
negotiations aimed at establishing internationapevation to help developing countries in
creating economic and political wellbeing. As thasic areas of help were mentioned
programs connected with food and energy productionVersailles President Mitterrand
presented the report, in which he described chaaedsthreats connected with technology,
employment and growth. He reminded that while thenemic crisis is unfavourable and
perceptible for citizens of G7 countries, still “the countries of the South, conditions of
survival have worsened: nearly thirty million humagings have died of starvatioft* In his
opinion, the technological development is posifimethe human but biotechnologies should
focus on actions leading to the reduction of famulisease and overpopulation. In the part
devoted to combating the North-South imbalancedtelMand underlined the G7 countries
have obligation of help in transferring technol@gie the South countries: “We must consider
not only the means to transfer our technologidbém by suitably adapting them, but also the
creation of conditions to encourage the developnaériechnologies that focus directly on
their own realities; it is on this condition thatet independent development of their
agriculture, their industry and their services @sgible.®® It was the first time, when the
assistance for developing countries was treatedush extensive way. In the report was
stressed that there should be assured conditidranho“for survival in dignity” but they also
should concern protection of the environment antliral resources as well as the fight
against results of an urban concentrafin.

In the next year, at the Williamsburg Summit, leadshortly mentioned only about debt relief
for developing countries, but wider the subjecthefp for the most needed countries was

discussed at the £6Bummit in London 1984. In the declaration of thiseting occurred for
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the first time in the G7 history declaration frommetleaders’ side of helping developing
countries in the fight with draught and poverty: éVdttach major importance to the special
action program for Africa which is being preparedthe World Bank and should provide
renewed impetus to the joint efforts of the intéioraal community to help®®’

In the 1985 Bonn declaration, “Towards Sustainedw®n and Higher Employment”, in the
part devoted to relations with developing nation#)e heads of states and government
expressed concern at the critical situation of ¢ people suffering from famine and
draught. They welcomed the fact of giving assisgtarmxy different governments and
organizations, including private groups, as welleasablishment by the World Bank the
Special Facility for Sub Saharan Africa. There wasided not only to continue emergency
food aid but also to support African countrieshe tlevelopment of their own long-term food
strategy and economic potential. The G7 announgpglies of pesticides, seed and fertilizers
within agricultural development projects and thgiovement of the existing early warning
systems. G7 countries underlined that politicalt@tictions should not be a handicap to
deliver food to the hungry. They appealed to exantie establishment of a research network
on dry zone grains as well as to intensify coopanawvith African countries on the fight
against desertificatioft® To the fact that human security concept was clos¢he G7
ideology may testified the reference of Bonn “Recidit Declaration on the 40Anniversary of
the End of the Second World War”, where was noti¢8d, as we look back to the terrible
suffering of the Second World War and the commopeernce of forty years of peace and
freedom, we dedicate ourselves and our countriew &n the creation of a world in which all
peoples enjoy the blessings of peace, of justicd,d freedom from oppression, want and
fear (from author) a world in which individuals are able to fulfilglm responsibilities for
themselves, to their families and to their commiasjta world in which all nations, large and
small, combine to work together for a better futimeall mankind.®*°

In the 1986 Tokyo Economic Declaration leaders esged satisfaction of the improvement
of food situation in Africa, but at the same tinney added that still a lot of countries in that

87 The London Economic Declaratidmtp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1984london/comnauw. htm)
01.02.2010

838 The Bonn Economic Declaration: Towards Sustaineaiveh and Higher Employment - Relations with

Developing Countrieittp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1985bonn/commueidpimli#relation01.02.2010

89 political Declaration on the 40th Anniversary ohet End of the Second World War,

http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1985bonn/polititdnl, 01.02.2010

236



region need emergency aid, “we continue to recagthie high priority to be given to meeting
the needs of Africa®® They announced the implementation of measuresedgby G7
foreign ministers in the Report on Aid to Africayaperation with the Special Facility for Sub
Saharan African Countries; adoption of a new Stma¢tAdjustment Facility of the IMF; and
the use of IDA. Moreover, the G7 declared its difec participation in the planned UN
Special Session on Africa, which was supposed miribute to the long-term development of
Africa.?*!

At the Venice meeting 1987, its participant diseaka lot on economic and financial support
for Africa, on the debt relief for the countriestbfs region, but also for the first time in the
declaration had occurred the reference to issueseabed with human security such as:
education and its future role in the society; theSR (Human Frontier Science Program)
aimed at basic research on biological functiondyioethics conferences aimed at the review
of the ethical implications of developments in Ifeiences. In Venice was also for the first
time raised the question of AIDS. In the “ChairmeaBtatement on AIDS”, leaders admitted
that it is one of the two biggest health problemshe world and they added that “National
efforts need to be intensified and made more effedcby international cooperation and
concerted campaigns to prevent AIDS from spreatfiinger, and will have to ensure that the
measures taken are in accordance with the prircipldiuman rights®? There was agreed
that there is no necessary to create new orgaoiatbut the existing organizations should
received proper support and the organizations shauld be an international forum of
cooperation on fighting AIDS is the WHO. As a vaxxior cure does not exist, the best way
to prevent and combat AIDS is education of the ouddbout prevention, spread and results of
the disease. In order to achieve that, leaders wmued the calling of an international
conference at the ministerial level on public edwcaabout AIDS. Moreover, they declared
the intensification of collaboration on basic afidical studies on prevention, treatment, and
the development of a successful vaccine. The G¥ \adcomed the proposal made by the
President of France of creating an internationahrodttee on the ethical issues raised by
AIDS 2%
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In the declaration of the Toronto Summit 1988, wassented a new economic division of
countries: next to developing countries were memibalso middle-income countries and the
subgroup of the poorest developing countries, inckvlvere included African countries. At
this meeting, leaders discussed mainly on econ@upport and the debt relief for these
countriess**

The Summit in Paris 1989 also raised the questidheopoorest and most indebted countries,
but above all through the prism of financial hdlpthe Economic Declaration, the heads of
state and government paid attention to the fadtithaccordance with arrangements of the
Venice Summit (1982) had been established an latemal Ethics Committee on AIDS,
which gathered members of the Summits, the EC la@dMHO. In Paris was also issued the
Declaration on Human Rights that was the pecutieological manifest of the Group. In that
document was underlined the necessity of proteaifomuman rights, democratic principles
and freedom. There was also noticed that “Extrermoeeqty and exclusion from society
violate the dignity of everyone enduring them. Tdoegho suffer or are in need should be
supported **> Moreover, G7 countries added that “We hold thatright of each individual
to physical integrity and dignity must be guaradtédhese views are convergent with the
wide understanding of human security and were amcedialready in 1989, five years before
the UN reporf*®

In the 1991 London declaration, leaders underlitleat “Africa deserves our special
attention.®’ They admitted that there was a progress in mamjcakf countries in the
economy as well as in democracy but they owe thigrge extent, to the G7 support through
“stimulating development of the private sector, @maging regional integration, providing
concessional flows and reducing debt burdéfl"eaders noticed with satisfaction that the
Special Program of Assistance for Africa, aimedhelping over 20 African countries in the

economic reform, bring effects. G7 countries anmednalso humanitarian aid for the most
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touched parties of Africa and called on the UN dtevantly reform its structures, in a way
that they could be more effecti¢&.

In the 1995 Halifax communiqué were presented astito promote the sustainable
development and to reduce poverty: “An overridimgiity is to improve the plight of the
world's poor.®° Sub Saharan Africa was indicated as the areartbatled the most an
international help. The G7 announced in cooperatiith relevant international organisations
to focus concessional resources on the poorestregirespecially in Sub Saharan Africa and
to direct an increase participation of their resesrto basic social progranfs:

In the 1996 Lyon final communiqué, the fourth part this document was titled
“Implementing a New Global Partnership for Develgmnh An Ambition For The 21st
Century”. It was aimed at establishing a globatmenship between developing and developed
countries and multilateral institutions, what woeldable all developing countries, no matter
at which level of development, to share and paudig in the benefits of globalization. As the
goals of this Partnership were mentioned: reductibrpoverty and social inequities; the
respect of internationally recognized labour stadstaprotection of children; a strengthened
civil society; the protection of the environmenfdaimproved health and education. The
heads of state and government called for creatidggators measuring progress in such areas
as extreme poverty; infant, child and maternal alityt and primary education. There were
described the roles of particulars participantsthed Partnership, stressingter alia that
developing countries have “a fundamental respolitsibifor promoting their own
development.” At the same time there was remintlat“Democracy, human rights and good
governance are indispensable components of develaghDeveloping countries should in
the first place focus on the funding of social awbnomic development programs and
promoting of regional cooperation. In turn, devedmountries have an obligation to support
developing countries “in a spirit of common purpesel efficiency.” They should create an
environment, which would induce trade and privatearicial flows to move toward
developing countries. For multilateral developmiastitutions was foreseen the central role

“in promoting development and encouraging the dmpialy countries to reduce poverty, to
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implement sound economic policies and to improyeacdy.” For they could act in that way,
the financial engagement of their members was sacgs In the framework of the
Partnership were set out four complementary gdal€oncentration of financial means on
countries that are the most needed and that waeildbe to use them in effective way; 2.
Adequate ODA funding of seven sectors such as theailtl education, basic infrastructure,
clean water schemes, environmental conservatiatroreinterprises, agriculture research and
small scale agriculture; 3. Support of private sech developing countries; 4. Further
integration of the least and less developed cecesitinto the global econonfy? In the
Political Declaration leaders raised also the qoesbf the review of the UN structure and
goals, stating at the same time that “We contimueegard the United Nations as the
cornerstone of an international system whose saawefailure is increasingly significant for
human security (from author- for the first time inofficial G7 document) including
development within countries and partnership amomentries.?>® In the other place of this
document the heads of state and governments ndtie¢dPeople should be the focus of our
policies”, stressing results of destructing envin@mt to human health. Another issue that
belong to human security area and was raised bydbntries were consequences of fast
development of information and communication tedbgies and services. They announced
efforts to a universal access to these technolpgasticularly to make it possible for
developing countries to benefit from these newtsahg. They also admitted that information
and communication technologies and services “hangortant potential to meet basic human
needs, develop human resources, promote econonuwtlgr encourage participatory
democracy and a free media. They should promotaraliand linguistic diversity, as well as
dynamic competition.” Leaders discussed also oecinfus diseases such as HIV/AIDS,
malaria, cholera, ebola, and antibiotic resistdrdirss of tuberculosis and pneumonia that
“pose an unacceptable threat to people of all nafiaisproportionately affecting the
populations of the poorest nations.” The G7 called cooperation on creating not only
mechanism of prevention, detection, surveillancéd esponse to the diseases but also on
research, accessible health care services andaditagg in the treatment and control of the
diseases. In the end, leaders announced workstendig various assistance programs for

countries mostly hit by HIV/AIDS and other infeai® diseases as well as they expressed
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strong support for works of the WHO and the UN Paog on AIDS in fighting global
epidemic$™*

The Denver Summit 1997 was the first full meetimghe eight countries and it devoted a lot
of space to the debate connected with human sgcUittough in earlier documents was
stressed the importance of influence of the enwiremt on human health, nevertheless it was
the Denver communiqué where for the first time ocal the statement: “Our governments
will explicitly incorporate children into environm&l risk assessments and standard setting
and together will work to strengthen informatiorclkeange, provide for microbiologically safe
drinking water, and reduce children's exposureetd] environmental tobacco smoke and
other air pollutants®° Leaders returned also to the question of the diglgainst infectious
diseases which, as was underlined, cause a omkedhall deaths in the world and threat not
only to health but also to world’s security andaficial resources. The G8 announced special
efforts in the next year to intensify cooperationthis field as well as works on a global
surveillance network and on building public heattpacity to prevent detect and control
infectious diseases globally. The heads of stategawernment admitted that while works on
different methods of prevention and treatment amgartant, still the priority should be given
to creation of “safe, accessible, and effectivecirags against AIDS”. They also called on all
states and relevant international fora to engageowperation on AIDS vaccine research.
Moreover, leaders discussed on the issue of huoamg, stating “We agree on the need for
appropriate domestic measures and close inter@édticooperation to prohibit the use of
somatic cell nuclear transfer to create a chilct #he first time in the summit’s document
was devoted so much space to the Africa questiorthé part of the communiqué titled
“Africa: Partnership for Development”, leaders deed that “we aim to translate the
principles of that Partnership into new concretéoacto support the efforts of African
countries to participate fully in the expansiongdbal prosperity and to spread the benefits
throughout their societies.” They noticed with siction that there are visible the positive
developments such as democratic and economic refatnmany Sub Saharan countries.
They announced further support for African governtaan implementing transparency of
governments, democratic principles and human righte G8 admitted that prosperity to
large extent depends on the private sector-led thrawd integration into the global economy,

for that reason leaders announced further assestiom their as well as form international
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financial institutions side in promoting foreignrelit investment and domestic capital
formation. G8 countries also stated that “We eadhoentinue to improve, through various
means, access to our markets for African expofiteey called African countries for further
liberalization of trade in the framework of the WHEDd for regional cooperation. Moreover,
leaders admitted that in achieving the sustaindbleelopment by Sub Saharan countries the
main role would play flows of ODA but they must beordinated with appropriate policies.
They also announced the deepening of the dialogtreAdrican partners in order to ensure
well-targeted assistance, which would include: fsup for democratic governance, respect
for human rights, sound public administration, @ént legal and judicial systems,
infrastructure development, rural development, feedurity, environmental protection and
human resource development, including health andattn of their people.” They reiterated
that the central role in the development of Afqdays the UN and its development funds and
programs. The G8 welcomed the African Informatiati8ty Initiative and gave support for
plans of establishing information networks amongdsin countries as well as between them
and the rest of the world. Additionally, the headfistate and government announced support
for African peace building and conflict preventiamtiatives, particularly by the OAU
(Organisation of African Unity) and called on thélUWo support African countries in this
area. In the end, leaders appealed to their dffidia present in the next year a report of
progress of the Partnersfi.

At the Birmingham Summit 1998, its participantsetithat the one of “the major challenges
facing the world on the threshold of the 21st cepituwas integration of the poorest
developing countries into the world economy andben#hem to take advantages from the
globalisation. The G8 announced cooperation wids¢hcountries in order to achieve goals
noticed in the OECD’s Z1Century Strategy: “We shall therefore work witlent to achieve
at least primary education for children everywheaad to reduce drastically child and
maternal mortality and the proportion of the warlpbpulation living in extreme povert§>”
Next to the necessity of financial support, leadesgl attention to the need of enhanced
cooperation on infectious and parasitic diseasésdsn the G8, the WHO and the African
poorest countries. They announced support for aingative “Roll Back Malaria” aimed at

inert alia significant reduction of the deaths framalaria by 2010 as well as further efforts to
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develop AIDS vaccine, prevention and therapy. Thads of state and government asked
G8's experts for issuing as soon as possible amapion possibility of the entry into force
the French proposal for the “Therapeutic Solidaiyiative”. Moreover, they underlined the
necessity of strengthening Africa’s ability to peet and resolve conflict and to rebuild their
political, economic and social systems in the mostflict phase. In regard to this last
guestion, leaders decided that next to humanitaaid it is necessary to give technical and
financial assistance and relevant debt relief meisha They focused not only on the most
needed but they also considered how in the bestomald be used abilities of G8’ citizens:
“All our people, men and women, deserve the opmpituto contribute to and share in
national prosperity through work and a decent steahdf living.”*® In Birmingham, was also
published the “Response by the Presidency on Behdife G8 to the Jubilee 2000 Petition”,
in which was presented program of debt relief foorpcountries and in which leaders stated
that “We will work with the others concerned to eresthat all eligible countries get the relief
they need to secure a lasting exit from their grebblems.®>*

One of the subjects of the Cologne meeting 1999 tlvasnvesting in people, which in the
effect brought elaboration of the “Kdln Chartermfs and Ambitions for Lifelong Learning.”
As motives of this document effects of globalisatiovwere mentioned, where flexibility,
change and mobility would become indivisible comdis of human life. Leaders noticed that
“In the future, the passport to mobility will bewezhtion and lifelong learning. This passport
to mobility must be offered to everyon®® They underlined that knowledge skills and
gualifications are necessary to achieve an econ@uaress. According to the G8, the
government, the private sector and industrials khimvest more in education and trainings,
maintain three rules. Firstly, everyone should hageess to learning and basic education
should be free. Secondly, everyone should havepaortunity to continue learning through
their lives. Thirdly, there should be help for deygng countries to establish comprehensive
and efficient education system. Leaders paid atterio the fact that “As we move into the
next century, access to knowledge will be one efrttost significant determinants of income

and the quality of life.” There were also mentiorestential elements of lifelong learning
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such as: high quality early education; primary edion that teach children reading, writing,
arithmetic, IT and basic social skills; secondadyaation that develops the aptitudes and
abilities of all students; vocational training cengent with the needs of the labour market;
higher education with financial support to ensuceess for everyone; and adult skill
acquisition including high-quality work-based leagn systems. At the same time leaders
stressed that at these six above mentioned levelglds be paid special attention “to the
importance of creativity, entrepreneurship and atlan for democratic citizenship, including
respect for the political, civil and human rights al people, the value of tolerance and
pluralism, and an understanding and respect fodiversity of different communities, views
and traditions** Moreover, G8 countries admitted that while edurasystems have their
own national characters, nevertheless there aegs a@mmon for different countries, which
should be particularly observed. They were encosgzhf eight building blocks, where was
underlinedinter alia the key role of teachers in modernizing and pramgohigh standards in
education, and the greater role effective and modé@r networks. In the Cologne
communiqué, the heads of state and governmentsratstl their support for the goals
described in the Koln Charter and called on the DEE@d the UN to examine “how different
countries are attempting to raise education stasdéor example by looking at best practices
in the recruitment, training, compensation and aotability of the teaching profession
internationally.®®? They also committed to help developing countniegsing technologies to
address learning e.g. through distance learningreder, there were important words
concerning improvement of ability to prevent crisi(ffective crisis prevention and
management mustddress the root causes of these conflicts (autedobld These causes
include the political manipulation of ethnic tenso economic and social inequality, and
extreme poverty as well as the absence of democtiaeyule of law and good political and
economic governance.” In the same document, thee@&ated its engagement in the fight
against AIDS by elaborating a strategy of preventiaccine development and therapy as
well as in combating infectious and parasitic ds&sasuch as malaria, polio, tuberculosis and
their drug resistant forms. Leaders also inviteel @ECD experts to talks with G8 personal
representatives on implications of biotechnologyd asther aspects of food saféfy.

