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Distinguished Mr. Moderator, Ladies and Gentlemen, 

At the outset on behalf  of the Belarusian delegation I would like to express sincere gratitude to the Namibian Government for the work to organize and to carry out this conference, for excellent conditions  of our work and hospitable welcome. The Republic of Belarus will continue to bring possible support to form a movement of middle-income countries within UN, to realize its common goals and purposes.
The Republic of Belarus highly appreciates positive response of the organizers of the conference to our initiative to carry out within the framework of the conference the round table on Role of energy for sustainable development for middle-income countries.

The issue of provision of energy resources is actual nowadays all over the world. But this problem has gained importance like never before for middle-income countries specially. The majority of these countries show high trends of economic development that supposes corresponding rise in demand for energy resources. In present conditions of terrible rise on  energy resources it creates colossal difficulties. 

Let me show you an example of my country – Republic of Belarus.

As an independent country Belarus is since 1991. Belarus practically does not possess her own energy resources and big deposits of mineral materials for except of potash salt. The industry is a base of our economy. We produce trucks, carrying-capacity trucks inclusive, wide range of modern agricultural machines, first of all tractors, microelectronics, household 
[image: image2] machines and many other industrial goods. We have developed agricultural sector, food products are important items of Belarusian export. GDP per capita in 2007 is equal to US$ 4,600.
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 As you can see from this diagram, during the last five years our GDP have increased by more than 50 percent. If we choose the way of proportionate increase of the electric energy costs for the unit of output, we would be absolutely uncompetitive at the world market at present time. But our economy is guided for export, the volume of export in GDP is 60 percent. 
That is why Belarusian Government has aimed its efforts to increase GDP[image: image3.wmf]Belarus: GDP growth in 2002

-
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 without energy consumption growth. And the task was fulfilled. This picture shows the alterations of our GDP (green line), energy consumption (blue line) and energy effectiveness (red line) for the GDP output unit. The picture is quite effective.
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 But all is perceived in comparison. And next illustration (slide) demonstrating to dear audience gives us less grounds for pride. Here you can see energy cost-effectiveness on GDP output unit. As can be seen, despite the fact that energy consumption rate on product unit has been reduced by half  within last 10 years, we have not reached the developed countries’ level. We are planning to reach the level of Canada and Finland – countries, which have similar climate conditions, only to 2010 year. 

Is energy saving and renewable energy sources creating policy a universal way out for countries like Belarus, which don’t possess own energy resources? Yes and no.  Yes – as there is no alternative. But not now – since the advanced energy saving technologies, as well as technologies of renewable energy are becoming more and more expensive. Their cost is urged on by increase of energy cost. As a result middle-income countries and especially developing countries have no access to these  technologies and can’t obtain energy carries sufficient for sustainable development.  

We should look for the way out at the global level. At the same time, in the framework of the United Nations or other international organization there has not been established sustainable intergovernmental dialogue on the issues of energy, which would respond to the problem. That is why we initiated this round table. I hope that our round table will allow us to come closer to the understanding the ways for development of international cooperation in energy sphere for the short and mid terms. 

It is not easy to find the appropriate ways of such cooperation. The unsuccessful results of the 15th session of the Commission on Sustainable Development are often recalled in this regard. This long-awaited international forum devoted to the energy matters resulted by the highest standards with nothing due to the different approaches of importers and exporters of hydrocarbon resources to the regulation of the international energy cooperation. 

Allow me to draw your attention to the United Nations General Assembly thematic debate which was held on 18 July 2008 on food and energy crisis. Participants of the debate identified such root causes of the high prices for the energy resources as speculative heating of the energy markets by the actions of suppliers and traders interested in top-heavy profits, intensification of tension in the regions of extraction of hydrocarbons, lack of investments in energy sector and numerous barriers for dissemination and introduction of modern technologies of energy saving, energy efficiency, clean and sustainable alternative and renewable sources of energy. 

All States suffer consequences of the energy crisis. Now experts forecast collapse of the world economy if price of oil exceeds $ 250 per barrel.   

