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The issues before the General Assembly Plenary are: Breaking the Link Between Diamonds and Armed Conflict, The Promotion of Alternate Sources of Energy, and Implementation of the 2001-2010 International Decade to Roll Back Malaria in Developing Countries, Particularly in Africa. The Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka recognises the worldwide progress on achieving the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), while also acknowledging the need for greater contribution of financial, health and technological resources and expertise. As Miguel Bermeo, the Resident Co-ordinator/Humanitarian Co-ordinator for the United Nations in Sri Lanka, has said: “Sri Lanka has long been at the forefront of human development among developing countries…But the tsunami disaster and the two-decade internal conflict have raised tremendous challenges”. In the past, international agreements and contributions have composed our primary support system for conflict resolution and holistic development. Sri Lanka thus urges international cooperation, through adherence to treaties and the sharing of resources and expertise, to resolve the following issues that indiscriminately affect nations worldwide. 

I. Breaking the Link Between Diamonds and Armed Conflict

Given the Sri Lankan government’s history of combat with the Tamil Tiger terrorists, we understand more than many states the horrors committed by illegally funded groups. Although illegal diamond trade does not fund the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam, Sri Lanka participates in the Kimberly Process (KPCS) because we believe that it is a means to suppress conflict in those countries that are affected by illegal diamond trade, and may serve as a model for the control of other types of illegal trade.  For this reason, we strongly support the KPCS and encourage enforcing it through trade regulations and UN sanctions. After becoming the thirty-fourth country to ratify the agreement, the government of Sri Lanka appointed the National Gem and Jewellery authority in 2003 to implement the conditions of the KPCS. According to the “Sri Lanka Review Visit Summary”, composed by the Kimberly Process Review Committee, the participants in the Sri Lankan gem and jewellery industry are committed to successfully implementing the KPCS. The only major issue found was one of bureaucracy; our efforts, as well as the efforts of other nations, will be more effective through greater transparency and inter-departmental cooperation. Thus, it is essential that the participants of the KPCS establish transparent and efficient means of cooperation and data sharing. The report also found that one factor in the success of the KPCS has been a national precedent of strict import and export control, which has been a major tenet of the Sri Lankan gem and jewellery industry. Sri Lanka thus urges other KPCS participants to consider a model of strong export and import regulations to ensure legal trade of goods.

While the KPCS has been successfully implemented in Sri Lanka, we believe that the illegal diamond trade will be limited only once all countries that trade diamonds adopt the measures of this treaty, and thus urge all states that have not yet ratified the treaty to do so. UN sanctions have been essential to convince states most in need of monitoring diamond trade to join the KPCS; the opportunity for them to be removed in exchange for a state’s ratification of the KPCS serves as a compelling incentive. For instance, in 2007 the UN agreed to lift sanctions on Liberia in response to the state’s agreement to join the KPCS, as discussed at the 2007 Kimberly Process Conference in Brussels by the European Commission. Sri Lanka encourages member states to use incentives to gain the cooperation of states where the issue is most crucial, particularly in Western Africa, where Sierra Leone continues to be a hub of illegal diamond activity. An incentive-based model could then be adapted to abolish the use of other illegal means of funding. Hence, we hope that the international community will build on its previous successful efforts and take the final steps necessary to eradicate the illegal trade of diamonds.

II. The Promotion of Alternate Sources of Energy
Sri Lanka’s primary concern regarding alternate energy is the implementation of alternate energy in the municipal, tourist and rural sectors. Sri Lanka reiterates its support for A/RES/60/199, particularly regarding the World Solar Program and the call for greater financial contributions to achieve alternate energy in accordance with A/RES/55/205. Sri Lanka is a proud member of the World Bank Group – South Asia Sustainable and Alternative Energy Program, and continues to work to increase the distribution of energy within its borders, particularly in rural areas, and to decrease dependence on foreign energy imports. Energy consumption in Sri Lanka has increased ten percent in the past decade, and we desire to develop solar, wind, dendro-, and hydro powers to offset our high gasoline and diesel utilization. 

Our efforts to develop alternate energies for cities are centred in Colombo through a combined effort of the Alliance to Save Energy, the National Water Supply and Drainage Board and the Sri Lanka Energy Managers Association. Since the majority of energy consumption occurs within our urban areas, we aim to provide municipal services using alternate energy and consequently desire more funding to continue developing our efforts. For Sri Lanka, locally based models are essential and we believe that international ventures should allow countries to develop models based on their own energy capabilities and resources in coordination with international expertise, as the World Bank allowed in Sri Lanka.
The promotion of alternate energy is also vital for Sri Lanka’s tourism sector, upon which the economic development of the nation rests. The importance of alternate energy for Sri Lankan tourism was clear in the report by 2007 Nobel Peace Prize winner Dr. Mohan Munesinghe, “Towards a Carbon Free Sri Lanka: A Tourism Earth Lung,” from the UNWTO/UNEP/WMO/WEF 2nd Climate Change and Tourism Conference, which reinforces the importance of using alternate sources of energy in the tourism industry for Sri Lanka’s economic growth. To ensure a strong tourism sector in the future, it is vital for Sri Lanka to implement alternate energy programs in the present. Forty-six of the world’s forty-nine poorest countries depend on tourism for foreign exchange, thus alternate energy is not essential only for the economic well-being of Sri Lanka but for the international community.