Additionally, in the final document of the G8 fogei ministers’ meeting in Glrzenich, before

%1 bidem
82 G8 Communiqué Kéln 199%ttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1999koln/finalcdrm, 02.02.2010

83 Ibidem

244



the Cologne Summit, one could find the direct refiee to the G8 position of human security.
In the third part of that document, titled “Humaec8rity”, was written that “The G8 is
determined to fight the underlying causes of thdtipla threats to human security, and is
committed to creating an environment where bagjtsi, the safety and the very survival of
all individuals are guaranteed. We emphasise thatial cornerstones of human security
remain democracy, human rights, rule of law, goodegnance and human developméfit.”
The Okinawa Summit 2000 was aimedimtier alia defining new principles for the 21
century because of the existing new challenges. @ribe areas that played the major role
was IT subject, as it has “immense potential foalding economies to expand further,
countries to enhance public welfare and promotegtr social cohesion and thus democracy
to flourish.®® In the document, “Okinawa Charter on Global Infatimn Society”, was
noticed that “everyone, everywhere should be enatagarticipate in and no one should be
excluded from the benefits of the global informatociety. The resilience of this society
depends on democratic values that foster humanlajgwent such as the free flow of
information and knowledge, mutual tolerance, andpeet for diversity®° There was
stressed that the huge role in development of Wworks plays the private sector and the
government’s role is to create transparent poliog segulatory but at the same time IT
friendly environment. The heads of state and gawemt announced actions to protecting
intellectual property rights for IT related techogy, facilitating cross border e-commerce and
privacy protection in the network as well as alti@ats aimed at secure cyberspace. They
underlined the importance of eliminating the digdevide in and among countriester alia
through widening network access or IT educatiow, ianvas particularly important in regard
with developing countries. The G8 decided to esghld Digital Opportunity Taskforce (DOT
force), which was supposed to work in the followergas: fostering policy, regulatory and
networks readiness; improving connectivity; incregsaccess and lowering cost; building
human capacity; and encouraging participation @bal e-commerce networkS. Moreover,
leaders reiterated the need of help for the pogresple, as a goal setting reduction of the
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number of people living in extreme poverty to higdf 1990 level by 2015. They welcomed
fact that, according to the Report on Poverty Redndoy MDBs and the IMF, in the past
century many countries had made big progress: “Rtoeir success, we have learned that
poverty can best be overcome in resilient, peacafull democratic societies with freedom
and opportunity for all®® For the first time in the Summit's document wadily raised the
issue of health: “Only through sustained action aoterent international co-operation to
fully mobilise new and existing medical, technieald financial resources, can we strengthen
health delivery systems and reach beyond traditiapproaches to break the vicious cycle of
disease and poverty.” Thanks to engagement of wiiiet resources, the G8 announced that
in cooperation with the international community Haskn gained control over polio, guinea
worm and onchocerciasis. As had increased awarghasshealth is central to economic
development”, leaders underlined the necessity loec cooperation with the WHO,
international organisations, industry, academititutsons, NGOs and other relevant actors to
achieve three UN targets: 1. Reducing the numbdilefAIDS-infected young people by
25% by 2010; 2. Reducing TB deaths and prevalefidbeodisease by 50% by 2010; 3.
Reducing the number of people suffered from malayi®0% by 2010. In order to achieve
these goals it was found as necessatgr alia to mobilize additional resources (although
with satisfaction was noticed the decision of MDBstriple IDA financing for HIV/AIDS,
malaria and TB). In the same document leaders &tinihat must be continued support for
basic education, because “in some developing cesn@iccess to education is limited,
particular for females and the socially vulnerablEhey promised increase of efforts and
closer cooperation with various international ofgations and private donors in order to
achieve the goals of universal primary educatior2®y5 and gender equality in schooling by
2005. They also called for creating strategiesctviwould let in the best taking advantages of
benefits of IT as well as for speeding actionshiis area: “Without accelerated progress in
this area, poverty reduction will not be achievedl anequalities between countries and
within societies will widen.” Moreover, G8 countsig@aid attention to the progressing aging
of population, what force people in power to chatigetraditional concept of three stage life
cycle of education, employment and retirement. e hiasic task in this field, promotion of
“a culture that values the experience and knowlg¢dgecome with age” was recognized. The
OECD was indicated as a leading organization irke/on ageing population, food safety and
development of biotechnology. Special meaning lead#ached to the importance of last two

8% G8 Communiqué Okinawa 200@ttp://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2000okinawa/firait.htm 02.02.2010
246




issues to developing countries and declared that WM work to strengthen our support for
their capacity building to harness the potentidélbiotechnology, and encourage research and
development as well as data and information shanngechnologies, including those that
address global food security, health, nutritiomad anvironmental challenges and are adapted
to specific conditions in these countri&&®

In the Genoa 2001, leaders talked a lot about foelfhe poorest countries agreeing that “The
most effective poverty reduction strategy is tomein a strong, dynamic, open and growing
global economy” but at the same time they stresisatl“Open, democratic and accountable
systems of governance, based on respect for hunggus rand the rule of law, are
preconditions for sustainable development and mobuswth.®”® The heads of state and
government raised a lot of financial and econonatuteons but they also discussed on
initiatives to promote health, education and foedusity. They referred to the decision from
the Okinawa Summit, where was decided to interedifigrts against infectious diseases, what
was reflected in the establishment ,with the UNr&acy General, of the Global Fund to
Fight HIV/AIDS, Malaria and Tuberculosis. The Fum@s planned as the public-private
partnership with a budget of $1.3 billion, howettez G8 called on other countries as well as
public and private subjects for financial suppond a&or shared expertise. Promoting of
integrated approach and operation “according tocgples of proven scientific and medical
effectiveness, rapid resource transfer, low tramsaccosts, and light governance with a
strong focus on outcomes” was set out as the ddafteover, leaders indicated on two
important elements in the effective response tedidus and parasitic diseases: strong
national health systems and society-wide actiongore the health sector. They also
expressed satisfaction of the fact of the wideressibility of drugs: “we will work with the
pharmaceutical industry and with affected countriesfacilitate the broadest possible
provision of drugs in an affordable and medicaffgeive manner.” The next important issue
discussed in Genoa, was education that was dedaiba “central building block for growth
and employment.” G8 countries agreed that the usatg@rimary education and equal access
to education at all levels for girls should be freority in the development and poverty
reduction strategy. There was announced help boedding assessments systems to measure

progress, help in the teacher training throughu$e of IT technology and cooperation with
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the ILO in fighting child labour. Additionally, |ers decided on the establishing of a task
force of senior G8 officials, which was supposedjitce them recommendations how in the
most optimal way could be realized goals concernguycation in cooperation with
developing countries, relevant international orgations and others stakeholders. The G8
reminded that according to the 2001 World Food Sumover 800 million people is
malnourished, including at least 250 million chédr so adequate food supplies and efforts to
enhance agricultural productivity and rural devetept should be crucial in the poverty
reduction strategy. An important role in this fiekéhs reserved to biotechnology: “Among
other things, the introduction of tried and testesv technology, including biotechnology, in
a safe manner and adapted to local conditions lgasfisant potential to substantially
increase crop yields in developing countries, whdeng fewer pesticides and less water than
conventional methods.” As the most food-insecugtores were indicated Sub Saharan Africa
and South Asia. Leaders also paid attention tofdbe that of the results of biotechnology
became people’s insecurity with regard to foodtyafeor that reason they announced actions
to inform society on food safety basing on “indegemt scientific advice, sound risk analysis
and the latest research developmefitsh Genoa was also published the “Genoa Plan for
Africa”, in which was stated that “Peace, stabibtyd the eradication of poverty in Africa are
among the most important challenges we face iméve millennium.®’? The heads of state
and government welcomed the New African Initiatileat based on principles of
responsibility and ownership but at the same tistressed the importance of such rules as
democracy, transparency, good governance, theafulew and human rights. The new
partnership with Africa presented in Genoa was eapf to support goals of the New African
Initiative such as: democracy, prevention and radaocof conflict; human development,
including action for health and education; IT teglogy; economic and corporate
governance; fight with corruption; stimulation aiyate investment; increase of trade within
Africa as well as between Africa and the world;décation of hunger and increase of food
security. In order to accelerate this process, @éties decided that each of them would
delegate its high level personal representativep wdgether with the committed African
leaders and under the guidance of Canada wouldecaeeoncrete Plan of Action and would

present it at the next G8 sumiifit.One of the important documents of the Genoa Summit
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was the “Report of the Digital Opportunity Task é®(DOT Force) including a proposal for
a Genoa Plan of Action”. There were presentedestbjanalyzed by the DOT Force such as
“the underlying causes of the digital divide, theverty-reducing and empowering potential
of new technologies, and the complex mix of strig®gpolicies, investments, and actions
required to create digital opportunities for all ilgh addressing key development
imperatives.2* There was admitted that IT could in the significavay influence on
reduction of social and economic inequalities “Buotisapplied, they can result in
marginalisation of the poor and the unconnected.the three-part document, the first one
considered possibility of the eliminating of thegitadl divide, which is the most
disadvantageous for the poorest countries. Leaatlrstted that IT could in the significant
way help indirectly and directly to realize agreleg the international community seven
international development godlS.In the second part was underlined that in orderctieve
goals of this document would be needed a regulagss encompassing a lot of participants
and a lot of integrated initiatives. There wereatiégd roles of governments and the private
sector as well as once more was stressed thatrbagensibility for success of this plan laid
on developing countries and their readiness to emeht proper reforms. In the third part
were presented nine action points aimed at enaldageloping countries to achieve IT-
enabled developments such as: 1. Help in estafbdjsiational eStrategies; 2. Improvement of
connectivity, increase of access and lower cost€rhance human capacity development

knowledge creation and sharing; 4. Foster enterpasisd entrepreneurship for sustainable
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8°The 7 IDGs are:

* Reduce the proportion of people living in extrenoegaty by half between 1990 and 2015

» Enrol all children in primary school by 2015

» Make progress toward gender equality and empowevsmgen by eliminating gender disparities in
primary and secondary education by 2005

* Reduce infant and child mortality rates by two-dkibetween 1990 and 2015

* Reduce maternal mortality ratios by three-quatbetsveen 1990 and 2015

» Provide access for all who need reproductive hesthices by 2015

« Implement national strategies for sustainable agmknt by 2005 so as to reverse the loss of

environmental resources by 2015
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economic development; 5. Establish and supporteusal participation in addressing new
international policy and technical issues raisedhgylnternet and IT; 6. Establish and support
dedicated initiatives for the IT inclusion of thedst Developed Countries; 7. Promote IT for
health care and in support against HIV/AIDS andeptinfectious and communicable
diseases; 8. National and international effort tpp®rt local content and applications
creation; 9. Prioritize IT in G8 and other devel@mnhassistance policies and programs and
enhance coordination of multilateral initiatiV88.Among documents of the Genoa Summit
was also the “Italian Presidency Document (BeyomdbtCRelief)”, in which was presented
series of propositions concerning the removal afiérbarriers for the poorest countries, the
promotion of private investments there as wellesé addressing health and education.
Before the Kananaskis Summit 2002, G8 foreign rnenss gathered in Whistler were
occupied with the conflict potential of environmanand resources issues, particularly the
guestion of cooperative and sustainable managerokrghared water resources. They
admitted that already one-sixth of the world d¢ Imave access to drinking water and one-
third lacks sanitation, and if this trend contidughen “According to World Bank
projections, by 2050 40% of the global populatioe &kely to face some form of water
shortage, with one in five suffering severe shasagslobal climate change could further
exacerbate the problerfi’® Ministers underlined that the subject of watersitg should be
considered in the context of three principles: préion — sound water policies would reduce
the risk of conflict; respect for sovereignty oétets directly involved; cooperation — mutual
and beneficial. At the Kananaskis Summit was phblisthe extensive document “G8 Africa
Action Plan”, which was created after the meetih¢he G8 with African leaders, and which
should be “the G8's initial response, designed riooerage the imaginative effort that
underlies the NEPAD New Partnership for Africa’s Developmegrdand to lay a solid
foundation for future cooperatiofi’ In the debate on the NEPAD took part present @t th
Summit the Presidents of Algeria, Nigeria, Sene&auth Africa and the UN Secretary
General. G8 leaders admitted that in spite of hithbelp, Africa still is not able to ensure

proper level of living for its people. However, NEP was a special document, as these were
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African leaders who contributed to its creation avttb announced taking responsibility for
its realization, and what more “NEPAD recognizeat tthe prime responsibility for Africa's
future lies with Africa itself.” G8 countries deed that each of them would establish a
partnership with African countries, which woulddiko realize arrangements of the NEPAD
but which would be able to present measurable testNVhile we will focus particular
attention on enhanced-partnership countries, wiealgb work with countries that do not yet
meet the standards of NEPAD but which are cleasipmmitted to and working towards its
implementation. We will not work with governmentkish disregard the interests and dignity
of their people ¥° Created by the G8 Action Plan focused on eighasari which the Group
assessed, that is able to add value. First oneeooed “Promoting Peace and Security.
Leaders announced here support for resolving maned conflicts in Africa; technical and
financial help to increase capacity of African coigs in prevention and peacekeeping;
support for African and the UN’s efforts to elimiaahe flow of illicit weapons to and within
Africa; assistance in actions to remove antipersbnmnes; help in tackling the problem of
armed conflict connected with the exploitation atural resources; cooperation on creating
more effective peace building support; and streswjtig African capacities to protect and
assist war-effected people, especially civiliansgmegn and children. The second area
addressed “Strengthening Institutions and Govemianand promised support for the
NEPAD’s priority political governance objectivesimforcement of the capacity-building
programs related to economic and corporate goveenamAfrica; support for African peer-
review arrangements; help in promoting gender étyu@impowerment of women and human
rights; and assistance in combating corruptionpdryi and embezzlement. Third area
included actions to “Fostering Trade, Investmentortomic Growth and Sustainable
Development”. Here were announced: assistance focaAin drawing investment (within
Africa and from abroad) and in implementing ecorogriowth policies; transfer of expertise
for the development of infrastructure projects; thmproving of greater market access for
African products; the establishing of trade-relatechnical assistance and capacity-building
programs; support for the advance regional econamegration and intra-African trade; and
the improving of effectiveness of the ODA. The naxea of cooperation concerned the
promise of the debt relief for the poorest coustriencluding help through the HIPC
Initiative. The fifth area was titled “Expanding &wledge: Improving and Promoting

Education and Expanding Digital Opportunities” adtressed: support for Africa countries
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to improve quality of education at all levels ants@ring the equal access to education by
women and girls; increase of assistance to Africasearch and higher education capacity in
enhanced-partnership countries; creation of digigbortunities; and help in using IT to
promote sustainable economic, social and politiatelopment. The sixth area concerned
“Improving Health and Confronting HIV/AIDS”. Hereas promised: assistance to Africa in
fighting results of HIV/AIDS; help in building swmhable health system, which would enable
effective disease interventions; acceleration ahielation and mitigation of polio, river
blindness and other diseases; and the supportdalthhresearch on diseases prevalent in
Africa. The next area was aimed at increasing afjual productivity through: making
support for African agriculture a higher internatd priority; improving sustainable
productivity and competitiveness as well as foocligéy in Africa. The last area announced
help in improving the water resource developmermt sranagement. Leaders committed to
implement the above mentioned Action Plan individuand collectively as well as through
international institutions and to assess a progagshe next summfit® In Kananaskis, was
also published another document addressing humemritse mainly “A New Focus on
Education for All”. There was reference to arramgats of the world community meetings in
Dakar-Senegal 2000, the Genoa Summit 2001 and@@e Rlillennium Declaration and to
the Report of the G8 Education Task Force. There veainded that education is the
necessary condition for better life and democrsdicieties but to large extent the problem of
access to basic education is the biggest in Afiidegre it is additionally deepened by violent
armed conflict and HIV/AIDS epidemic: “Completingimary education of good quality is
the indicator of success, and almost 90 countriesnat on track to achieve thi&* In the
Report G8 Education Task Force, was noticed thathieve goals of the EFA (Education for
All) three conditions are necessary: the need fevetbping country commitment; the
response required from developed countries; thd faebetter assessment. Precondition in
this area is a political commitment of a developoogintry where the primary education will
be a top priority as well as the significant shafrelomestic budget should be devoted to that.
Responsibility for developing and implementing sbueducation plans, and for proving
relevant funds lies on developing country governim&hese plans should have the following

features: they should assure the access for dil sgecial attention for girls; in them should
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be included measures for disadvantage children asdhiDS-affected, working children and
children with special needs. Affected by conflictdain rural areas; they should have high
quality; they must address the impact of HIV/AID8& education systems; they must be
comprehensive and must integrate the primary edurcéto an overall education policy.
Leaders noticed that when first condition is rea¢heery important becomes the response
from developed countries that is based on wellngefitargeted-financial assistance: “We will
significantly increase the support provided by bilateral aid agencies to basic education for
countries with a strong policy and financial comment to the sector.” To make the EFA
process effective, it is necessary to fulfil th@andition: better assessment and monitoring,
which on the basis ofter alia data from developing country will gather the WoBdnk and
the UNESCO Institute of Statisti€®’

