
ulEP /IG-. 5/7 
page 14 

52. The elabora:'don cf specific :::,roj ect::i 1·1i thin the priority aren.s shcn.1.l� be 
underta..lcen through the n.:. ti':mz.l iocnl points in co-o:,c:::-c. tion with the
UliEP Secreta:riat and i tc ta:.t of P.AP. 'i'he c1ele,3!'.tion 0£ Greece oficrec1 t,.o ucc the 
Environmental Poj_lution Cont:-ol Fro,ject in Athcn:; t.c ,-::. r1ernonstration :u1t1 tr:-.ininc site 
in urban environmcntnl �;:•00leti� ma.na::;erncnt for officials from ether
Hedi terra.nea..-:i cotm.trics. '..:l1c C-rcck delesation 11<.;.s !:.lzo offered to convene
before liay, in ccnsult2.tio:a ,1::.th ulIB::?, and other international organiz�tions, 
particularly the FliO/GFCI�, P. ncctini;- oi c:xperto to consider a detailc,1 :1lm1 of action 
for one of t11e :::,:..�iori t:· nrco.s, :_:,ossi "'ul:, r;1a:.:·i11e living resources:
aq:.:.acul ture and fisherL::.:; ;:1n.."1:-:.JCl:JOi.1t. Other 1.iedi tc1.�1·a."'1e:m Countriec r:.ir:.:r �!ioh to consider 
acceptinc thr� :·cc)on.:i�)ili t:· for co11·1e1li:1c ::::pert groups fo tEcc1.i.oo the other priority .1ction 
o.z-eao co□c of ,1hich are deocri tecl in the paper s-u.bmi ttca "by the Yugoslav clelegatio�.

53. The :,�eeting con:::ic--;Grc1J -:he in,:;ti tu.tional al1('. fin�cial implic.:::.tio110 oi the
:Slue Plan and of the ?::-ic:::-i �- .Adicns Pro:s-rammc in the light of Gcvcrni ne Council 
decision 50 (IV) 11requ.e:::tinc the ::::ccuti vc Director i1-i.:::-ther to develo:::i 11ork in the 
Mediterranean •.. ui1.ile -t=-1=::..n,: .. stc2's ·toi;1arc�s tl1c 1:,J.�;Te:Jsi ve tra."1.sfcr o: e::rccu:ti ve
::-esponsi bili ty to the: Ge vcrn1'lentc of the rec'ion 11• 

54. T'ne Heet-;ng took note of the :C:rec1-1tive Director1s intention to cl.:.scuco i1ith -the two 
Gover,,_ments which hac1. fom,�ll3• offered to contribute to the objecti veo of the
Integrated Plar.ning char,tc:; aclopted -:",t J3a::celona I ::i:· hosting and :u:_:i:9orti..--ie
such sub-'.mi ts as he mo.:; J.ecic\e to establich for the purpose of ini tiE:.tin,;
activities relevant to thi.c cb.,}.Y�e::-. The lleeting welcomed these offerc by :'rD..'1Ce and 
Yugoslavia., which rru:2:.3 it :,ossi�)le to cc:rry out 11 useful experimc!1.t in the
further strengthen-;ng of :::unctioncl capabilities in the coastal region::: of the
Mediterranean Sea. Desic';c::; the ti:io sub-uni ts to be established in r':r2..nce and
Yugoslavia, the Heetinc fcl t that L'l'l order tc achiev(.) an equitable gco:3Taphic.:i.l distribution 
of insti tu.tion::: �one the cou.ntrie::i of the region, a sub-tu1.i t shotld
be created in th: count:-ies of the southern Hetli tcrro_.,.1ean. The I-1eetinc recr..:tested the 
Executive Director to ocol: rmcll further c1uthori t�, from the UNEP Gcve:rninc Council as he may 
need to initiate acti·lities in the Blue Pln:n and Priority Actions Prova.mme within the context 
of the !foci tcr:-a.11ean Action Plan.