Among our energy initiatives, our priority is extending power to rural areas. We have found that alternate energy is the most effective means of achieving this objective because of the economic viability and limited environmental impact of alternate energy compared to carbon-based energy. In collaboration with the World Bank energy programs, 21,000 solar energy systems were installed in homes through the collaborative efforts of power utilities, NGOs, private developers and local energy groups. This investment has furthered core international development goals by facilitating the creation of small businesses, schools and health centres in areas that could not previously access such necessities for development.

To advance the development of alternate energy, Sri Lanka envisions international cooperation in which developed countries transfer technology and expertise to developing countries. We also want to acquire funding for alternate energy research and development to improve the quality of the energy and to create the necessary capital to implement alternate energy programs. In addition to funding provided by institutions such as the World Bank and developed countries, we see particular promise in investments by the private sector. Energy security is vital both for environmental objectives and for the economic goals of the MDGs; Sri Lanka believes that a cooperative effort involving states, international institutions and microfinance institutions will help the world achieve these goals. As the Hon. Shivaji Rukman Senanayake, Minister of Environment and Natural Resources told the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg in 2002, “It is friendship and friendship alone that will help us in our endeavours. For neither the most powerful nor the most humble can survive alone.” 

III. Implementation of the 2001-2010 International Decade to Roll Back Malaria in Developing Countries,
Particularly in Africa

The Sri Lankan Minister of Healthcare and Nutrition stated that “A healthier nation contributes to its economic, social, mental and spiritual development”. Health, then, is a foundation for the other topics proposed in this committee, and is of the utmost importance to resolve before issues of conflict or alternate energy can be addressed. Combating malaria is also essential to achieving the MDGs. Sri Lanka firmly supports the sentiments in A/RES/58/508, which emphasises health as a human right and reinforces the most recent resolution on this topic, A/RES/61/228. Hence, Sri Lanka urges the use of effective measures to achieve the Decade to Roll Back Malaria and to sustain MDGs. We emphasise the need for greater malaria awareness through education and technical development. 

During epidemics that arise every three to five years due to heavy rainfall, malaria is the leading cause of death in some districts of the northern and eastern regions of Sri Lanka. While the national mortality rate from malaria has declined in the past decade, the number of cases in these regions has increased by 92.3 percent, as our government’s report on the implementation of MDGs states. Many of the gains in national development for which the Sri Lankan government has worked steadfastly to achieve have been offset by those deaths. 

Sri Lanka continues to combat malaria with a multi-faceted approach. From 2003-2005, we undertook an extensive program in association with the Global Fund to reduce malaria through integrated vector control and the distribution of insecticide-treated nets to the most vulnerable populations, including pregnant women and children under the age of ten. Moreover, the $5 million granted by the Global Fund was also used to fund health measures such as mobile malaria clinics for remote areas and 35,000 rapid diagnostic kits for medical facilities. It also funded a change in agricultural practices by increasing the number of farms that breed fish that attack mosquito larvae. 

In recent years, Sri Lanka has built upon the measures initiated by the Global Fund. We have encouraged further changes in agricultural practices, particularly concerning chena cultivation in poorly accessible forested areas that has led to increased growth of the mosquito population. We are also investigating new research methods on biological agents to kill mosquito larvae. Of the utmost importance is strengthening medical facilities, which are often sub-par outside of government-run clinics. This step is vital for both dealing with Malaria in the present and investing in Sri Lanka’s future, as we anticipate the return of many refugees from India once terrorist conflict ceases. This flood of people could overwhelm our current medical capabilities. We further believe that, in addition to improving our ability to treat malaria, it is vital to spread public awareness about the prevention of malaria; currently, for example, only fifty percent of Sri Lankans use an effective mosquito repellent.

We call for the immediate action of the international community to fulfil the commitments made when agreeing to the aforementioned resolutions. Sri Lanka believes its programs have been successful and hopes to continue them; however, we could not have achieved this progress without the assistance of the Global Fund. Hence, it is essential that able member states increase their financial contributions to technological, medical and educational developments in the fight against malaria. Sri Lanka recognises that many other countries face a similar challenge of developing in the face of a destructive, yet entirely preventable disease. We can no longer allow malaria to hold the status of an epidemic.