The Evian Summit 2003 was totally devoted to “tHeallenges of promoting growth,
enhancing sustainable development and improvingrig¢®* Next to G8 leaders in that
meeting participated leaders of emerging and deuadpcountries (Algeria, Brazil, China,
Egypt, India, Malaysia, Mexico, Nigeria, Saudi Ai@bSenegal, South Africa), the President
of the Swiss Confederation and the representat¥éise World Bank, the UN, the IMF and
the WTO. G8 countries agreed that the priority $thdoe attached to internationally agreed
Millennium and Johannesburg Development Goals ah sueas as: Africa — the G8 decided
to widen the dialogue to other Africa’s countrias the NEPAD and the G8 Action Plan;
famine — there was promised an improvement of teegmtion mechanism and food security;
water — the G8 had adopted a special Action Plaajtih — here was announced an extra
funding and enhanced international cooperation nafjanew epidemics such as SARS.
Moreover, the heads of state and government, oedt¢bate on economic and financial help,
took note of the report of the Commission on HurBacurity and adopted an Action Plan on
science and technology for sustainable developmientEvian was also published the
“Implementation Report by Africa Personal Repreatws to Leaders on the G8 Africa
Action Plan”, in which was presented an assesswigntevious actions and plans for the next
years. There was reminded that the NEPAD and thAf@& Action Plan are interlinked and
was expressed satisfaction that the NEPAD whicksents a bold and clear-sighted African

vision of how Africa is assuming responsibility fits development and full integration into
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the world economy®®> was indicated by the UN as the indicator of in&tional
community’s relationship with Africa. The reporeleomed progress of implementation of
the NEPAD by Africa countriesnter alia by launching the African Union or peaceful
resolution of armed conflicts on African continertiswever there was underlined that still in
many African countries progress is insufficient. @8 leaders paid great attention to reach
peace and security throughout Africa, in the anoetke report was presented joint Africa/G8
Plan to Enhance African Capabilities to Undertalead® Support Operations aimed at
technical and financial support in order to by 2@%$@blish, equip and train multinational and
multi-disciplinary stand by brigade capabilitiesta¢ AU and regional level available for UN-
endorsed missions; to develop capacities to provigeanitarian, security and reconstruction
support; and to develop institutional capacitiesh&t continental and sub-regional level to
prevent conflict through mediation facilitation, sgvation and other strategf&8.in the
report was also stated that “Human security, ini@aar in war-affected areas is a common
concern of the G8 partners. Japan intends to gieatgr priority to Africa in initiatives
supported by the Trust Fund for Human Security @08$million). Canada's five foreign
policy program priorities for advancing human séagur support for public safety, protection
of civilians, conflict prevention, governance arat@untability, and peace support operations
also retain a significant focus on Afric¥” The Evian Summit elaborated also “Water - A G8
Action Plan”, in which leaders stressed that “lackvater can undermine human secufit§”
as well as they called for intensification of imational community’s efforts to achieve goals
of the Millennium Declaration and the Plan of Implentation of the World Summit on
Sustainable Development. From their side G8 coemtrannounced actions aimed at:
promoting good governance and capacity in recipemintries to implement appropriate
water policy; financial helping through the ODA antbbilization of domestic resources,
public-private partnership and international fin@ahdnstitutions; support in creating water
and sanitation related infrastructure by empoweriogal authorities and communities;
strengthening water monitoring, assessment andangseand reinforcing engagement of
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international organizations, where the UN plays kbg role in the water sect8t’ Similar
structure possessed the next G8 Action Plan puddighm Evian addressing health. The heads
of state and government presented their plannednactin cooperation with developing
countries, the private sector, multilateral orgatims and NGOs, to reach success in six
main areas: 1. Fight with HIV/AIDS, TB and malariahere was reiterated engagement in
combating these diseases according to arrangenoén@kinawa or the Declaration of
Commitment on HIV/AIDS as well as was stressed rivle of the Global Fund to Fight
AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria and the importan€enoreasing funding for this aim; 2.
Help developing countries in reinforcing their hbalsystems; 3. Facilitation of the
availability of medicines for the poorest — heresvexpressed satisfaction of the decision of
pharmaceuticals companies to provide “essentialicmext at substantially discounted prices
to developing countrie€®® 4. Encouraging research into diseases mostlyctirfe
developing countries; 5. Eradication of polio by030— it was connected with G8
commitment of Kananaskis and leaders decided tot additional $500 million; 6.
Cooperation on fighting new serious threat SARS erehwas stated: “Strengthening
international co-operation is key to containinggating and eventually eradicating this
disease®* Moreover, at the Evian Summit G8 leaders decidedfaced with another
important challenge, mainly food insecurity. In gh@cument titled “Action Against Famine,
Especially in Africa: G8 Action Plan”, they admdtehat millions of people is at risk of
starvation, of which over 40 million live in Africaut they also added that “This situation
derives not only from climatic conditions and natudisasters but from more structural
causes, such as chronic poverty, lack of an er@blnvironment and appropriate support for
agriculture, HIV/AIDS prevalence, an increasing tn@mof conflicts, poor governance and
economic management and trade related issie®ecause of that it is necessary, next to
present humanitarian aid, to elaborate long-tertatisms against food insecurity, in which
the G8 announced its help in cooperation with tiNe Skcretary General basing on the G8
Africa Action Plan. To meet the need of developomntries as well as the international

community, G8 countries announced the followingicaxst delivery of emergency food
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assistance to address urgent food shortages; imm@vt of assessment capacities, warning
and crop forecast systems and prevention mechanisrosease of aid flexibility and
efficiency; support for long-term initiatives tocide the root causes of hunger and
malnutrition and to ensure food security. In thd,deaders promised: “Building on the work
of the G8 Contact Group on famine, we will workiaely to take this Action Plan forward in
all relevant international for&>

In Sea Island 2004, again representatives of G&toes met with African leaders from
Algeria, Ghana, Nigeria, Senegal, South Africa &ghnda. The result of the talks was
launch of a G8 Action Plan on Expanding Global Gulgg for Peace Support Operations
and a G8 Action Plan on Applying the Power of Eptemeurship to the Eradication of
Poverty as well as the establishment of a Glob& Maccine Enterprise to accelerate HIV
vaccine development. The G8 committed to closduhding gap to eradicate polio by 2005
and to launch new initiative on Ending the CycleFaimine in the Horn of Africa, Raising
Agricultural Productivity, and Promoting Rural Déwement in Food Insecure Countries. In
the G8 Action Plan addressing peace support opesivas stressed that “Africa is facing
greater peace support needs, and the internattmmamunity recognizes the importance of
more comprehensive measures for ensuring péat@tie G8 countries reminded that they
undertook actions in this area already in Kanasaakd Evian, where were presented plans of
help for African partners in building peace segustructures. In Sea Island were presented
previous actions of the EU and single G8’s membergeater peace and stability in Africa as
well as was announced better coordination of astiarthis field: “By playing an active part
in the AU-hosted annual consultation, setting upaitaontact groups in African capitals (as
foreseen in the Evian plan), and conducting co@tthn meetings with interested parties, we
will more fully coordinate assistance by G8 membamnsl others related to peace support
operations and their related activiti€s>In order to achieve that, the G8 decide to create
clearinghouse, which was supposed to help in exghgninformation and coordinating all
actions in Africa. Summit’s participants issued oalthe separate communiqué “G8
Commitment to Help Stop Polio Fever”, where wasinglad that thanks to funds gathered in

the Polio Eradication Initiative was possible thealisation of worldwide immunisation
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campaigns and the significant limitation of thisese occurrence. However, to reach the
goal — eradicate polio in all countries by 2005isinecessary to close the financing gap for
2004-2005. Leaders reiterated that polio is stiéisent in six countries and has re-emerged in
nine African countries as so they committed to takenecessary steps in order to close the
2005 financing gap by the 2005 G8 Summit. The hedidsate and government discussed
also the ways of combating worldwide HIV/AIDS pande. In the document “G8 Action to
Endorse and Establish a Global HIV Vaccine Entsgirithey appreciated efforts of the
Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malatize WHO and UNAIDS but at the
same time they noticed that “the human and econdaliof the AIDS pandemic demands
that these activities be complemented by accekrafferts to develop an HIV vaccin&®®
Leaders admitted that the best way to accelerat&saan HIV vaccine is organisation of a
complementary cooperation of scientific and othakeholders, what had been proposed by
an international group of scientists in article “8tience” magazine. The G8 decided to
support this initiative and called for creating k&l HIV Vaccine Enterprise, which should
be based on a strategic plan “that would prioritize scientific challenges to be addressed,
coordinate research and product development effatsl encourage greater use of
information sharing networks and technologies.ft$nfoundation the plan should include six
qguestions: 1. Development of a number of coordoha®bal HIV Vaccine Development
Centres; 2. Development of increased dedicated tH¥cine manufacturing capacity; 3.
Establishment of a standardized preclinical andicdi laboratory assessment; 4. Expansion
of an integrated international clinical trials st 5. Optimisation of interactions among
regulatory authorities; 6. Encouragement of greatgragement by scientists from developing
countries. The US was indicated to call later ff@ar a meeting of all stakeholders to clarify
implementation of this strategic plan. Additionallg8 countries expressed hope that this
conference would become an annual ef¥nin Sea Island, another Action Plan aimed at
finding solution for disaster of famine in the Hawh Africa was also published. G8 leaders
declared that “We are united in our belief that ifsenis preventable in the 21" centufy®
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The cooperation in the framework of the NEPAD amel Evian Famine Action Plan brought
the significant progress in delivering emergenaydfaid in the Horn of Africa, however still
was necessary to promote rural development ana@ise ragricultural productivity in food
insecure countries. To that end, there were praptisee new initiatives. First one was aimed
at breaking the cycle of famine in the Horn of A&iand impliednter alia the cooperation
with a New Coalition for Food Security in Ethiopi® give unified support to the
government’s reform program which goal was attgnifood security for 5 million
chronically food insecure people by 2009; support Ethiopia’s land reform and rural
infrastructure development as set out in EthiopRoserty Reduction Strategy Paper. Leaders
called also on other countries in the Horn of Adrio develop comprehensive food security
and famine prevention programs. The second inieathddressed the improving of the
worldwide emergency assessment and response sydtares was announced cooperation
with the WFP (World Food Program), the FAO, lead@Os and UN agencies in order to
increase effectiveness of emergency assistance.laBbdnitiative was aimed at boosting
agricultural productivity: “Together we will advam@ vision of a "second green revolution”
adapted to African conditions that would raise @gtural productivity, promote hardier
crops for healthier people, and make food insegumitAfrica a thing of the past.” Moreover,
in Sea Island, was announced the G8 Plan of SufgroReform of the Middle East, in which
next to the political solutions such as the esshiotig of a Forum for the Future, economic
such as the launching of microfinance initiativeaswalso announced support to impart
literacy skills to 20 million people by 2015 and halve the illiteracy rate over the next
decade. Additionally, in the part devoted to “De@pg Democracy and Broadening
Participation in Political and Public Life” was asunced assist in actions widening women’s
participation in political, economic, social, culili and educational fields as well as in
enhancing their rights and status in socféty.

In Gleneagles 2005 a lot of space in the debatederasted to political situation in Africa. In
the document titled “Africa” leaders admitted tivehile in last five years had been made
political and economic progress in many Africa’siatries, still Africa “is the only continent
not on track to meet any of the Goals of the Miliam Declaration by 2015* The G8
renewed its commitment to support Africa’s effoltpwever the heads of state and

government reminded that the responsibility for film¢her progress lays mainly on African
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leaders and people. As the basis of any actiondetgelopment is peace, G8 countries
announced help for Africa’s states and the AU iairtkefforts to prevention, mediation and
resolving conflicts througimter alia reinforcing African peace-building capacity, deyghg
continental Early Warning System and combatingilliet transfer of small arms and light
weapons. There was announced greater focus onstegctiion and reconciliation in post-
conflict countries as well as on improvement of tingeless, predictability, effectiveness and
availability of humanitarian assistance. Leaderdcormaed the African commitment to
promote and enhance good and responsive govermdgmoecracy and human rights. In order
to help the African partners in fulfilling thesemomitments, the G8 announced support for the
effortsinter alia in favour of greater transparency in public finahaanagement, prevention
and combating corruption; implementing the Africanarter on Human and People’s Rights;
and enforcing laws against bribery. G8 countriglsmdit forget about goals connected with the
improvement of health, education, food securitgeas to safe water and sanitation. In areas
of health and education was announced eagernessedtizing arrangements of the UN
Millennium Declaration in order to by 2015 all advén have access to free and compulsory
primary education of good quality as well as acdeskasic health care. Moreover, leaders
declared further efforts to create n AIDS-free gatien in Africa by supporting the Global
Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria, the Global HIV/AIDS Vaccine Enterprise
and works to establish an International CentreGenetic Engineering & Biotechnology in
Africa. They also decided on additional quotas in&ricial support for Africa continent as
well as announced their assistance for economieldpment strategies of African countries
including inter alia projects creating stronger investment climateldmg Africa’s capacity

to trade, developing micro-finance, supporting yoemployment, building infrastructure,
supporting enterprise development and innovatianrtiépants of the Gleneagles Summit
admitted that to effectively realize goals mentmbria this document it is necessary to
strengthen the Africa Partnership Forum througlcéva year meetings at an approximately
high level, which should lead to the reviewing pfdgress by all the partners involved in this
joint undertaking not only by the G8 but also byiédns and other development partnéfs.”

In attachments were presented also financing comemits of G8 individual members as well
as G8 actions for Africa and the poorest countrlesndaments of this document were
recommendations of the Commission for Africa andabasions of the “Progress Report by
the G8 Africa Personal Representatives on Impleatiemt of the Africa Action Plan”. In
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Chair's Summary was reiterated willingness to h&lpca in accelerating progress towards
the Millennium Goals through a comprehensive ptamhich were allotted extra resources.
Moreover, leaders agreed to double aid for Afrig&2010: “Aid for all developing countries
will increase, according to the OECD, by aroundi$@er year by 2010, of which at least
$25bn extra per year for Africd” During the discussion with African lead&swas paid
attention to the fact that the implementation of am@es set out in the presented
comprehensive plan for Africa could: “double theesof Africa's economy and trade by 2015;
deliver increased domestic and foreign investméfitiens of millions of people out of
poverty every year; save millions of lives a yeget all children into primary school; deliver
free basic health care and primary education fiopabvide as close as possible to universal
access to treatment for AIDS by 2010; generate eynpént and other opportunities for
young people; and bring about an end to conflicifiica.”®%*

At the first summit in Russia, in St. Petersbur@@0could not lack traditional subjects
related with human security such as the fight witlectious diseases, education or help for
Africa, but there occurred also a new issue — ddeiction of energy poverty. In the document
titled “Fight against Infectious Diseases” was séel that “A vigorous response to the threat
of infectious diseases, the leading cause of deabhnidwide, is essential to global
development and to the well-being of the world'gyation.®® Leaders reiterated that still
for a large number of infectious diseases there rexeproper drugs, vaccines or other
treatment and the situation may become even whrsegh the spread of new threats such as
the avian influenza. In particularly bad positiae ¢he poorest countries, where are shortages
in all aspects of prevention, treatment and otleérvant resources such as nutrition, clean
water or sanitation. In order to cope with thesallenges, the G8 proposed the following
actions: reinforcing the global network for surlagice and monitoring of infectious diseases
by supporting existing global networks working undee WHO; improving cooperation
between organisations and experts in the arearafhwand animal health at the national and
international level; and accelerating scientificlatinical research. There were also proposed
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actions connected with the fight against the awdluenza and with the increase of global
preparedness for a human pandemic. The headstefastd government admitted that in that
time the biggest challenge would be creation of tbgponse on outbreak of any human
pandemic influenza. They welcomed efforts of the @/HFAO and OIE in combating highly
pathogenic avian influenza and gave support forRA® and OIE initiative to establish a
Global Crisis Management Centre for Highly Pathagehvian Influenza as well as for
Russian proposition of establishing a WHO CollabogaCentre on Influenza for Eurasia and
Central Asia. They also underlined that the impdrtale in fighting avian influenza would
play a close coordination of preparedness, prementiesponse and containment activities
among nations. Leaders reiterated that still theripy is the fight with HIV/AIDS, TB and
malaria. They announced that in the fight with HADS, the G8 took the following
assumptions: promoting an comprehensive approatdtkte with HIV/AIDS; involving civil
society, the private sector and people living wWiHiv/AIDS in the activities to tackle
HIV/AIDS and to reduce discrimination against ikgple; stopping the increase of the HIV
sick rate among young people; establishing new cehgmsive and innovative methods of
prevention such as microbicides and vaccines aptiasdiseases increasing the risk of HIV
transmission; facilitating access to preventiogatiment and care the most vulnerable parts of
population; and building the capacity of healthecgystems in poor countries. Moreover, was
announced the replenishment of the Global Foundvaitithgness of the establishing of a
Global HIV Vaccine Enterprise. Concerning tubersisdG8 countries expressed concern that
“In certain regions, it affects more people todagrt it did twenty years ago.” They reiterated
the Genoa Summit’s assumption to halt the spredtisfdisease and called on all donors to
support the Global Plan to Stop TB aimed at halvilBgdeaths by 2015 compared to 1990
levels. Leaders also talked about the fight witHama because of which over 1 million die
each year and what is important “Children who liv&ub-Saharan Africa account for at least
80% of those deaths.” In this subject were annodimeier alia: cooperation with African
countries, governments, private sector companids\EBOs on malaria control activities and
programs; support for the development of effectiuags, for the creation of vaccine and for
the promotion of prevention and treatment. The @8d for financial support to close the
funding gap for 2007-2008 of the Global Polio Ecadiion Initiative, as “There are sound
reasons to believe that as a result of unprecedemiasures taken by the international
community, the world is now at the threshold ofdécating this disease.” Additionally,

leaders announced intensification of efforts tohffigvith such diseases as pneumonia,
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diarrhea, measles (here was promised support ®rMbasles Initiative and the Global
Measles Partnership) as well as such neglectedsiseas leishmaniasis, Chagas disease and
onchocerciasis. They admitted that the precondifibwrfighting any diseases is an effective
health system, which enable a universal accessemsnof prevention, treatment and care.
For that reason the Group announced support foeldpwg countries in Africanter alia
through the health sector assistance program. Mere&8'’s heads of state and government
appealed to the international community to paynditte to the increasing problem of
antimicrobial drug resistance and to the possybdit elimination of import tariffs and non-
tariffs barriers on medicines and medical deviamstlie poor. In the same document was
underlined problem of health consequences of natinh man-made disasters as well as the
role of the UN in the humanitarian emergency resppespecially the OCHA (Office for the
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs). Leaders eegsed satisfaction of the resolution of the
59" World Health Assembly on Emergency PreparednedsResponse, which talkedter
alia about the necessity of ensuring that the WHO lis ttbrespond to emergencies and crisis
or about the establishing of a monitoring of mdiyarates in emergenci€$® Another
document issued in St. Petersburg was “Educationirfoovative Societies in the 21
Century”, in which was written: “Education is atettheart of human progress...We will
promote the global innovation society by developamgl integrating all three elements of the
"knowledge triangle" (education, research and imtion), by investing fully in people, skills
and research, and by supporting modernization ofatbn systems to become more relevant
to the needs of a global knowledge-based econdfiys education is actually indispensably
connected with the innovation society, G8 countaaaounced the following actions in the
education field: reaching education-related Millemm Development and Education for All
Goals addressing high quality basic educatiorraag and gender equality; building effective
education systems; building diverse, efficient,taimable and high quality higher education
institutions; promoting lifelong learning based thie G8 Cologne Summit Charter on Aims
and Ambitions for Lifelong Learning; cooperatingtlwithe private sector on research,
innovation and new technologies; increasing excharaj all levels of education; promoting
high standards in mathematics, science, technotogly foreign languages at all levels of