55. The Meeting requectcc."1 the rl::ccuti vc Director tn inform the Medi tcrrancan 
Governments of the statu::; of �hcsc ;:i.ctivities at the iorthcoming Monaco r:1cctint3"

(29 November 1977), ilhere l?-.i1.:7=. aspects of the Hedi terrc.nean Action Plan 11ill be 
reviev.ed. With rega.rr": to the future stn1cture .:ct the ir..ternational level for the 
Integrated Planning chn2_-:,tcr, the 1-Ieeting requested the E:xecuti ve Director to n.nocss 
the experimental phase .mt� :)re"!);::.r'3 recommendation::; for consideration r,,t � fu:rthcr 
meeting in late 1970, ::;o that Gove:rnrucnts ma3' then decide on such furthc1· 
arrangeoents as m�:y then �ppcl:l.r desirable. 

56. The importance of na.tion..1.l focal pointc 1-1as macJ.c clear a.nd it ,-m.s n.creet1 that
each Government i-lhich lmc1 not yet do11a so uou1c1 attempt by 29 April 1()77 to inio:-::i
UNEP of the no.me, ti tlc r,.nc' :1.c1L'.rcsr.: of the officG uhich it designates to aervc a::; n
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focal point for acti vi ticn relc:;-ant to both the Blue Plan and the Priority Actions 
Programme.. It would be moat helpful if these could be located in or r.:.tt:ichcd to the 
appropriate ministerfa.l or inter-ministerial or�.l1 in each g,::,�rernmcmt .. i11nti "t1..1.tional 
structure, and could e.ffecti vcl�r Cc'U.TJ' co-ordina.tion responsibili tfos :for "this 
programme between the na.tiono.l adt1inistra.tions antl a.i:;encies involved in i trz 
implementation as well ao co-ordimition ,-ii th other international orc;anizc::.tions ,1i th 
similar objects. This o.ff.i.cc should nonnally be represented at. int6rc;tr:ernme1yi;al 
meetings dealing ui th the. IntcCTC,ted Planning chapter, and is encoura.s.-ctl to coITe2pond 
either directly with other ne.:'do11ill focnl points· (t·Ji th copies if pocd�le to i.J1�P) 
or indirectly through Ul�P. 

57. The indicative budget' covc1 .. .ine the .fir:3t phase (1977-.1973) oi the iJltt; Plilll
(UNEP/IG. 5/5, • annex II) a.nd the. accompanyinc: cri.londc:i..r of \1ork (UlIEP/IG. 5/5, �.ime:� I)
were considered. The totn.l coct of :::1,490,000 t-1a.c a.greed to ,-ii th the um.!c:rot.:-..ndinc
that the breakdo,m was �e1.-:,- tentative and ,-1ould be developed uith greater precio.:.on
taking- into account vi�i-,s c::-prcor::cd.

58. The sharing of costs cll"Joncr the international - organizations (50 per cent) and
the Mediterranean countric� (50 per cent) was alDc accepted in the liGht oi the
clariiica. tions provided by the rcpresent2. ti �,e of illIDP, who confirmed UIIDP r o
willingness to act prom�tly on ;my request from a Government or grou� oi Govenments
for the utilizati0n oi :func.1� !)laced n.t their dispos;il by IDIDP. In vie11 oi the method
o.f operation oi. TJNDP and the c7?ecializeti agencieD it is not possible to provide n.
deiini te figure or percento.cre- in adira.nce. ·

59. Since the acti vi tio:;c tmcler · the Priority Action:j PrograTDIDe could not oe de.fined
with greater precision at tlli.o iieoting, out. require further development 2.t the e=9ert
level, no estimate of coctn. ia yet possible. nonetheless· the Meeting noted DltCP• s
willingness to bear its aha.re once the �esources necessa.rJ to carrJ ou� the�c
activities have been 1r1obiJ.izc1.1. 'i'he Meeting ,-1clcomed the off er of Yu{;'OGl2..,;:i.a. to
join the Executive Director i.n hi13 search for the- resources requircc!. for the
implementation of. the PAP an<.! requested him to take· into account the vicm� e::!)ressed
in the Yugo ala v paper· in thin matter.