We have all reasons to believe that this pessimistic scenario is possible. Total consumption of the fuel and other energy resources was evaluated at 15.8 billion tons of standard coal and proved reserves of basic fossil fuels total 
1 trillion 100 billion ton of standard coal, including 680 billion tons of coal, 200 billion tons of gas, and 220 billion tons of oil. Thus the proved energy resources without taking into account nuclear energy, renewable and alternative sources of energy will be sufficient for 70 years. However energy consumption, demand for energy and energy prices are constantly rising. According to the basic scenario of the world energy forecast at the International Energy Agency of OECD  report “World Energy Outlook 2007” the demand for energy will rise by 2030 by 55 per cent and will make up 17.7 billion tons of standard oil annually. At that the share of developing countries will consist 74 % of the whole world energy consumption. 
Huge investments and effective international cooperation for development and introduction of new energy technologies are required in order to change the situation. 
As international experience shows, industrially developed countries started a long time ago development and introduction of advanced energy technologies and they significantly succeeded in these endeavors. However this   success is in large extent explained by their ability to invest huge resources, literally – trillions of dollars, to the research and development. 

According to the report of the International Energy Agency of OECD on perspectives of energy technologies prepared to the G-8 Summit in July 2008 for keeping the rise of demand for oil by 2050 of no more than by 12 per cent the investments of US 17 trillions dollars will be required. Meanwhile the investments of 45 trillions will be additionally required for development and introduction of technologies to achieve decrease in the demand for oil by 2050 by 27 per cent compared with 2008. 

Can developing countries, even middle-income countries, afford such investments? I suppose that most of them can not.

It is necessary to create effective international mechanisms to regulate energy markets. Focusing only on market mechanisms is fraught with global scale shocks. In order to facilitate development and introduction of new technologies in energy sphere in middle-income countries we need to establish effective international legal and institutional frameworks, elaborate clear standards, set up effective monitoring and evaluation systems, provide financial and other support for introduction of new technologies. 

Assistance to middle-income countries in elaboration and introduction of new energy technologies is acquiring increasing topicality in the context of climate change.  

Solving the problem of energy for sustainable development most middle-income countries focus on sustainable economic growth and improving living standards. Impact of energy production and use at environment is viewed only as an additional factor, which requires attention. 

In many middle income-countries introduction of clean energy technologies is restrained by its higher price, which consumers are not ready to cover. In this regard national mechanisms of financing clean energy should be supported by international mechanisms. Belarus is developing a unique mechanism of hydrocarbon financing. This mechanism will link national voluntary obligations with joint implementation projects under the Kyoto Protocol. We are interested to cooperate with other countries and international organizations in implementation of this mechanism. 
Introduction of energy saving and energy efficient clean technologies and enabling alternative and renewable energy sources becomes a priority for our countries. 

Based on this point Belarus strives to establish international dialogue for dissemination of energy saving and energy efficient technologies, as well as technologies of alternative and renewable energy. We see a need to consider the establishment of the permanent functioning United Nations mechanism, which will be able to facilitate access of all countries to the advanced energy technologies with due regard to the intellectual property rights. Only then this plan will be a realistic. 
In order to consider such a mechanism the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Belarus Mr. Sergei Martynov speaking a year ago at the 62nd session of the General Assembly proposed to hold during the next 63rd GA session thematic debate on access of all countries to energy saving and energy efficient technologies, as well as technologies of alternative and renewable energy. This proposal was supported last week at the ministerial meeting of the Non-Aligned Movement in Teheran and was reflected in the outcome declaration of the meeting.  

The thematic debate can become a first step in elaboration of agreed global plan to overcome energy crisis, which was proposed by the President of the General Assembly on 18 July at his statement at the food and energy crisis meeting. 

For convening this thematic debate we need to form by October-November a stirring group of countries, which would sign a joint letter to the President of the UN General Assembly and the Secretary-General. 
Using this opportunity I would like to invite governments which you represent to join the stirring group for implementing the idea to organize the GA thematic debate on common for us all problem of access to energy saving and energy efficient technologies, as well as technologies of alternative and renewable energy.

We already hold consultations with the most active participants of the UN-Energy and received their support and advise in advancing this initiative. I’m glad to welcome the distinguished Chair of the UN-Energy, Director-General of UNIDO Mr. Kandeh Yumkella, who, I suppose, will express his opinion regarding the problems which are under consideration today including the possibility to hold the General Assembly thematic debate. 
Thank you for your attention.  

� EMBED PowerPoint.Slide.8  ���





� EMBED PowerPoint.Slide.8  ���





� EMBED PowerPoint.Slide.8  ���








[image: image5.wmf]GDP  POWER  CONSUMPTION

0,16

0,28

0,26

0,22

0,21

0,13

0,50

0,43

0,49

0

0,1

0,2

0,3

0,4

0,5

0,6

Deutschland

Kanada

Finnland

USA

Schweden

Danemark

Ukraine

Belarus

Russland

tsd USD

Quelle: International Energy Agency "Key world energy statistics from the IEA", 2004 edition

Belarus 2005 г. -- 0,41

      

         

Belarus 2010 - г. -- 0,28

[image: image6.jpg]The Republic of Belarus

Belarus is located in the center of Europe.
Belarus borders on Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, Russia and
Ukraine.