education; and promoting social and economic iatisgn of immigrants into host countries
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through education. First part of this document smtlion the issue of developing a global
innovation society and foreseen the following attiocreating research networks among
higher education institutions, research centres bodiness; promoting investment in
knowledge, research and development as well ascrb&tion and dissemination of new
technologies; cooperating with the private sectortiee development of innovative, high
guality higher education and R&D systems; promotmipvative alliances and international
academic mobility at all levels; and increasing thehange of ideas and expertise about
university-based public-private partnerships in G&intries. The second part concerned
building skills for life and work through qualitydacation. Here were supposed actions to:
support lifelong learning; ensure the early childth@ducation; involve business community
and NGOs in continuous education; use IT in edanatind modernization of G8 education
systems. In the third part, “Education for All aBévelopment” was noticed that “We will
work to provide affordable, quality education anafpssional training accessible for all,
regardless of social and economic background, see, religion, ethnicity or disability...In
addition to access, the content of student-learamd) the quality of their learning outcomes
are equally important.” Leaders underlined thapecgl attention in this area should be paid
to the poorest countries. They should be helpenldating sound national education strategies
and in implementing the EFA Fast-Track InitiativEhe last, fourth part addressed the
advancing social cohesion and immigrant integratimough education in order to help
combating intolerance and discrimination as “Inislas respectful and equitable societies
provide the most conducive conditions for acquirigkjlls and knowledge, promoting
innovations, and driving economic and social sust&8 The St. Petersburg Summit issued
also the “Update on Africa”, in which was reviewie@ progress in six areas mentioned in the
statement of Gleneagles on Africa as well as weszbed further plans for the next year
aimed at creating “a democratic, prosperous anagielAfrica.”*® Additionally, at this
meeting the G8 elaborated the “St Petersburg Hl#cton: Global Energy Security” which
encompassed seven chapters and one of them watedi@gaeducing energy poverty. This
problem was mentioned in the UN Millennium Devel@nnGoals and addressed possibility
of better access to energy for the poorest cowttieaders noted that “It is impossible to
drastically reduce general poverty, support hesdttvices, provide clean drinking water and

sanitation, promote more productive agriculture &l yields, and secure investment in
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job-creating enterprises in developing countriethaut addressing the challenge of energy
poverty.®'® There was admitted that without the internatiohelp in the framework of
various bilateral and multilateral programs, anggpess in this area would not be possible.
For its side the G8 committed to the following ans: supporting the development of
infrastructure to improve energy access; assistingpolicy and capacity building for
improving energy access, efficiency, conservatiod diversification of energy sources;
promoting renewable energy; encouraging rural efexction through grid and non-grid
connected solutions; and developing human resounmtesooperation with the private
sector’™

At the 2007 Heiligendamm meeting, its participamqsblished the extensive summit
declaration, “Growth and Responsibility in Africaty which were presented the next steps
toward the sustainable development in Africa: “W#l wocus on promoting growth and
investments in order to combat poverty and hungerfoster peace and security, good
governance and the strengthening of health systanasio assist the fight against infectious
diseases™? In Heiligendamm, was for the first time paid atten to impacts of climate
change on Africa’s problems. Leaders decided tatfdindament for cooperation should be
the good governance in all its aspects (politicatonomic, social, cultural, and
environmental) and at all levels (from local tolgd¢) and for that reason they announce the
further support of African partners in this areao Be able to supervise progress in
development of Africa continent was established HAfeécan Peer Review Mechanism
(APRM) that to function effectively demands the ageition and implementation of its
results. The G8 announced its support for theseitdes which would implement sound
policies based on the recommendations of the APRM aalled on more African states to
join the APRM. Leaders promised also assist forcafn countries in their efforts in favour of
competent, transparent and accountable public dishmanagement through, developed with
African partners and endorsed at the Pre-Summiinahce ministers, the G8 “Action Plan
for Good Financial Governance in Africa”. As G8 atiies already had announced their

support for any regional integration and tradeytkhepported building capacity of African
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Regional Economic Communities (RECs) as well asNBE#AD Infrastructure Short-term
Action Plan (STAP) and the Infrastructure Consantitor Africa (ICA). Additionally, the
Group offered its support in the economic sector togde capacity building assistance;
support of the recommendations of the WTO’s AidTaade; support initiatives which would
create the investment climate in Africa; strengthgrihe financial markets; and encouraging
sustainable investment through African private @ectetworks. There was stressed that
“Growth and investment patterns need to be shapeadesponsible manner; growth needs to
be inclusive, allowing people to benefit in termsemployment and income; investment
patterns should pay due attention to agreed sadidlecological standards.” In an issue of
energy security leaders paid a special attentioengrgy efficiency and the use of domestic
renewable energy sources. In order to improve Bemlirity, the G8 announce support for the
AU/NEPAD’s Comprehensive Africa Agricultural Develment Program. There was also
reiterated the G8 commitment in the “Education Adlf and its 2002 Fast Track Initiative
aimed at delivering universal primary educatiortha poorest countries. As the precondition
for any actions in favour of the sustainable depelent are peace and stability, leaders
announced that “It is the aim of the G8 to continnaeassist the African Union and sub-
regional organizations in developing their capaddy promoting and maintaining lasting
peace and stability on the continent, includingotigh the prevention and resolution of
conflict...we will devote greater attention andoefé to conflict prevention and stabilization,
reconstruction, reconciliation, and development past-conflict countries.” There was
promised the further support for the African Stanéfborces (ASF) and the African Peace and
Security Architecture. With satisfaction was noticdde proposition of the AU to create a
rapid deployment capability and to achieve that dedared the financial and other support.
Leaders announced that in cooperation with the ABytwould try to build the AU’s
capacities to plan and supervise the use of newsAS¥lian component and help training of
civilian police for post-conflict scenarios; creada additional capacity for the training of
civilian experts; establish An African Volunteerrdee, which would recruit experts for post-
conflict and reconstruction operations; supporteavork of existing peacekeeping facilities
and maximise their value in peace support operatibtoreover, there were also decided the
conditions of cooperation between the G8 and theoUighting the illicit proliferation of
small arms and light weapons as well as on drattiegAfrican Convention on Small Arms
and Light Weapons. The G8 committed also to th&abolation with African governments,

the UN and other players to halt illegal resoure@l@tation and to promote regional
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management of trans-boundary natural resourcesGFtwep did not forget about the issue of
threats connected with infectious diseases: “Al&8% of all people in the world infected
with HIV live in Africa. 72% of Africans who needRV-treatment are still being left behind.
Of particular concern are also the continuouslyngsHIV/Aids infections of women and
girls. Every year, malaria kills nearly one milligeople around the world. Around 90% of
these deaths occur in Africa, mostly in young aleitd Additionally, tuberculosis kills 5000
people every day, mostly young adults in their npwstluctive years.” G8 countries admitted
that thanks to their efforts as well as effortsAdfican leaders, multilateral institutions, the
private sector and the international community weeched the significant progress in the
fight with these diseases, but still it is far tcheeve the Millennium Development Goals.
They declared that they would “scale up their ¢ffdo contributing towards the goal of
universal access to comprehensive HIV/AIDS prewenprograms, treatment and care and
support by 2010 for all, and to developing andrgtieening health systems so that health
care, especially primary health care, can be pealion a sustainable and equitable basis in
order to reduce illness and mortality, with pat@ciattention paid to the needs of those most
vulnerable to infection, including adolescent gik®men and children.” Leaders announced
the replenishment of the Global Fund and its prowi®f the long-term funding. Moreover,
they paid attention to an increasing feminizatidrih@ AIDS epidemic and for that reason
they called for a relevant shift of the Global Fisntesources. The G8 appealed also to all
donors to increase efforts to reduce the funding gk prevention of mother to child
transmission programs. In the same document wésratdd the necessity of reaching the
Millennium Development Goals on education, whichproves the understanding for
infectious diseases, promotes knowledge about sgxuaiman rights of women and girls as
well as it prevents sexual violence. A specialrditen was also paid to the issue of the fight
with malaria, where was declared that “G8 membersupport of national malaria control
programs, using existing and additional funds, wdlividually and collectively over the next
few years work to enable the 30 highest malari@glemce countries in Africa (contributing
to at least 80 percent of the global malaria dgatesch at least 85 percent coverage of the
most vulnerable groups with effective preventionl @areatment measures and achieve a 50
percent reduction in malaria related deaths.” Afiantn that, leaders announced actions to
enable African countries access to “affordablee saffective and high quality generic and
innovative medicines in a manner consistent wita WTO.” Once more was reiterated

readiness of the G8, all donors and other orgaarsato help Africa’s states in reinforcing
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their health systemsiter alia through the “Providing for Health” Initiative airdeat the
sustainable and equitable financing of health systand improving the access to quality
health servicé™® In the annex for the above mentioned documentdcdnd found the
“Summary of G8 Africa Personal Representatives’ ntloReport on the G8 Africa
Partnership”, in which was underlined that “The G#/e a long standing commitment to
Africa's development and Africa is again a priordg the agenda of the G8 summit in
Heiligendamm.®** In the report was presented hitherto progresshim dareas such as:
promoting responsible governance; peace and sgcpritmoting economic growth for the

Africa; investing in people; management of natuesburces; aid resources.

93 bidem

%14 Annex: Summary of G8 Africa Personal Represergativloint Progress Report on the G8 Africa Pastipgr
http://www.q7.utoronto.ca/summit/2007heiligendam@aP07-apr.html07.02.2010
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Conclusions

Security in the G8 activity

The reason why the G7 had been established waxectation that leaders of the most
industrialized countries thanks to a meeting asduiision in informal atmosphere would find
a solution of the difficult economic situation cadsby the worldwide economic crisis in 70-
ties of 20" century. There was fear that the crisis causelthging of countries in economic
nationalism, to avoid that the President of FraMadery Giscard, proposed to call a summit
aimed atinter alia building mutual international trust and reducimegdions on US-Japan-
Europe axis. First summit took place at Rambounillé75 and as a main topic was discussed
a necessity of international monetary system refdgkihough results were very satisfied, in
the final declaration one could find a suggestibattit was a one-time meeting which
conclusions were supposed to be implemented byniatienal institutions such as e.g. the
IMF. However, not a long time passed when Americzalted a meeting in Puerto Rico, to
which Canada was invited and by this the G7 waallfinrconstituted. But it was the 1977
summit in London that started regular annual mestiand set up institution of sherpas’
‘follow-meetings’. Moreover, in London was finallgxplained the question of the EC
participation, to which France at the beginning wpposed, but in the end general Giscard
approved presence of the EC represented by thed®neof the European Commission and
the head of government of the country holdingEkRePresidency. First summit during which
some time was devoted to political debate tookeplacvenice, 1980. The reason was Soviet
invasion of Afghanistan and taking hostages in .Ifdowever, second series of summits
1979-82 had been still occupying mainly with ecommsubjects, specifically with the issue
of holding down inflation. The most important rasubf these years weneter alia the 1981
establishment of the Quad, a group gathering trageesentatives of the US, the EC, Japan
and Canada as well as a decision took at 1982niflisters meeting about participation of
the IMF Managing Director. But it was the thirdisser1983-88 in which influence of political
issues was clearly seen. At 1983 Williamsburg meekieads of state and governments for
the first time discussed the matter of an East-Wiategy. At the most productive summit of
this series, in Tokyo leaders decideder alia to transform the G5 into the G7 through
representation of all seven finance ministers. Nsedies, 1989-93, took place under the
banner of the end of the Cold War what has stactexhges in countries of Central and

Eastern Europe. Leaders gathered in Paris, 198hliskied a mechanism that was supplying
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technical and financial support for the countrieéiding democracy and introducing market
economy rules - this was one of the reasons whyGP4 was established. Next important
decisions were the FATF creation and establishegBrady Plan regarding debt reduction
for the developing countries. In Paris, for thestfiime decisions were taken in the area of
environment protection, what supposed to be thenhagy of the G7 actions in that issue.
Leitmotif of the fifth series 1994-97, was revisioh international institutions in order to
adjust them to new global situation. During thisiese one could observed growing role of
Russia on the G7 forum: if in Naples, 1994, Russa for a first time invited to participate in
a political debate as a full member, then for 1@hver Summit President Clinton had
invited Yeltsin not only to discuss political issyéut also to debate on some economic
matters. An important result of that series wasl@shment in 1996 of so called the Lyon
Group handling with an issue of international crim® well as creation of the Heavily
Indebted Poor Countries program adapted by the dhtFthe World Bank. In course of time,
the summit process had been subjected to signiffcamalisation in spite of many trials to
change that situation, not till the first summittbé sixth series in Birmingham 1998 brought
simplification of the process. From that on, leadstarted to meet separately — only in
company of sherpas — and ministers of foreign &fand finance ministers had their own
meetings, on other date. The Birmingham venue Vs thae first one that was officially
named as the G8 summit although Russia still didadee part in some economic debates as
well as it started the series of meeting undeibtdrener of globalization and development. An
important result of the 1999 Cologne summit wassident’s Yeltsin approval assent to the
way of resolving hard situation in Kosovo and oe Balkans. Moreover, at the Cologne
heads of state and government started works onpproach to ‘human security’, crisis
prevention and violation of human rights. A mille&sm summit in Okinawa found expression
in history as the first one that had included irogess of pre-summit consultations
representatives of NGOs. Equally ‘memorable’ turoed to be the next summit in Genoa,
which unfortunately was accompanied by massiveegtstin which one person was killed. In
Italy huge role was played by topics related withraprovement of a hard situation in Africa
— it was the issue that seemed to be more and present on the G8 agenda. This tendency
was however a little bit slow down by the 9/11 ett&a Leaders gathered at the 2002
Kananaskis Summit began the series of meeting wh#ngotif was the fight with terrorism
and its roots. As a result, it was establisheddg22the G8 Partnership against the Spread of

Weapons and Materials of Mass Destruction. The Z0@an venue was the first in which
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Russia, from the very beginning, took part in theole debate, but it also stand out because
of wide discussion on situation in Africa. Develogmh issues were also discussed in Sea
Island, 2004, where was established the PartnefshiBrogress and Common Future in the
Region of the Broader Middle East and North AfriEayum for the Future, and Democracy
Assistance Dialogue. During the history of the Gx¥swactivity there has been worked out a
specific way of taking decisions as well as pre-suinpreparation process. It was also created
an institution of sherpas and sous-sherpas and there regulated works in ministerial fora.
All this has been influencing not only the G8's ity but also its cooperation with
international organisations, especially with the, Bt¢ UN, NGOs and civil society group's.
However, the goal of the thesis is not only to presan evolution of the Group, but to analyse
its decisions from the angle of security. Naturg¢hef security term needs to be more precisely
defined as security meanings were evolving frontiges through Cold War to globalization
era. In the realism rules the balance of power@pgr which is supposed to authenticate an
anarchic international environment. In 60-ties 6fcntury, the neorealism allowed the fact
that state interest could be driven by not onlyitary origins but also for example by
economic factors. End of 80-ties and the beginrohd@0-ties brought in the debate on
security studies a new approach in which it wasedimed the necessity of the broadening of
a definition of national securityinter alia through the inclusion of environmental,
demographic or technological factors. Moreover, #ra of the Cold War caused the
emergence of new actors in the international enwirent such as NGOs what had heated up
disputes on the role of states in securing safete of the concepts that played an important
role in security studies is an approach presente@dry Buzan, Ole Weaever and Jaap de
Wilde in the book ‘Security: a new framework foradysis’ which is a methodological base of
this work. They divided the security area into fsectors: military, environmental, societal
and political. That classification is used in as#&yof the G7/G8 actions from 1975 till 2007.
However, regarding the scope of issues discussethemroup’s forum that classification
seems to be insufficient. For that reason to geidar view of the subject | used additionally
the human security approach introduced in 1994hey WUN Human Development Report.
Main assumption of that concept is the broadenfngeespective of the referent object, where
next to a state stand also individuals. Proponeintse human security approach underlie the
fact that human security is not a replacement aaleemnative for national security but should
be considered as a significant part of securitycgoAuthors of the UN report stressed that in

1> For more details on cooperation between the G8rtachational organisation, see Chapter I.
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their mind human security includes 2 main aspefrtesedom from fear (from physical
violence) and freedom from want (from poverty).this report were also presented clear
definition and split between human security and &mndevelopment® The 1994 UN
document had started a vigorous debate on humamityemeaning. Different scholars were
presenting various definitions of human securitgataling on the scope of issues researched
by them. Generally, could be noticed adherents wlevand narrow approach to human
security. First one involved freedom from fear adlvas freedom from want and the second
one is focused only on one of these two aspect® hliman security concept has evolved to
such extent that by some countries such as Camatipan had incorporated that approach to
their foreign policies. Union of human security ahd concept proposed by the Copenhagen
School allows to present whole spectrum of issussudsed by the G7/G8 over a span of 32
years.