. . ·-
60. The revised scale oi o..:rnessmen:ts (UNEP /IG. 5/6/Rev .1), which is :-Jerely .3.
conversion of the current Uni tcd j:fations scale of assessments to apply to the lG ·
coastal States of the l·Iedi tcr.t"at."'le,"t,.n region, was generally accepted ( e�cept by ·one
country) as an a.ppro:xime..to bn.si� for sba.:rinff costn o:f the Blue Plan runona
Medi ter:ranea.n States, 1Jl.1.t 011e uhich should be treated �-Ji th flexibility since i -c
does not necessarily refloct thcoe States' relative interest in or potential ...
contributions to :the Dlttc Plan. States ,-,ere rc�ueoted to consider mt?.kj.nrr Itlcher
contributions, ahd one count1.7 indicated that it ,-,ould consider contri'"uuting on c2.
voluntarJ basis more than rcc;u.ested. The same country in.vi ted contributions to
be made in cash, rather tllD.11 in kind, so as to ens1.u"'e that the best :possrJlc e:-=pertise
was available to the Blue Plan �ctivities.

61. The question how the iro..rioun contributions from member States are co-ordinv.ted
within the Blue Plan wac co11oi<lerac1 and will Je broueht before. the Govenlinc; Council 
at its fifth session. The fol1m·1ing delegations indicated the intention of their 
Governments to contri 1:mte at tho approximate 1e�1els indicated, · on condition that the 
general scheme of expendi'tu.res 1,1Cmtioned in par��aph 57 is respected: Algeri2.., 
France, Greece, Israel, Italy, Spain, Turkey and Yugoslavia.· The reao..ininrr dole&'c'l.tions 
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agreed to request their Govci"l.mc11ts to inform the E:�ccnti ve DirC=ctor not ln.tc:r 
than Friday, 29 .April 19'/7, Defore th� 11�::rt ::c2.oion d the 'Ul·IEP Govc:!'!linc Com1cil, 
about their willinenes� to ccn1ti"i'bute to the cost of the Blt1.e Ple..n. 

62. Initiation of Blue I'ln11 r.ctivitieo 'Hill �)e su'bjec·t to the avail.;:d)ility of the
required resources, 1')rc::'c:;.·•r . .':JJ.�, i11 cash, or in c?. .lOl"'lD uhi.ch v,ill cont:. ... ib·1.1tc to the 
agreed objectives of the prcjcct. 

63 � · The Priority Action::: :':.'rocr2.1.:1rne will be developed ui thin the fields iucnti:fied 
by the Hee ting. P.AP ,Ii2.2. i11vol vc on-going acti vi tics, supported by UlIDP n.nd other� 
and executed by the spccic..E:=-:)..:.1 r-..genci::;G, ·which coi1lc.1 be adsL pted £01" lict1i te:cra.."'lcnll: 
puxposes by providinG c.tleition�l f�cillties for trainin&, observation, st7ltly tours 
and exchange oi information, The additiona.l clementn or new activities may be 
financed by U1IDP from the cou.i."1·�:::."'ien t Indiciiti ve Planning Figures, tln--ou.gh the 
regional planning figure for :Jrr.:.--o:pc, the Hedi t.cr:r::l..."'lCn.n and the -¥..iddlc �n.st, 
co-operative programmes, nul tilatcral, bilater:i.l o.nd cost-sharing :n--ojccto. In 
addition these actions ccn ·0•:) cc.rried out ;:,.s indirect or concerted o.ctions uoinc 
procedures developed in otho:::.1 i11:i:emc.'..tion�.1 01"'crr"-..."'liZ:':.tion:;: ano -i:,nsti tutions·. 

64. Several acti vi tica !iru:..nccC: l:i3T the lf-und of UIIBP may provide limi tcc.1 sup:,ort
for f ello-wships and stt1d:T tra:vc:!.. �--ic1 other ::iourccn of financial sup:r,ort shottlc. be
sought.

65. In the fiele of ir.form.:.tion e:rch-:.na-e to serve both the Blue Plc.:-1 :md the
Priority Action Progr2.U:Je, DlE:"'/IRS tocrether iii th lfa:tional Focal Pointe choulcl
play useful roles.

66. It was ag-reed that trn...i.Ilin,: in connezion ·with Integrated Plann-fng- or 11i th the
operation of Nation�l Poc�l Pointe coulu usefully be provided, particti.l�rly by those
with experience in these fiE:llds uho are prepc.rec1 to make it available to others 011
request either directl:r or thxot1eh UNEP.