Government: Republic
Capital Minsk
Population: 10 min
Area: 207,6 5. km.
Language:  Russian,
Byelorussian

Belarus Economy

GDPin2006 - $37,02 bin
GDP in 2006 -99%
GDP in 2000-2006 - 53.4%
GDP per capita - $3800

—
Fact:

Belarus produces 30% of
the world output of heavy
trucks, 6% of tractors
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Приложение 1


			





Динамика ВВП и валового потребления ТЭР (в % к 2000 г.)
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Потребление ТЭР


Энергоемкость ВВП





Приложение 1


			2000 г.


			2001 г.


			2002 г.


			2003 г.


			2004 г.


			2005 г.





Снижение энергоемкости  ВВП (по годам), %


Снижение энергоемкости


6,1
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Приложение 2
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В соответствии с Программой социально-экономического развития на 2001-2005 гг.  
-- задание по снижению энергоемкости ВВП на весь период 20-25%, 
-- факт -- 25,3%


Приложение 1


Снижение энергоемкости ВВП


Темпы роста ВВП


Темпы роста валового потребления ТЭР к 2000 г.
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Приложение 3


			2001г.			2001г.


			2002г.			2002г.


			2003г.			2003г.


			2004г.			2004г.


			2005г.			2005г.





Приложение 3


Всего из всех источников


Средства инновационного фонда Минэнерго, направляемые на цели энергосбережения


млн. долларов США


Объемы средств, направляемые на финансирование мероприятий 
по энергосбережению в 2001-2005гг.


92.5


20.4


91.3


21.7


205.7


35.3


360.1


55.8


438.9


42.7





Т-темпы роста ВВП и ТЭР


						2000 г.			2001 г.			2002 г.			2003 г.			2004 г.			2005 г.


			Снижение энергоемкости ВВП			100.0			96.0			90.6			86.0			79.6			74.7


			Темпы роста ВВП			100.0			104.7			109.9			117.5			130.5			142.5


			Темпы роста валового потребления ТЭР к 2000 г.			100.0			100.5			99.6			101.1			103.9			106.5


						100.0%			96.0%			90.6%			86.0%			79.6%			74.7%


						2000 г.			2001 г.			2002 г.			2003 г.			2004 г.			2005 г.


			Снижение энергоемкости			5.3			4.0			5.6			5.1			7.5			6.1








Т-энергоемкость по странам


						2004 г.


			Deutschland			0.16


			Kanada			0.28


			Finnland			0.26


			USA			0.22


			Schweden			0.21


			Dänemark			0.13


			Ukraine			0.50


			Belarus			0.43


			Russland			0.49


			Источник: International Energy Agency "Key world energy statistics from the IEA", 2002 edition








Т-финансирование


						2001г.			2002г.			2003г.			2004г.			2005г.


			Всего из всех источников			92.5			91.3			205.7			360.1			438.9


			Средства инновационного фонда Минэнерго, направляемые на цели энергосбережения			20.4			21.7			35.3			55.8			42.7
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Д-динамика эн-ти за 2000-2005 г


			





Снижение энергоемкости  ВВП (по годам), %


6,1





ВПТЭР-2005


			Структура ВПТЭР 2005 года


						млн.т усл.топл.			%


			ВПТЭР по Минстату			36.76


			ВПТЭР по расчету			36.27


			КПТ			27.17


			в т.ч. ГВЭР			0.57


			КПТ без ГВЭР			26.6			73.3


			Переток электроэнергии			1.38			3.8


			Светлые нефтепродукты			4.32			11.9


			Сырье			3.97			11.0





В соответствии с Программой социально-экономического развития на 2001-2005 гг.  
-- задание по снижению энергоемкости ВВП на весь период 20-25%, 
-- факт -- 25,3%
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Т-темпы роста ВВП и ТЭР


			


						1995			1996			1997			1998			1999			2000			2001			2002			2003			2004			2005


			Снижение энергоемкости ВВП			100.0			97.7			91.0			83.4			75.9			71.9			69.0			65.2			61.8			57.2			53.9


			Темпы роста ВВП			100			102.8			114.5			124.1			128.4			135.8			142.2			149.3			159.8			178.1			194.6


			Темпы роста валового потребления ТЭР к 1995 г.			100			100.4			104.2			103.5			97.5			97.7			98.1			97.3			98.7			101.9			104.8
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