The first kind of security issues that the Groupswandling with is military security. This is
the oldest way of definition identified with sedyrpolicy. In this area, in the G7/G8 activities
may be noticed 3 main spheres: non-proliferatiomsacontrol and terrorism. First of them,
regarding risk of nuclear technology proliferatiand of using nuclear weapons or materials
in a way endangering to world safety, has appesrdde G7 debate already in 1977 when
leaders underlined their support for an increasaeuafear energy productiomger alia in
connection with world oil-crisis) but in the samiené they announced actions aimed at
limiting nuclear weapons proliferation. Huge rotethis area was signed to the IAEA which
turned out to be a principal international orgatisa dealing with an issue of nuclear
technology. Significant event that had contributednvigorate debate on nuclear safety was
the 1986 Chernobyl disaster. Also after the enthefCold War the G8 countries, bearing in
mind this catastrophe, were offering support faurddes of Former Soviet Union and in the
CEE aimed at securing safety of nuclear power plaiu important aspect of the G8 activity
was enticement of all states to accept the Conmerdn Nuclear Safety, Convention on the
Safety Radioactive Waste Management, ConventiothenPhysical Protection of Nuclear
Materials; establishment of the Program on Preversgind Combating lllicit Trafficking in
Nuclear Materials and the Fissile Material Cut-Oféaty. G8 heads of state and government
at every turn stressed the necessity of obeyinglAlR\ comprehensive safeguards; their
support for the NPT as well as for every measumeediat preventing trafficking in nuclear
technology and materials. The next subject in thegate on the military safety was the issue

1 Human development is wider concept than humanrisecu
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of arms control. In the 1983 Williamsburg declavatiG7 states stressed that “our arms will
never be used expect in response to aggressionéxgreéssed hope for cooperation with the
Soviet Union on arms reductions. Topic of the U8 #re USRR nuclear weapons reduction
appeared in G7’s talks almost every year, simdassues of limiting strategic defensive arms
as well as destructing and non-producing of chelmveapons. Summit called all countries to
sign Chemical Weapons Convention, Biological WeapGonvention and to join the MTCR
in order to control missile proliferation. Year 198rought a breakthrough in issue of arms
control as the political situation in East Europed dhe Gulf crisis had shown the danger
connected with uncontrolled flow of chemical, bigilcal and nuclear weapons as well as with
excessive holdings of conventional weapons. G7estanderlined also their support for
START |, START II, the CTBT, Treaty on Open Ski¢ise ABM Treaty as well as for all
actions takemnter alia by the UN and the IAEA. After Russian access tq {6& Group even
stronger has stressed the necessity of actionasag&iMD proliferation, their delivery means
and related material but also the necessity of e@dn on identifying track and freeze
financial operations associated with WMD prolifesat Coordination of 8 states activities
was especially important by presenting the comntance towardinter alia DPRK nuclear
testing or Iran, Libya, Pakistan actions in thdijeat. Third very important issue discussed in
the G7/G8 was terrorism. That topic had occurrey early in the debate because already in
1978 in Bonn was published a statement on airkijgcin which G7 leaders announced
intensification of “their efforts to combat inteti@nal terrorism.” Hijacking question had
been appearing also in later yeamger alia in Venice, however a single “Statement on
Terrorism” was published in Ottawa, 1981 where wksrly condemned the hijacking as
well as hostage taking and attacks on diplomatid eonsular personnel. From the very
beginning G7 leaders had stressed that terrorisostrhe fought relentlessly and without

compromise™’

and they called all countries to cooperate esppg@a the forum of the UN,
ICAO or IMO. Terrorism issue was companied by tbgid¢ of international cooperation on
producing, trafficking and financing illicit drugade and money laundering. G7 states gave
support to the UN Convention on lllicit Traffickinthe UN Fund for Drug Abuse Control as
well as they called for ratification of the Vien@onvention on lllicit Traffic in Narcotic
Drugs and Psychotropic Substances. In 1994 in thpldd statement leaders claimed an

important sentence that terrorism and narcotics'atbreat to political as well as economic

917 op.cit., http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1986tokyo/terramigtml
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and social life’?*® Heads of state and government noticed also aeasitg danger from the
side of TOC and in 1997, in Denver, they streskatlthe fight with TOC will be the priority
for G8 actions in next years. In 2000 to the listdangers was added also cyber-crime.
However the 9/11 attacks were the event that indigaificant way had influenced on
presentation of international terrorism as thelnproblem in the area of military security. At
the Kananaskis Summit 2002, was establishtt aliathe G8 Global Partnership against the
Spread of Weapons and Material of Mass Destructowhich the US allotted $20 billion for
the next ten years® G8 leaders announced help for countries thatdeidide to implement
rules set by the UNSCCTC in the area of counteptesm legislation or export control and
illegal arms trafficking. They also stressed theassity of the fight with a radiological
terrorism publishing in 2003, “Action Plan on Seongr Radioactive Sources”. Important
project created by the G8 was 2004 SAFTI ActiomP¥ghich presented 28 proposed actions
in 4 main areas: 1. document interoperability tigtointernational standards; 2. international
info exchange; 3. MANPADS threat reduction; 4. aagyabuilding and collaboration. G8
states called all countries also to implement ttterhational Convention for the Suppression
of Acts of Nuclear Terrorism and they underline@ ttrucial role of the UN in the fight
against terrorism.

However, it cannot be forget that the main reasam first summits had been called was the
hard world economic situation causetker alia by oil price’s increase. It had especially bad
repercussion on the European economy where adalityosready hard situation was worsen
by strong protection trends. In the declaratioriirst summit in Rambouillet could be found
leaders’ assertions on cooperation on the fightt Wwigh unemployment, inflation and energy
problems as well as announcement of actions irofidternational trade liberalization and a
reform of international monetary system. Repredsmts of the biggest world economies
declared also cooperation on reducing developingtiees’ deficits underlying fact that they
are fully aware of the necessity of collaborati@tween developed and developing countries
in order to achieve worldwide growth. In discussiaan economic matters leaders always
stressed the importance of international instingie such as the WB or the IMF - for which
they expect the leading role in the process of ecoo changes implementation. Next oil
crisis caused that at the 1979 Tokyo Summit thet mnggortant subject was the reduction of

oil construction and development of other energyrses. G7 leaders were also engaged in

918 op.cit., http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1994naples/chainrheml

919 op.cit., ,http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2002kananaskis&html
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implementation of the GATT (and then the WTO) neégains’ resolutions stressing the
necessity of the fight with protectionism as wel &enefits of international trade
liberalization. In the Venice Declaration appeafedthe first time a plea to new group of
economies, so called NIE (newly industrialized exures), for taking responsibility for the
international econominter alia through joining the Uruguay Round, thereby libergttheir
own trade. Another group of new actors in the weddnomy constituted CEE countries that
had appeared on the international scene after 388/90 revolution. G7 heads of state and
government announced political and economic supfoorthese countries as well as they
underlined the necessity of liberalization of alankets in the CEE. G7 claimed also its
acceptance for the EBRD and the G24 activity inGiieE region. An important issue in the
debate of summits participants was the questionftirathe first time had appeared at the
1995 Halifax Summit, namely adaptation of existimgernational institutions to global
changes. Leaders declared the crucial role of iagisFIs such as the IMF or the WB,
especially in areas where there were no actioniehte sectors but at the same time they
called for actions aimed at increasing IFls’ effiecy. 21" century had become for the G8 an
occasion to stress results of globalization as a®last pace of technological changes. At the
Okinawa Summit leaders agreed two important doctsneme of them was establishing the
Digital Opportunities Task Force and the secondaf€in on the Global Society) was bridging
the gap between international information and keolge. Heads of state and governments as
a goal set also the reduction of the share of tbddvg population living in the extreme
poverty to half its 1990 level by 2015, announcatghe same time further help througker
alia HIPC and ODA. Summits’ participants next to stra@onomic issues discussed also
actions connected with actions against harmful ¢arpetition, corruption, bribery and
financing terrorism, promising their help for afistitutions fighting with these dangerous
phenomena.

Term “environmental security” had occurred quitelyean the summits’ debate because
already in the 1978 Bonn Communication, although rfieany years it had not been
developed. There were stressed such questionseasettessity of environmental safety,
necessity to develop solutions against higher pgoluevel but it was not earlier than in 1985
were in the declaration one could find a separatéan devoted to environmental policies. In
that documents G7 leaders underlined the musttefriational cooperation on such issues as
acid deposition; air pollution; climate change; leéipn of ozone layer; management of toxic

and hazardous wastes; protection of tropical fergstllution of soil fresh water and the sea.
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They stressed the crucial role of the UN in thisaarespecially UNEP. Summits’ participants
emphasized the necessity to provide for aspecenafonmental protection in the industrial

as well as in agricultural sector in order to batathe economic growth with environment
safety. At the Paris Summit 1989, the leaders phblli special economic incentives for
developing countries caring for the environmentdety and in 1990 they also proposed to
start working on a global forest convention or agnent that would stop deforestation and
desertification thereby would safe biological dsigr. Heads of state and governments
declared their strong support for IMO actions aina&dcounteracting marine pollution, olil

spills and overfishing. The issue of environmersaturity had been also occurring in the
context of post communist countries from the CEBiae as well as poor developing

countries to which the G7 had offered additionakficial and technical support. Next to
constant and strong support for activity of intéioraal institutions such as UNEP or CSD,
the Group had worked out also their own plan oioast as for example the 1998 G8 Action
Program on Forests describing domestic activitieshe G8’s countries. Among summits’

participants were discussions not only on issuking exclusively G8's states but also on
important international projects such as the KyBtotocol. At the 2001 Genoa Summit,

leaders admitted that despite the existing disageeé on the Protocol they will work on

finding solutions to reduce greenhouse gases amisSubject of the environmental security
was also the leitmotif of G8 Environment Ministereetings. One of the most important
results of these venues was a document called BEmé Ministerial Statement on the World

Summit on Sustainable Development’ which was prisgra more comprehensive approach
to the environment issue. Worth to notice was &0 ‘3r” initiative (Reduce, Reuse and

Recycle) published at the Sea Island Summit ainiédhare efficient use of resources and
materials”.

From the very beginning could be noticed that stajathered in the G7 had a common
ideology that during the Cold War was clearly visiln compare to the USRR ideology.

After the USRR disintegration and revolution in CE&untries still one could have found

notations in summits’ documents which were indigatof basic rules that leaders were
obeying. Already in the first declaration from Rasublet heads of state and governments
noticed benefits of respecting rule of individuakrty as well as democratic society. Popular

in leaders’ statements was the underlying of caatpmr for “the wellbeing both of our own
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countries and of other&® for now as well as for better future. In relatimnthe USRR, the
G7 stressed the willing of progress in détente iandollaboration in the area of economic
relations, arms and WMD stock reduction but atdame time the Group did not hesitate to
say that the Afghanistan occupation is against ldve of Afghan people for national
independence as well as against the UN Charter. @hecalled also the USRR and its
partners for taking responsibility for hard sitoeatiof developing countries while respecting
their law to self-determination. It was already 1881, at the Ottawa Summit, when was
published a separate part of declaration regaréiast-West relations. There was stressed
readiness of G7’s countries to cooperate but atstmae time countries underlined their
unease for increase of USRR arms, calling for peasjgect and for peaceful solutions of any
disagreements. It is worth to notice that no eathan in 1982, in the report “Technology,
Employment and Growth”, for the first time G7 leexlelearly stated that they are aware of
the fact that as seven the richest states of thielwlrey should care not only about economic
prosperity but also about broadly understood deprekmt of all countries, including the gap
reduction between the North and the South. Vergroih summits’ declaration appeared an
attachment of G7’s countries to such values as demy, individual freedom, human
dignity, personal development, justice and peadédey stressed the fact that despite of
individual differences among their countries thewdé common ideology. 1984 document,
“Declaration on Democratic Values”, in a wide wagsdribed the Group’s beliefs and
ideology counting values that according to the a@®tion should be respected. There was
underlinedinter alia faith in democracy, necessity of broad cooperatiotong countries to
achieve these values as well as to fight with huage poverty. At the Venice Summit 1987,
heads of state and governments for the first titearly condemned the apartheid policy and
announced help for its victims. The G7 had alsacedtthe fact of release former communist
countries from the USRR surveillance and promisetielp expressing at the same time hope
for an effective cooperation with Russia. G7 lead#ecided to help Russia in conducting
reforms through individual and collective technicahd financial support. In the 1991
declaration of the London Summit, heads of stai® government announced actions that
were supposed to underline a crucial role of theikdpeacekeeping, protecting human rights,
maintaining peace and security, preventing cripigtecting minorities as well as in
preventing diplomacy and post-conflict peace buoddiSummits that were held in circle of
eight countries, next to above mentioned issuesie weandling also with results of

920 op.cit., http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1977london/comnaura. htm|
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globalization process stating that one of the Gf¢als should be bestowing “human face”
upon globalization. Leaders put also attentiongoessity of cultural diversity promotion and
to importance of IT solutions contributing to inastng people’s awareness.

Political issues during the first summit, as the B&cretary of State Henry Kissinger had
mentioned, were discussed “at the fringes of thetimgs”??* One of the first non-economic
guestions that appeared on the G7 forum was proloemefugees. However, already in
Venice 1980, was published a separate statemeatdiag political issues in which leaders
condemned the Soviet occupation of Afghanistan.ubmnts form next summits had either
form of separate statement describing single togsce.g. the 1982 Statement on Lebanon or
form of summary of the whole political debate ag ¢he Chairman’s Summary on Political
Issues (1987, Venice). Very often in the Group’'®ate had appeared issue of complex
situation in Near and Middle East, but definitefywias conflict in former Yugoslavia and
Kosovo that had shown summits’ power of influencig the world politics. Since 2006
could be seen strong shift of the G8’s debate thto direction of subjects that could be
classified as human security. Leaders discuss alotit issues connected with education,
health or poverty trying to fight with its causexlanot only visible results.

Use of human security approach by the Group coeldl&arly noticed in its relation towards
developing countries. From the very beginning, beeaalready in the Rambouillet
declaration, the G7 defined its strategy towardgelbping countries, stressing the fact that
hard situation in these countries influence als@msperity of the industrial world. Leaders
underlined many times that one of the Group’s firex is to reach sustainable growth but at
the same time they were pointing out on the cruaé of the UN in helping the most
needing countries. In first years of the G7’s attjvcontext of help for the developing
countries had mainly an economic character and pragided inter alia through ODA or
IDA. However, already in the declaration of 1980ni¢ée Summit could be found declaration
that one of G7’s priorities is cooperation with theveloping countries in energy conservation
and development; expansion of exports; enhanceofemiman skills; food and population
problems. Issue of food security was occurring \a&tgn in debate on support for the most
needing countries inter alia through the Group'datation of support for the WB or FAO in
handling facilities and storage. The first documienihich help for the developing countries
was widely threatened was a 1982 report presentdtebPresident Mitterrand. He stressed
necessity of giving help from the G7 side for theogest countries in introducing new

921 op.cit., http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1976sanjuan/kigsinhtml
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technologies, what would result inter alia in retituc of famine, diseases and overpopulation.
Very large part of the Group’s help was dedicateova all for African people suffering from
hunger and draught. In the 1985 Bonn Declaratieadérs underlined their engagement not
only in emergency food aid but also in the develgmf a long-term food strategy for Africa.
What is worth to stress is fact that in the PdditiDeclaration on the 40Anniversary of the
Second World War was found statement that one & feidamental assumptions is creation
of such world that would guarantee to individuafseédom from oppression, want and
fear.”®?® This declaration was stated on the Group’s forlmmaay in 1985, so it was much
earlier than official publication of the UN Repar human security. An important summit in
terms of human security was the meeting in 198A/enice where was issued a separate
statement on the AIDS problem announcing interedifom of actions against fighting but also
preventing AIDS. Significant step in support foe ttheveloping countries was the establishing
in Lyon, 1996, of a New Global Partnership for Diepenent, which was promising inter alia
protection of children; improved health and edwratsystems; reduction of poverty and
social inequities. Another important sentence wattem in the Political Declaration from the
Lyon Summit, where leaders stated that: “We comtitmi regard the United Nations as the
cornerstone of an international system whose saawefailure is increasingly significant for
human security, including development within coigstrand partnership among countrigs.”
To questions connected with human security wascdésll to wide extent the 1997 Denver
Summit. Heads of state and government heraldedhsifigation of efforts in fight with
infectious diseases and efforts for the buildingooblic health capacity. Separate document
was devoted to plans aimed at economic and pdlhielp for Africa. Leaders declared their
support but at the same time they stressed than#ie role in developing Africa belongs to
the UN and its programs. It was also noticed theessity of internal actions of African
countries, videlicet regional cooperation as well as African peace Ingidand conflict
prevention initiatives. An important element of hamsecurity is education and that issue was
widely discussed in 1999 Koln Charter, where heddstate and government noticed that in
21 century “access to knowledge will be one of thestrsignificant determinants of income
and the quality of life.” Also in the final commuqnié from this meeting could be found
significant statements as an allegation that eyeeyventive action “must address the root

causes of (...) conflicts.” G8's attitude to thenfan security concept was clearly presented

922 op.cit., http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1985bonn/polititin|
92 op.cit.,, http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/1996lyon/chair. ¥global
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also in a document from the G8 foreign minister&eting in Gurzenich, before the 1999
summit, where in the third part of the documeneédit‘Human Security” was written: “The
G8 is determined to fight the underlying causethefmultiple threats to human security, and
is committed to creating an environment where begius, the safety and the very survival
of all individuals are guaranteed. We emphasise d¢hecial cornerstones of human security
remain democracy, human rights, rule of law, goodegnance and human developméft.”
At the Okinawa Summit pervading subject was sigaifice of IT technologies, especially for
developing countries, but also some time leadevstdd to discuss health security stressing
that “health is central to economic developmentd &means not only fight with infectious
diseases (e.g. through the Global Fund to Fight/HMINS, Malaria and Tuberculosis) but
also challenge of progressing aging of populatinor2002, at the Kananaskis Summit arrived
three representatives of African countries to n@&#teaders in the result was published wide
document “G8 Africa Action Plan” that was descripinter alia rules of cooperation through
the NEPAD program on 8 areas: peace and secumgtifutions and governance; economic
issues; debt relief; education and IT; health; adtural productivity; water resource
development and management. This Plan was suppodss implemented individually and
collectively by members of the Group. African leedde/ere also present at the next meeting
in Evian, 2003, where they — together with repres@res from emerging and developing
countries — discussed on issues connected with thgeaurity. An important result of similar
venue in Sea Island 2004 were 2 Action Plans tleevwaimed at expanding capabilities for

peace support operations as well as eradicatingrpoand global HIV vaccine enterprise.

Milestones after 2007

Ongoing trend of focusing on human security mattexdd be visible also after 2007. At the
Hokkaido Toyako Summit, were established 2 impdrs@parate statements: on Global Food
Security as well as on Counter-Terrorism. The fiste was part of discussion on
development and Africa, which has been continuedséone time. Leaders underlined they
commitment in reaching Millennium Development Go@4DGs) and in ODA: “We also
stressed the importance of various approacheshie\ang these goals, namely, enhancement

of human security and promotion of good governarmmejate sector-led growth and a

924 op.cit., http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/foreign/fm9906010.htm
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participatory approach to involve various stakebmdd®® They agreed to establish the
Toyako Framework for Action based on G8 expertgore that set up actions in area of
health, water and education in developing countAasa new goal it is worth notice the G8
commitment to control/eliminate neglected tropidiédeases (NTDs) next to their actions
against HIV/AIDS, tuberculosis, malaria and polgveell as further financial help for health
and education programs. At Hokkaido Toyako Sumnas wontinued tradition of meeting

with African leaders that was started at KananaSkimimit 2002 but it were also started

meetings of G8 agricultural ministers in relatiansupervise implementation of the Global
Food Security program. It is worth to notice thaaders discussing on political issues
underlined not only the most critical issues cotegevith peace military security matters but
they strongly stressed necessity of all actiongngthening human rights/humanitarian
situations e.g. they called Myanmar to releasetipali detainees including Aung San Suu
Kyi. This situation has clearly shown that the Grasicaring not only for holistic solutions or
for improving security of countries, groups as wel is conducting dialogue with

organisation or institutions but it also tryinghtelp individuals. At next summit, in Italy, were

taken decisions that could be described as coritoruaf earlier meetings. One of the most
important things was the establishment of the Heildamm — L’Aquila Process (HAP) by
the G8, Brazil, China, India, Mexico and South A& “Countries adhering to this Process
are committed to strengthening their mutual undedihg and translating this common
ground into tangible results, thereby contributtogenhance global governance and jointly
shaping the future®®® Part of debate was devoted to climate change. dreadgreed on

reducing global emissions by at least 50% by 20&0what is worth to notice was the fact
that during the broader session among the 16 Leaanfethe Major Economies Forum on
Energy and Climate, the European Commission, Swedenmark and the UN Secretary
General, were approved key commitments of the Cuguggn climate deal. This is the proof
that next to the summit venue are hold also wideetings that ended up with very important
results. In Italy, the G8 talked also with repreéasimes of African countries and “For the first
time, Leaders issued a joint G8-Africa statemerpressing their determination to build a

stronger partnership to increase access to watérsanitation.” but they also agreed to

925 Chair's Summary, Hokkaido Toyako, July 9, 20@@)://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2008hokkaido/2008-

summary.htm|11.03.2011
928 Chair's Summary, L'Aquila Summit, July 10, 2088p://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2009laquila/2009-

summary.htm!13.03.2011
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allocate 20 billion USD in the L’Aquila Food Sedyrinitiative that was aimed at helping in
rural development of poor countri&<.

The G8 did not forget that that was and still tansoextent is responsible for economic
security but in document form Muskoka Summit leadssticed an important role of G20 in
the world economy. In the same time they also retbed they have all one shared vision and
stated that: “We must also ensure that the pralifen of weapons of mass destruction,
terrorism and organized crime, as well as manyraothallenges faced by states to address
their security vulnerabilities, including climatdange, remain at the forefront of public
policy. We, the G8, are determined to exercisedestdp and meet our obligation&>What

is important to stress is fact that more and mdtenon G8 documents has been occurring
statements that confirmed G8'’s support and engagiemdauman security. At Muskoka was
established the Muskoka Initiative aimed at acegieg progress on fulfilling MDGs,
especially in relation to “significantly reduce thember of maternal, newborn and under five
child deaths in developing countrie$>As earlier also in that matter leaders underlitred
necessity of collaboration with the UN and othdeinational organisation in implementing
their main goals. At the Muskoka Summit significg@irt of the discussion was devoted to
issues connected with military security: “We, theabers of the G8, remain deeply concerned
about serious threats to global peace and secWigy.are all affected by threats from the
proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, t@s$m, international organized crime
(including drug trafficking), piracy and from patial and ethnic conflict®*® Leaders called
all states to obey rules of non-proliferation atltey also raise issues of security threats
during talks with African leaders (traditionally ggent at the summit) as well as
representatives of Colombia, Haiti and Jamaica whas resulted in annex titled
“Strengthening Civilian Security Systems”: “Thesdiatives will aim to reduce the intensity
of conflict-related instability, protect civiliangn situations of armed conflict, counter
terrorism, combat piracy and transnational crime help establish an enabling environment
for growth, investment and democratic developm@it.”

% Ibidem

928 Muskoka Declaration: Recovery and New Beginnimgsskoka, Canada, June 26, 2010,
http://www.g7.utoronto.ca/summit/2010muskoka/comigua.htm| 19.03.2011

%2 |bidem

90 |bidem

%1 bidem
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Estimated directions of the Group’s development

The Group of Eight is a specific form of internai@b collaboration that is still, despite of
significant change in this aspect, barely knownvider audience. It cannot be forgotten that
the Group was created in1978 as a result of meefingfact 5 members, during its 36 years
history it was widen of only 3 new participants feaver 2 at the beginning of its
establishment - Canada and specific member: the ‘HUgse 8 nations have only 13 percent
of the world’s population, but they produce almésb-thirds of the global GDP (gross
domestic product) and generate 43 percent of wivdde. Within the G7-states (the G8
without Russia), we can find 79 of the 100 largeshsnational companies and 8 of the 10
biggest banks. The G8 claims 75 percent of all mat&® In spite of these impressive
numbers, some researches undermine sense of eeistérthe G8 in the current shape. In
relevant literature could be found 2 trends desugilpossible development of the Group: G8
+5 (G13) and L20. Name G13 could be split into Biponents: current G8 countries and the
Plus Five, called also the Outreach 5 (O5), fiatest to which belong: China, India, Brazil,
South Africa and Mexico. Leaders of these emergimgntries are since 2005 regular guests
at the G8 summits and their presence was noticqalés of common statements. During
2008 Sapporo Summit in joint political declaratas used for the first time the name: the
Group of Five (G5). It could be observed that progrds of widening the G8 about the O5 are
inter alia France and Great Britain. It was nobody else, tbhat UK Prime Minister Tony
Blair, who in 2006 proposed to include the O5 itite Group, however he was opposed by
Germany and the US.

The very beginning of the O5 could be bounded il 2003 Evian Summit, where the
President of France Jacques Chirac invited to dgon on growth and cooperation leaders of
11 countries: Algeria, Brazil, China, Egypt, IndMalaysia, Mexico, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal and South Africa justifying his decisiorthe next 2004 Sea Island Summit in the
following way: “We cannot discuss major economisuiss nowadays without discussing
these issues with China, with India, Brazil, Mexatd South Africa... That is exactly what |
tried to do in Evian last year, by establishingeatarged dialogue to establish a link between
these leaders and set in train a habit that weldhmve of working with them®** Goal of
the 2005 Gleneagles Summit was to look effectiviely solution of global warming and

greenhouse gases emissions mainly by the US aneltkeging economies. At this meeting,

932 Natur, Society and Thoughiol. 20, no. 3-4 (2007), H. Kop@n G7/G8 Global Governance. 401
933 |nternational Affairsyol. 84, no. 3 (2008), A. Payn€he G8 in a changing global economic orde530
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leaders decided that they will continue debateliomate change, clean energy and sustainable
development in the configuration ‘G8+5’. Next mil@se in the process of G13 was the 2007
Heiligendamm Process, which assumed some kindgoflae cooperation (in next two years)
on 4 areas: 1) promoting and protecting innovat®nenhancing freedom of investment, 3)
promoting development in Africa and 4) “sharing whedge for improving energy efficiency
and technology cooperation with the aim to contebto reducing C® emissions>*
However, structure “G8+5” for proponents of peraggvthe G8 as an instrument of global
governance seemed to be still too limited. In respinter alia to such queries the Prime
Minister of Canada Paul Martin proposed establighoi “L20” (leaders 20) that was
supposed to include G8 countries and emerging es@soand should meet on the level of
presidents and prime ministers and which goal viestablishing broader and more effective
base around which to rebuild ‘global governanceterafthe Asian financial crisis®
Chretien’s proposal found objectionsiofer alia the US side and after the Canadian Prime
Minister dismissal it was actually dead. Howevemms supporters of that concept such as
Dries Lesage draw attention to the fact that nowsdtnere is a lack of multilateral
institutions which could play important global gowance functions: “(...) crisis management,
coordination of domestic policy of important couesr in relation to global public goods,
surveillance of coherence in global governance béetwdifferent policy domains and the
steering of global governance. These global govemmafunctions are not adequately
delivering in the contemporary world® To smoothly perform these 4 functions institutions
would have had 8 features: “(..) presence of thetrpowerful states, legitimacy, a limited
number of members, a set of common interest angesaimeetings at the level of heads of
state, prime ministers, and ministers, informal dtekible procedures, a permanently
operational diplomatic infrastructure and good pullocumentation of the decision§”
These above mentioned criteria, according to s@searchers, meet currently the G20 which
“is comprised of industrialized nations as wellaserging economies (..) and reflects the
changes in international economic patterns andeseas a platform of peaceful dialogue

934 Global Governanceno. 15 (2009), D. Lesage, T. Van de Graaf, K. ies, The G8's Role in Global
Energy Governance Since the 2005 Gleneagles Sumr2i9

935 op.cit. International Affairs,vol. 84, no. 3 (2008), A. Paynghe G8 in a changing global economic order,
p.529

93 Global Society, vol.21, no. 3 (2007), D. Lesa@#balisation, Multipolarity and the L20 as an Ahative to
the G8,p. 345

%7 |bidem, p.347
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between developing and developed countri@The G20 was established in late 1990s as a
result of the Asian financial crisis. Nowadaysinitiudes 19 countries and a political entity —
the EU and has one crucial feature — cross-regi@aali>® that in some way bind the North
and the South. These 20 countries represents “al@8percent of the world’s GDP (2009)
and (...) almost two-thirds of the world’s poputati®*® Fundamental reason of the
establishment and existence of the G20 is its eoandunction. As has been already
mentioned, the G20 is a result of late 1990’s srkwit it gained on importance thank to a
second 2008-09 crisis. At the beginning its memiagre only prime ministers but since the
G20 initial summit in Washington DC (Nov. 2008) time meeting take part nest to prime
ministers also presidents: “the G20 has movedtimegputative position of premier forum for
global economic governance. The immediate impath®iG20 as a ‘crisis breaker’ has been
palpable.®** Primary task of the G20 is the same as it wasase ®f establishing the G7 —
financial and global economic issues, however vottus on finding consensus between the
North and the South. It is connected with a weins&rend of moving focal point in global
economy to so called emerging-market democradias.dlso worth to underline that in the
G20 are present representatives of the EU, IMFthedVorld Bank. From non-G8 countries
point of view, the biggest complaint against thatni of government was a fact that they
belonged to the most crisis-affected countriestarg did not have possibility to influence on
international finance system. So wider form of esgntativeness of states as the G20 is, in
not only academic discussions, could count on wslgaport and stronger legitimacy of its
actions rather than the G8. In an evolution prooésise G20 is clearly visible that despite the
fact that fundamental activity of preliminary meggs and annual conference is aimed at
finding agreement on key global economic issuegr dime the G20 agenda has been
expanded and it includes such topics as: aid effsoess, debt relief, energy security or
demographic shifts. However, several researchatsriine limits of the G20. One of them is

relatively low effectiveness of work connected wibhv frequency of meetings (once a year)

98 Bejing Review08.07.2010, Zhou Maoquingrom G8 to G20p.12

9395 members from Europe (UK, France, Germany, ltdlg,EU), 5 from Asia (China, India, Indonesia, alap
South Korea), 2 from North America (Canada anddBg, 3 from Latin America (Argentina, Brazil, Megig 2
from the Middle East (Saudi Arabia, Turkey), 1 frékfrica (South Africa), 1 from Pacific (Australiggnd 1
from Eurasia (Russia)

940 Journal of Democragyol.22, no.1 (2011), M.F. Plattndfrom the G-8 to the G-2(,34

%! International Affairsvol. 86, no. 3 (2010), A.F. Coopéfhe G20 as an improvised crisis committee and/or a

contested ‘steering committee’ for the wond741
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as well as lack of permanent secretariat. Anothee & lower range of members in
comparison to the G8 but also lack of defined knfidr the scope of issues discussed on the
G20 forum?*? Legitimacy of the G20 is also a controversial &sis there is no clear criteria
how to become a member of that institution: “It riet simply the world’s 20 largest
economies. Saudi Arabia (the world’s 23rd largesinemy), Argentina (30th), and South
Africa (32nd) are formal members while Spain (9tHgtherlands (16th) Poland (18th) and
Belgium (20th) are not. Invitations are issued tagbly, and there is no mechanism for
objective adjustment*® Another questionable thing is lack of represenéatiof the OPEC
organisation and there are oil prices that areatifactor in global economy.

An important part of the success of any institui®sharing of common values what is quite
difficult as different countries perceived as calcdifferent values. In case of the G8,
consistency factor of common values is very highpite of to some extent different interests
of Russia (see chapter on social security), howevénre G20 interests of the North and the
South are quite different and because of thatliaisler to find a consensus. The G20 seems
to more effective solution than ‘G8+5'though be@uo$ the reason that configuration of the
G13is perceived by the O5 countries as a situatiomhich they have second-bars status and
what is more they do not want to be members of ‘@®+5: “China has observed the
awkward, even humiliating, way in which Russia vedfered a kind of probationer status
before eventually being fully admitted into the neels of the G8 and is thought, in good part
as a result of its disinclination to risk beingatied in the same way, to be reluctant to be co-
opted singly into a G9”**

Among researches occurred also other proposalomigaration of emerging economies
such as BRIC (Brazil, Russia, India, China) peredias the most dynamic economies, but
some pay the highest attention to CHINDIA (Chinal dndia) and others to these two
countries add one state -South Africa, creatingAC#8 two states creating CIBS (China,
India, South Africa and Brazil). However, those wdre focusing on BRIC countries propose
to expand that by adding South Africa, ASEAN coig@strand Mexico creating acronym
BRICSAM >

942 Global Governanceno. 15 (2009), M. Beeson, S. Bellhe G-20 and International Economic Governance:
Hegemony, Collectivism, or Both®.,77

3 survival,vol. 52 no. 2 ( 2010), D. Shorr, T. Wrighthe G20 and Global Governance: An Exchamg&38

%4 |nternational Affairsyol. 84, no. 3 (2008), A. Payn€he G8 in a changing global economic orde532

92 |nternational Affairsyol. 84, no. 3 (2008), A. Payn€he G8 in a changing global economic orde526
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Attachment 1

TEN KEY PRINCIPLES FOR INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INFO RMATION
EXCHANGE

Ten Key Principles for information exchange to ioye financial stability through greater

international cooperation were announced by G7rigeainisters meeting in London today.

Commenting on the meeting, Chancellor of the Exabegordon Brown said:

"Given the UK's past experiences with BC&ld Barings, the UK h
been a longstanding advocate of improving operation betwee

supervisors of internationally active financialtingions.

Today's report by financial experts from all G7 wies -in a grouj
chaired by the UK - marks a sigméint step towards improving financ
stability. The Ten Key Principles which they hawveloped establishe:
clear framework for international cooperation aetsstandards to whi
G7 Ministers believe all countries should aspiral amhich we sha

promote throughout the world.

Recent events in Asia have highlighted the needtdich cooperation a
emphasised its urgency. So we are especially plahsethe G7 has ma

so much progress on this issue since we met in @emyear ago.”

The Ten Key Principles set out in the report froihMinisters to heads of government cover:

=

authorisation to share supervisory information vigteign supervisors

2. the sharing of information by supervisors from eliént sectors of financial services

3. cooperation in identifying and monitoring the udenmanagement and information
systems, and controls, by internationally activen§

4. the sharing of objective information of supervisamerest about individuals such as
owners, shareholders, directors, managers or emgdogf supervised firms

5. information sharing between exchanges

6. confidentiality of shared information

7. the use of formal agreements and written requestisiformation exchange
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8. reciprocity requirements
9. the use of information for law enforcement in casesich further supervisory
purposes

10. the removal of laws preventing supervisory infotioraexchange.
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Attachment 2

Interview with Sir Nicholas Bayne

1. Could we say that according to your categorizatioa leitmotif of the seventh series

of summits (in a period from 2002 till 2007) istfigpg terrorism and its causes?

This is a good categorization of the G8 summit&ilgneagles 2005. | am not sure that it
applies to later summits.

2. Is there any necessity of the G8?

The G8 summit is not strictipecessaryput it has provediuseful over the years, in
providing political leadership, reconciling domestind external pressures and providing
collective management to the world economy. Howewdile it can still meet the first
objective, it has been less effective in the secawdntly and no longer has the right
membership for the third.

3. Could we separate economic functions of the G8siiftithem into the G207

This could be done, but there are two drawbacksst,Ehe G8's membership is still not
ideal for political issues, since China, a permarmaember of the UNSC, is missing.
Second, it is not always easy to separate poliéindleconomic issues.

4. Should the G8 be formalized or it should returth® more informal character?

The G8 summit is becoming swamped by its apparathie its documents are too long
and imprecise. The G8 should choose a limited d@geach year — two or three items
only — and aim to provide impulses to other institos rather than trying to act itself.

5. Should Russia be treated in this forum as a serousfull partner despite its policy

e.g. in respect for human rights?

| think that it was a mistake to admit Russia, whicas done for political, not economic
reasons. But now it has been admitted, it mustdaged as a full partner.
6. Is there any possibility of exclusion of any memdyats self-exclusion? In such case,

would it be any reason to continue the G8 summitry?

Each year's summit is composed of those counttes dhair decides to invite. In

principle, a chair could decide not to invite onmenmore members, provided those who
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wereinvited agreed with this. | think this is verylikely, as it would alienate the country
excluded. Similarly, a G8 country could decidaadt longer wanted to attend. This is
only likely to happen with the United States; ietbS stayed away, that would bring the
G8 to an end.

7. Should the G8 clearly define its security poliay. @eccording to the UN human

security approach?

| hesitate over this question, as | am not a sgcexpert. | do not think the G8 would
want to be bound in advance by any approach, bptdserve flexibility. But it would
only want to make recommendations to the UN thaticc@rove acceptable to the UN
membership as a whole.

8. To what extent the G7 had been leading securitigypal different areas in the past?

The G7 and later the G8 have played a leadingiroleuclear non-proliferation issues
over a long period, going back to the 1970s. # &lao been influential in terrorism, both
in the mid-1980s and more recently. Other secussues have been treated more
sporadically, without much system and thus withtih impact. But this is the view of a

non-expert in security issues.

9. Do you think it is possible that G8 can play a cahtole in response to emergencies
or be treated as a last resort?

Because the G8 summit requires careful advanceamipn, it is not suitable for

emergencies, except for those that occur just esniteeting, like the Chernobyl disaster

in 1986 and Indian nuclear tests in 1998.

10.1s the G8'’s extension possible in the near future?

At present, the G8's future seems in doubt. tahtinues with its existing membership,
its influence will shrink, so that heads of goveant) especially the US, may no longer
think it is worth attending. But its recent attdsypo engage other countries, like the
Outreach 5 (Brazil, China, India, Mexico, Southiéd), have not worked, because these
countries consider they only have second-clasasstathe best option would be if the G8
offered these countries the chance to take parthein own terms, as a sort of joint
venture. In a recent lecture at the LSE (attagegmhrately), | have called this the G6+7
(Russia, as a BRIC member, being in the 6). Bum Idoubtful that this will happen.
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Interview with Prof. Peter Hajnal

1. Could we say that according to your categorizatibe leitmotif of the seventh series
of summits (in a period from 2002 till 2007) istfigpg terrorism and its causes?

It certainly has been a major preoccupation forstim@amits in this period, but this has not

precluded their attention to other major issuesn@te, health, trade, the economy, North-

South issues, etc.)

2. Is there any necessity of the G8?

There are various schools of thought. Some obsesee the need for a continuing role
for the G8, particularly on issues other than foemnd the economy (those have now
been taken over by the G20). Other observers gelibat the G8 has outlived its

usefulness and must be replaced by the G20 or stdme forum.

3. Could we separate economic functions of the G8siiftithem into the G20?
This process has already been put in place aBEsiember’s Pittsburgh G20 summit, but

there are some residual issues remaining for th@&fier than the G8) countries.

4. Should the G8 be formalized or it should returth® more informal character?
There is virtually no chance that the G8 can ben&dized in the sense of having a charter

and a secretariat. It was designed and maintaseoh informal forum.

5. Should Russia be treated in this forum as a seransfull partner despite its policy
e.g. in respect for human rights?

This is a controversial point. Some have questidteplace in the G8 club. But there

are issues (such as security, energy, climatettedct.) where Russia has a stake, so it is

better to have them in the club.

6. Is there any possibility of exclusion of any mendyeits self-exclusion? In such case,
would it be any reason to continue the G8 summitry?
No country has ever been uninvited once it hasriec® member, and this is not likely to

happen. Self-exclusion remains a hypotheticaliptisg but it is very unlikely.
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7. Should the G8 clearly defined its security policyg. eaccording to the UN human
security approach?

G8 approaches to classical as well as human sgcaritbe deduced from its declarations

and other documents. Usually, there is referencteé UN but the G8 functions very

differently, and collectively carries considerakleight. | am not sure how effective the

G8 has been in this field — | am not an expert.

8. Do you think it is possible that G8 can play a cahtole in response to emergencies
or be treated as a last resort?
If the G8 survives, it will continue to play an ionant role. | would not say “last resort”

but it can be one resort, along with NATO, UN, etc.

9. Is the G8'’s extension possible in the near future?
Some would like to see the G8 expand, to incorpotta¢ “G5” of China, India, Brazil,
South Africa and Mexico (or one or two other majewveloping country), but this is not

very likely to happen, particularly with the risigR0.
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Interview with Mr Duncan Walker, Political Military Officer at the American Embassy

in Warsaw, Poland

1. How has changed the character of the G8 summita 875 till now?
The main reason for an establishment of the G6thvasleep oil crisis that had occurred in
1973. At the beginning it was an ad hoc group thas supposed to answer the hard
situation, tackled with one problem- economic stidlow situation is a little bit different,
the G8 is mainly a calendar driving group whichkias with an earlier prepared list of
subjects to discuss. Definitely, there is a bigrde also in a scope of subjects- now there

are lots of political, environmental, security essues.

2. What about famous informal atmosphere between qyaatnts of summits- is it still
present?

The whole course of a meeting is formally arrangBuls is Sherpa’s task. Sherpa is a
person who knows very well a choreography of wentitics- he is responsible, above all,

for the visual of the policy- not for its content.

3. Are the G8 summits a priority for the Presidenthaf USA?

It depends on subjects discussed at the meetitigené are issues which are important for
domestic policy and are political priorities foretfPresident, then that summit would be
very important for the President. We cannot fottpet it is always a great opportunity to

present oneself on the international forum, whechtill a widely acknowledged elite club.

4. Is the G8's extension possible in the near future?

There are opinions that such forum without ChinaBoazil is not representative. Some

countries as France or the UK are in favour of sove, but we should answer the
guestion if the extension will not bring powerlesss. It is such a difference as between
the Security Council and the General Assembly-fitisé body is much more effective and

able to act.

5. If we cannot talk about extension- can we talk alsoalusion of any member?
| suppose that you think about Russia? The masoreto make Russia the member of the

Group was will to help this country to overcome coumist regime and transform it into
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an open market democracy. The G8 can act onlyerketlis a universal agreement in how
we see the world and current Russian ideology i® quguable... But of course, political
consequences of such action could be dramatic.

6. Is it any problem with a fact that European couedriare more represented than
others?

It is a fact that Europe is represented by Frattab;, Germany and 2 representatives of
the EU but we do not see any problem in that. &g las we share the same values, there is

no danger for the G8 existence.

7. Do you think it is possible that G8 can play a cahtole in response to emergencies
or be treated as a last resort?

Definitely not. The G8 does not have any measuveact like that. It plays rather a
steering role in the international relations. ledaot have any formal mechanisms and has

to cooperate with other, more adequate, internatiorganisations.

8. Is there any chance that the US will adapt the hursacurity as a leitmotif of its

foreign policy like Canada or Japan did?

| do not think so. First of all, we believe in mdraditional meaning of security- military

security. Secondly, American people have differgpproach to the issue of helping the
most needed than European people. We are moreefbaus practical programs of aid,
according to the rule: “We give them fishing rodst fish”. We do not feel guilty about

the poorest as most European do. We are readylgahd we do it always when there is
an emergency, as for example an earthquake in tnth Nran, which is by the way not

very friendly with the US.

9. What do you think about Polish chances to join @20? Do we have American
support in this area?

| must say, that cooperation between the US ananiélas very good. You did a lot during
the last ten years in the field of economy. We wtlpport you in your efforts to join the
G20 but only if you meet all objective conditioM®hen you are not institutionally ready,
than we cannot talk about your accession to the G20
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Attachment 3

Table of summits’ documents

G7/G8 documents
Sector Title Year Issue
Appendix to Downing Street Summit Declaratign 1977
Declaration, Bonn 1978
Declaration, Tokyo 1979
Declaration, Venice 1980
Declaration, Ottawa 1981
Statement on the Implications of the Chernobyl 1086
Nuclear Accident
Political Declaration: Securing Democracy 1988
Declaration on East-West Relations 1989
Statement on Transnational Issues 1900
Safety of Nuclear Power Plants in the New
Independent States of the Former Soviet Union jantP92
in Central and Eastern Europe
Political Declaration: Shaping The New 1992
Military Partnership 1. Non proliferation
Russia and the Other Countries in Transition 1993
Nuclear safety 1994
Moscow Nuclear Safety and Security Summit 1996
Declaration
Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]:
Toward Greater Security and Stability in a Morg 1996
Cooperative World
Foreign Ministers' Progress Report 1997
The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998 1998
Communiqué
Conclusions of G8 Foreign Ministers, London 1998
G8 Communiqué Kaoln 1999
G7 Statement 1999
Conclusions of the meeting of the G 8 Foreign 1999
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Ministers, Cologne

G8 Communiqué Okinawa

2000

Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreign

Ministers' Meeting

2001

Statement by G8 Leaders: The G8 Global

Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons apd2002

Materials of Mass Destruction

Chair's Summary 2004
G8 Action Plan on Non-proliferation 2004
Gleneagles Statement On Non-Proliferation 2005
Global Energy Security 2006
Statement on Non-Proliferation 200p
Report of the Nuclear Safety and Security Groyp 6200
Joint Statement by George Bush and Vladimi
Putin 2006
Chair's Summary 2007
Heiligendamm Statement on Non-Proliferation 2007

Report on the Nuclear Safety and Security Group 7200

Statement At Williamsburg [Declaration On

_ 1983
Security]
Declaration On East-West Relations And Arms
1984
Control
Political Declaration on the 40th Anniversary oé th 1085
End of the Second World War
Chancellor Helmut Kohl's Concluding Statement 1985
Political Declaration 1988
Statement on Transnational Issues 1990

Declaration On Conventional Arms Transfers And

NBC [Nuclear, Biological And Chemical] Non-| 1991
Proliferation
Political Declaration: Shaping The New
_ 1992
Partnership
Chairman [German Foreign Minister Klaus
1992

Kinkel]'S Statement

2. Arms control
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Tokyo Summit Political Declaration: Striving For 1993
A More Secure And Humane World
Chairman's Statement 1995
Statement on CTBT 19964
Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]:
Toward Greater Security and Stability in a Morg 1996
Cooperative World
1997 Denver Summit Communiqué 1997
Conclusions of G8 Foreign Ministers 1998
The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998 1998
Communiqué
Political Statement - Regional Issues 1998
G8 Communiqué Kdln 1999 1999
G8 Communiqué Okinawa 2000
Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreigr 2000
Ministers' Meeting
Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreigr 2001
Ministers' Meeting
Canadian Chair's Statement 2002
Non-proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destructi )n:2003
A G8 Declaration
Summary of the G8 Presidency 2003
G8 Action Plan on Nonproliferation 2004
Gleneagles Statement On Non-Proliferation 2005
Statement on Non-Proliferation 200p
Heiligendamm Statement on Non-Proliferation 2007
Statement on Air-Hijacking 1978
Press Release on Air-Hijacking 1979
Statement on Hijacking 198(¢
Statement on the Taking of Diplomatic Hostages 1980
Ottawa Summit Statement on Terrorism 1981 3. Terrorism
Declaration on International Terrorism 1984
Statement on International Terrorism 1986
Statement On Terrorism 1987
Political Declaration 1988
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Drug Issues

Declaration on Terrorism

Statement on Transnational Issues

Houston Economic Declaration

1991 Economic Declaration — Drugs

Chairman [German Foreign Minister Klaus

Kinkel]'s Statement

Chairman's Statement (Political)

G7 Summit Communiqué- Cooperation againg

transnational crime and money- laundering

Chairman's Statement

Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]:

Toward Greater Security and Stability in a More 1996

Cooperative World

Declaration on Terrorism

199¢

1997 Denver Summit Communiqué

1997

The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998

Communiqué

1998

Conclusions of G8 Foreign Ministers, London

1998

G8 Communiqué Koln 1999

1999

G8 Communiqué Okinawa

2000

Communiqué, Genoa

2001

Statement by G8 Leaders: The G8 Global

Partnership Against the Spread of Weapons apd2002

Materials of Mass Destruction

Cooperative G8 Action on Transport Security

2002

G8 Recommendations on Counter-Terrorism

2002

G8 Justice and Interior Ministers' Meeting

2002

14

G8 Foreign Ministers' Progress Report On the
Fight Against Terrorism

2002

Chair's Summary

2003

Global Partnership Against The Spread Of

Weapons And Materials Of Mass Destruction G82003

Senior Officials Group Annual Report
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Global Partnership Against The Spread Of
Weapons And Materials Of Mass Destruction A

Action Plan

G&003

Building International Political Will And Capacity

To Combat Terrorism A G8 Action Plan

2003

Non-proliferation of Weapons of Mass Destructi

Securing Radioactive Sources: A G8 Action Plan

0

n
2003

G8 Secure and Facilitated International Trave

Economic

Initiative 2004
G8 Action Plan on Nonproliferation 2004
Secure And Facilitated International Travel
Initiative: Summit Progress Report 2005
Gleneagles Statement On Non-Proliferation 2005
G8 Statement On Counter-Terrorism 2005
G8 Summit Declaration on Counter-Terrorism 2006
G8 Statement on Strengthening the UN's Counteré006
Terrorism Program
Report on the G8 Global Partnership 2006
Chair's Summary 2006
G8 Summit Statement on Counter Terrorism 2007
Global Partnership Review, 2007
Declaration of Rambouillet, 1975
Joint Declaration of the International Conferen¢e 974
Declaration: Downing Street Summit 197)7

Appendix to Downing Street Summit Declaratign 19T Reported issues: 1) fight wit

Declaration, Bonn 1978
Declaration, Tokyo 1979
Declaration — Introduction 1980

Declaration — Inflation

1980| trade liberalization; 4) refornp

Declaration — Energy

1980

Declaration — Trade

1980

Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — The Economy 1

(o]

Declaration Of The Seven Heads Of State And
Government And Representatives Of The Europedt®82

Communities

inflation and high
unemployment; 2) energy

problems; 3) international

of international monetary

system; 5) reduction of

g§leveloping countries' deficit

-

V)
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Proposals for a Concerted Development of th

World Economy

1%

1982

Declaration Of The Seven Heads Of State And

Government And Representatives Of The Europ

Communities

ed®82

Declaration On Economic Recovery

1983

The London Economic Declaration

198

Economic Declaration - Multilateral Trading

System and International Monetary System

1985

Economic Declaration - Relations with Developipg

Countries 1985
Economic Declaration - Cooperation in Scienge 1085
and Technology
Tokyo Economic Declaration 1986
Economic Declaration - Trade 198y
Economic Declaration — Agriculture 198Y
Economic Declaration — Developing Countries & nd1987
Debt
Economic Declaration - Introduction 1988
Economic Declaration - International Economi¢
Policy Cooperation 1958
Economic Declaration - Newly Industrializing 1088
Economies
Economic Declaration - Developing Countries and1988
Debt
Economic Declaration - Introduction 1989
Economic Declaration - International Economi¢
Situation 1989
Economic Declaration - Improving Economic 1089
Efficiency
Economic Declaration - General Problems of
Development 1989
Press Release From Presidents Abdou Diouf),
Mohamed Hosni Mubarak, Carlos Andres Pergz,1989

And Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi
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Houston Economic Declaration — Introduction

1990

Economic Declaration - Economic Policy 1991
Economic Declaration — Energy 19911
Economic Declaration - Developing Countries aund1991
Debt
Economic Declaration: Working Together For 1092
Growth And A Safer World
Economic Declaration - World Economy 1992
Economic Declaration - Developing Countries 1992
Economic Declaration - Central and Eastern
Europe 1992
Strengthening G7 Cooperation To Promote 1093
Employment And Noninflationary Growth
Economic Declaration - World Economy 1993
Economic Declaration — Trade 19983
Economic Declaration — Developing Countrie$ 1983
1994 G7 Communiqué: Jobs and Growth 19p4
1994 G7 Communiqué: Trade 1994
1994 G7 Communiqué: Developing Countries 1994
The Halifax Summit Review of the Internationa|
Financial Institutions: Background Document, 1995
Halifax Summit Communiqué 1995
Economic Communiqué: Making a Success of 1996
Globalization for the Benefit of All
Finance Ministers Report to the Heads of State anijg%
Government on international monetary stabilit
1997 Denver Summit Communiqué 1997
Confronting Global Economic and Financial 1997
Challenges: Denver Summit Statement by Sevien
The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998 1998
Communiqué
Strengthening The Architecture Of The Globa
Financial Systerm Report of G7 Finance Ministers 1098
to G7 Heads of State or Government for their
meeting in Birmingham May 1998
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Ten Key Principles For International Financial

Information Exchange 1998
Conclusions of G7 Finance Ministers 1998
G7 Initiative On Harmful Tax Competition 1998
G8 Communiqué Kdln 1999 1999
Report of G7 Finance Ministers on the Kéln Debt1999
Initiative to the K6ln Economic Summit,
G7 Statement 1999
G8 Communiqué Okinawa 2000
Okinawa Charter on Global Information Society 2000
G7 Statement 2000
Communiqué, Genoa 2001
G7 Statement 2001
Strengthening the International Financial System2001
and the Multilateral Development Banks
Statement by G7 Leaders: Delivering on the 2002
Promise of the Enhanced HIPC Initiative
Statement of G7 Finance Ministers 2002
Action Plan to Combat the Financing of Terrorigm 020
Statement of G7 Finance Ministers 2003
Chair's Summary 2003
Fostering Growth and Promoting a Responsible 2003
Market Economy: A G8 Declaration
Co-operative G8 Action on Trade 2008
Fighting Corruption and Improving Transparenqy: 2003
A G8 Declaration
Finance Ministers’ Statement 2008
G8 Leaders Statement on Trade 2004
Chair's Summary 2004
Global Economy And Oil 2005
Chair's Summary 2005
Reducing IPR Piracy And Counterfeiting Throug;h2005
More Effective Enforcement
Global Energy Security 2006
St. Petersburg Plan Of Action Global Energy 2006
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Security

Fighting High-Level Corruption 2006
Combating IPR Piracy and Counterfeiting 2006
Trade 2006
Growth and Responsibility in the World Economy 2007
G8 Trade Declaration 2007
Declaration, Bonn 1978
Declaration, Tokyo 1979
Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — The Economy 1981
Declaration On Economic Recovery 1983
The London Economic Declaration 1984
Economic Declaration - Environmental Policie$ 1985
Tokyo Economic Declaration 1984
Economic Declaration — Environment 1987
Economic Declaration — Environment 1988
Economic Declaration — Environment 1989
i i _ Reported issues: 1) acid
1990 Huston Summit Economic Declaration - N _ _
_ 1990 | deposition; 2) air pollution; ?I
Environment _ _
: : : climate change; 4) depletio
Economic Declaration — Environment 1991
of ozone layer; 5)
United Nations Conference on Environment and )
, 1992 management of toxic and
Environmental Development (UNCED)
hazardous wastes; 6)
Economic Declaration — Environment 1993

Summit Communiqué

1994

Halifax Summit Communiqué

1995

Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]:

Toward Greater Security and Stability in a More 1996

Cooperative World

Communiqué

1997

G8 Action Programme on Forests

1998

The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998

Communiqué

1998

G8 Communiqué Kdln 1999

1999

G8 Communiqué Okinawa

2000

Report on The Implementation of The G8 Actig

Programme on Forests

>

2000

protection of tropical forests
7) pollution of soll, fresh
water and the sea; 8)

overfishing.
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Communiqué, Genoa

2001

Societal

The Kananaskis Summit Chair's Summary 2002
Banff Ministerial Statement on the World Sumnyit 2002
on Sustainable Development
Marine Environment and Tanker Safety: A G8§ 2003
Action Plan
Science and Technology for Sustainable 2003
Development: A G8 Action Plan
Science and Technology for Sustainable
Development: "3r" Action Plan and Progress on 2004
Implementation
Climate Change, Clean Energy and S.ustainalcle2005
Development
St. Petersburg Plan Of Action Global Energy 2006
Security
Growth and Responsibility in the World Economy 2007
Declaration of Rambouillet 1975
Joint Declaration of the International Conferen¢e 974
Declaration: Downing Street Summit Confereng¢e 1977
Declaration — Introduction 1980
Political Topics (Afghanistan) 1980
Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — Introduction 198

Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — Relations

Reported issues: 1) relatiof

With Developing Countries 1981 with the USSR; 2) common
Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — East-West 1081 rules and values; 3) results
Economic Relations globalization; 4) cultural
Declaration of the Ottawa Summit — Conclusiop 1981 diversity promotion; 6) IT
Chairman's Summary Of Political Issues 1981 solutions.
Declaration Of The Seven Heads Of State And
Government And Representatives Of The Europedt®82
Communities
[Translation:] President Mitterrand's Statement [To
The Press At The Conclusion Of The Versailles 1982

Summit
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Declaration Of The Seven Heads Of State And
Government And Representatives Of The Europedt982
Communities
Declaration On Economic Recovery 1983
Statement At Williamsburg [Declaration On 1083
Security]
President Reagan's Dinner Toast, Rockefeller Folli983
Art Centre
Interview With President Reagan 1983
Declaration On Democratic Values 1984
London Economic Declaration 1984
Declaration On East-West Relations And Arm$
Control 1984
Political Declaration on the 40th Anniversary oé th 1085
End of the Second World War
Tokyo Economic Declaration 1984
Statement On The Implications Of The Chernotnyl1986
Nuclear Accident
Statement On East-West Relations 1987
Chairman's Summary On Political Issues 1987
Economic Declaration — Introduction 1988
Political Declaration 1988
Declaration On East-West Relations 1989
Declaration On Human Rights 1989
Text Of The Letter Sent By Mr. Mikhail
Gorbachev To The President Of The French| 1989
Republic
Houston Economic Declaration — Introduction 1990
Political Declaration: Securing Democracy 1990
Political Declaration: Securing Democracy 1990
Houston Economic Declaration — The Soviet Unjori990
Political Declaration: Securing Democracy 1990
Economic Declaration — The Soviet Union 1991
Economic Declaration — Developing Countries & nd1991
Debt
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Economic Declaration — Migration

1991

Economic Declaration: Building World Partnership 919

Political Declaration: Strengthening The

International Order 1991
Economic Declaration: Working Together For 1992
Growth And A Safer World
Economic Declaration — Developing Countries 1992
Economic Declaration — New Independent Statues1992
of the Former Soviet Union
Political Declaration: Shaping The New
Partnership 1992
Tokyo Summit Economic Declaration: A 1093
Strengthened Commitment To Jobs And Growth
Tokyo Summit Political Declaration: Striving For 1093
A More Secure and Humane World
Statement by President Boris Nikolayevich Yelt‘;in1993
of the Russian Federation
Russia and the Other Countries in Transition 1993
Chairman's Statement (Political) 1994
Halifax Summit Communiqué - Promoting 1995
Sustainable Development
Halifax Summit Communiqué - Preventing anc 1995
Responding to Crises
Economic Communiqué: Making a Success of 1996
Globalization for the Benefit of All
Economic Communiqué: Making a Success of
Globalization for the Benefit of All - Enhancing 1996

The Effectiveness Of Multilateral Institutions Fa

=

The Benefit Of Development

Chairman's Statement [Political

Declaration]: Toward Greater Security and Stability1 996

in a More Cooperative World — Global Issues

—

Economic Communiqué: Making a Success 0

Globalization for the Benefit of All - Toward

Successful Integration Of Countries In Transitign

1996
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Into The Global Economy

Denver Summit Communiqué 1997
Conclusions of G8 Foreign Ministers 1998
G8 Communiqué Koln 1999 1999
G8 Communiqué Okinawa 2000
G8 Miyazaki Initiatives for Conflict Prevention 200

Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreign

Ministers' Meeting, Attachment 1: Progress On Th2001

Miyazaki Initiatives

Conclusions of the meeting of the G8 Foreigr

Ministers' Meeting, Attachment 2: G8 Roma | 2001
Initiatives On Conflict Prevention
Communiqué, Genoa 2001
Russia’s role in the G8 2002
G8 Conflict Prevention: Disarmament, 2002
Demobilisation and Reintegration
G8 Action Plan: Expanding Global Capability fgr 2004
Peace Support Operations
Partnership for Progress and a Common Futufe
with the Region of the Broader Middle East and 2004

North Africa

Statement by the G8, the Leaders of Brazil, China,

India, Mexico and South Africa, and the Heads |of

the International Organizations Represented at

Gleneagles

2005

Partnership For Progress And A Common Future

With The Broader Middle East And North Africa 2005
Region
G8 Declaration on Cooperation and Future Actipn
on Stabilization and Reconstruction 2006
News Conference by Henry Kissinger, U.S.
Secretary of State, and William E. Simon, U.S. 1976

Treasury Secretary

Special Statement Of The Summit On Indochingse

Refugees

1979
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Political

Political Topics (Afghanistan), 1980
Chairman's Summary Of Political Issues 1981
Statement On Lebanon 198p
President Mitterrand's Statement To The Press A& 982
The Conclusion Of The Versailles Summit
The Irag-lran Conflict (Statement By The Chair), 849
Political Declaration on the 40th Anniversary oé th 1085
End of the Second World War
Statement On Irag-lran War And Freedom Of 1087
Navigation In The Gulf
Chairman's Summary On Political Issues 1987
Chairman's Summary On Political Issues 1988
Statement On Southern Africa 1989
Statement On Lebanon 198P
Statement On Cambodia 198P
Statement On The Arab-Israeli Conflict 1989
Statement On Central America 1989
Statement On Panama 1989
Declaration On China 1989
Political Declaration: Securing Democracy 1990
Chairman's Statement 1990
Political Declaration: Strengthening The 1901
International Order
Chairman [British Foreign Secretary Douglas 1901
Hurd]'S Statement
Chairman [German Foreign Minister Klaus 1992
Kinkel]'S Statement
Political Declaration: Shaping The New
Partnership 1992
Declaration on Former Yugoslavia 199p
Tokyo Summit Political Declaration: Striving For 1093
A More Secure and Humane World
Chairman's Statement (Political) 1994
Chairman's Statement 1995

political crisis and conflict orf

Reported issues: each

the world
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Chairman's Statement [Political Declaration]:

Toward Greater Security and Stability in a More 1996
Cooperative World - Regional Situations
Decisions Concerning Bosnia and Herzegovina 1996
Denver Summit Communiqué 1997
Summit of the Eight: Statement on Bosnia and 1997
Herzegovina
Statement on Cambodia 199
Political Statement -- Regional Issues 1998
Statement on Northern Ireland 1998
G8 Statement on Regional Issues 19P9
Stability Pact for South Eastern Europe 1999
G8 Statement on Regional Issues 19P9
G8 Statement on Regional Issues 20D0
G8 Statement on Korean Peninsula 20p0
Statement by the G8 Leaders (Death in Genog) 2001
G8 Statement On Regional Issues 20p1
G8 Statement On Regional Issues 20p1
Chair's Summary 2003
Statement by G8 Foreign Ministers in Connectian2003
with Terrorist Hostage Taking in Moscow
G8 Statement on Sudan 2004
G8 Statement: Gaza Withdrawal and the Roagd 2004
Ahead to Mideast Peace
Fact Sheet: Day One Accomplishments 2004
Partnership for Progress and a Common Futufe
with the Region of the Broader Middle East and 2004
North Africa
Middle East Peace Process 2005
Iraq 2005
Statement By The G8 And Au: Sudan 2005
Chair's Summary 2005
Middle East 2006
G8 Summit Statement on Sudan/Darfur 2007
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Joint Statement by the German G8 Presidency

the Heads of State and/or Government of Brazi

and

Human

Security

China, India, Mexico and South Africa on the 2007
Occasion of the G8 Summit in Heiligendamm
Chair's Summary 2007
Declaration of Rambouillet 1975
Joint Declaration of the International Conferen¢e 974
Appendix to Downing Street Summit Declaratign 1977
Declaration, Bonn 1978

Declaration - Relations With Developing Countries 98Q

Declaration of the Ottawa Summit - Relations With

Developing Countries 1981
Chairman's Summary Of Political Issues 1981
Technology, Employment And Growth: Report By
Mr. Francois Mitterrand, President Of The Fren:h1982 Reported issues: 1) strateg
Republic At The Summit Of The Industrialized towards developing countrie
Countries — Introduction 2) food security; 3)
The London Economic Declaration 1984  sustainable growth; 4)
The Bonn Economic Declaration: Towards overpopulation; 5)
Sustained Growth and Higher Employment -| 1985 enhancement of education
Relations with Developing Countries and human skills; 6) fight
Political Declaration on the 40th Anniversary of th 1085 with infectious diseases; 7
End of the Second World War improved health system; 8
Tokyo Economic Declaration 1986  protection of children; 9)
Chairman's Statement On Aids 1997 reduction of poverty and
Economic Declaration - Developing Countries aund1988 social inequities.
Debt
Declaration On Human Rights 1989

Economic Declaration - Developing Countries and

Debt 1991
Halifax Summit Communiqué — Reducing Poverty 1995
Chairman's Statement [Political
Declaration]: Toward Greater Security and Stability1996
in a More Cooperative World — Global Issues
Denver Summit Communiqué 1997

=<

V)
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The Birmingham Summit 15-17 May 1998

Communiqué 1998
Response By the Presidency on Behalf of the G8 tfggs
the Jubilee 2000 Petition
Kdln Charter: Aims And Ambitions For Lifelong 1999
Learning
G8 Communiqué Kdln 1999 1999
Conclusions of the meeting of the G 8 Foreigr 1999
Ministers, Girzenich/Cologne
G8 Communiqué Okinawa 2000
Okinawa Charter on Global Information Society 2000
Communiqué, Genoa 2001
Genoa Plan For Africa 2001
Digital Opportunities for All: Meeting the
Challenge Report of the Digital Opportunity Tagk 2001
Force (DOT Force) including a proposal for a
Genoa Plan of Action
Italian Presidency Document (Beyond Debt
Relief), 2001
G8 Initiative on Conflict and Development 200
G8 Africa Action Plan 2002
A New Focus on Education for All 2002
Chair's Summary 2003

Implementation Report by Africa Personal

Representatives to Leaders on the G8 Africa ActioR003

Plan

Annex: Joint Africa/G8 Plan To Enhance African

Capabilities To Undertake Peace Support | 2003
Operations
Water: A G8 Action Plan 2003
Health: A G8 Action Plan 2003
Action Against Famine, Especially In Africa: A G8 2003
Action Plan
G8 Action Plan: Expanding Global Capability fqr 2004

Peace Support Operations
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G8 Action to Endorse and Establish a Global H V2004
Vaccine Enterprise

Ending the Cycle of Famine in the Horne of Afri¢a,

Raising Agricultural Productivity and Promoting 2004

Rural Development in Food Insecure Countrigs
Africa 2005
Chair's Summary 2005
Fight Against Infectious Disease 2006
Education for Innovative Societies in the 21st
Century 2006
Update on Africa 2006
St. Petersburg Plan Of Action Global Energy 2006
Security
Growth and Responsibility in Africa 2007

Annex: Summary of G8 Africa Personal
Representatives' Joint Progress Report on the|G8007

Africa Partnership
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Abstract

As security belongs to the most important naturamén needs, many international
organisations have security in the centre of th@erest. One of the significant forms of
international cooperation is the Group of Eight JGhe G8 is not a typical organisation, as
it has no formalized structure and since 1975 igtexas informal meeting of the leaders from
the most developed countries of the world.

Scope of subjects discussed on the Group’s forurtaipea lot of issues connected with
security. The goal of the thesis is to present @& as a player, who in significant way
influences widely defined international securitget limited only to military security.

Here is presented an understanding of security rdogp to the Copenhagen School
represented by Barry Buzan, Jaap de Wilde and Cdev@Y. In a book titled “Security: A
New Framework for Analysis” they have presenteck fsategories of security: military,
economic, environmental, political and societalwdger, because of wide scope of summits’
topics, the above mentioned methodology was suggdry the human security approach.

In the first chapter was described the G8 histbgm its origins in 1975 till 2007. Reasons
and roots of first summits together with evolutiohmembers are presented according to
approach presented by professor Bayne (7 seriesedefn the way depending on their
leitmotivs). Here is also described decision makawg) well as preparation process and
Group'’s relations with important international angaations such as the UN, the EU or IMF.
Second chapter was devoted to methodology usedaénthesis. In detailed way were
described categories of security proposed by BaBud. de Wilde and O. Weever as well as
human security idea popularized by the UN. Humauisey differently than other concepts
of security put a man not a state in the centrin@fconsideration. Its main goal is to achieve
freedom from fear and freedom from want.

Chapters 3 to 8 include detailed analysis of G7dB8uments basing on six categories of
security: military, economic, environmental, paéi, societal and human security approach.
There were analyzed available published documemdsreports produced during meetings
from 1975 till 2007.

Conclusions are the last part of the thesis. Thegeveomplemented by the most significant
decision made after 2007 as well as assumptioatereto the possible future evolution of the
Group. Researchers of the G8 summits stressedth@®ff growing importance of the G24 in

the area of the world economy as well as a biggkr of the developing countries in the
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international policy. Similar suggestions are Misiin interviews — their authors are

underlying still significant role of the G8 in imtetional relations.
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Zusammenfassung

Da Sicherheit eine der grundlegendsten menschli@estrfnisse ist, ist sie von Interesse
vieler verschiedener internationaler Organisationen

Eine der wichtigsten Formen der internationalenafusmenarbeit ist die G8. G8 ist keine
typische Organisation, weil sie nicht Uber einarfale Struktur verfligt und sie besteht seit
1975 als ein informelles Gipfeltreffen der Staatsd Regierungschefs der wirtschaftlich am
weitesten entwickelten Lander der Welt.

Das Spektrum der Themen, welches auf dem ForunG8etiskutiert werden, umfasst viele
Fragen der Sicherheit. Der Zweck der Dissertatsines, die G8 als Global Player zu
prasentieren, der die globale Sicherheit beeirflussl sie weit mehr als eine militarische
Sicherheit versteht.

In der untenstehenden Dissertation wird eine Shatiernach der Kopenhagener Schule
vorgestellt. Die Vertreter Barry Buzan, Jaap déd@&/und Ole Weever stellten in dem Buch
“Security: A New Framework for Analysis” funf Katedgen der Sicherheit vor: Eine
militérische, 6konomische, umweltliche, politisalved gesellschaftliche Sicherheit.
Angesichts der Vielzahl von Themen des Gipfels wardiese Kategorien in der folgenden
Arbeit um das Konzept der human security erweitert.

In dem ersten Kapitel wird die Geschichte der G8&estellt, die ihren Ursprung von 1975
bis 2007 beschreibt. Es werden Motive und Grindeéin Aufruf des ersten Gipfeltreffens
beschrieben. Weiter wird die Entwicklung der Gipfaeglieder nach Baynes Vorschlag
beschrieben (7 Serien definiert nach den Leitmatoker Treffen).

Weiter wird der Entscheidungsprozess und die Veiherg der Gipfeltreffen, sowie die
Beziehungen mit den wichtigsten internationalena@rgationen wie der EU, UNO und IMF
beschrieben.

Das zweite Kapitel widmet sich der Darstellung d&rbeitsmethoden der G8. Die
Sicherheitskategorien, welche von B. Buzan, J. ddé\ind O. Waever vorgestellt wurden,
werden mit dem Konzept der human security, welchesh die UN popularisiert wurde, im
Detail beschrieben. Bei der human security stebhtnder Staat, anders als bei anderen
Sicherheitskonzepten, im Zentrum. Das Hauptziel,iseedom from fear and freedom from
want®.

Kapitel 3 bis 8 ist eine detaillierte Analyse declss Sicherheitskategorien der G7/G8 : Die

militarische, wirtschaftliche, dkologische, poldise, soziale und human security. Die Analyse
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beinhaltet vertffentlichte Dokumente und Berichteerl Sitzungen die 1975 bis 2007
veroffentlicht wurden.

Der letzte Teil ist eine Zusammenfassung der Arbdie wichtige Beschlisse des
Gipfeltreffens nach dem Jahr 2007 und eine Uberigdiber die Zukunft der G8 beinhaltet.
Die Forscher der Gipfeltreffen betonen, dass die4 Gih wachsender ©6konomischer
Bedeutung gewinnt und betonen die wachsende Rdale Ehtwicklungslander in der
internationalen Politik. Ahnliche Andeutungen siadch in den Interviews, welche der
Dissertation beigelegt wurden, zu finden. Die Aatounterstreichen die stetig wachsende

Rolle der G8 in internationalen Beziehungen.
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