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52.

XII. Agenda T‘cems 8.'2, Q.01 . uwTI’ FUTICHAL AT ZUTTANICTAT TMPLICATICID

5:« The lieeting concidered The ,.n.,'tltu‘tlonal and financizl implications of the
Blue Plan ané of the Pricrity Acticns Programme in the light of Governing Council
decision 50 (IV) "requeciing the lixeccutive Director further to develon-vori in the
Mediterzanean ... uhile -::.i:n:; stens *touvards the mrogressive tre.nsfcr I executive
responsibility to the Govermmentc of the region'. 3

54. TheHMeeting took notecof theExecutive Director's intention to discuss vith the two
Governments which had formally offered tocontribute to the objecti ves of the
Integrated Pla.nm.ng cna’ate;. adopted at Barcelona I by hosting and cupporting —
such sub~uni isas he may decicde to establish for the purpose of ini tiating
activitiesrelevant ‘ho thizchanter. The Mee ull'lg welcomed these offers by France and
Yugoslavia, which make it nossinlé to carTy outa useful experimentin the :
further strengthening of Zunctional capabilities in the coastal regionscf the
Mediterranean Sea. Besides the two sub-uni ts to be established in France and
Yugoslavia, the Mea’c:.nc fel tthatin ordertcachieve anequitable geo 'v-ra.uh.ca.l distribution
of insti tutions among the countriesof the region, a sub-uni t shoula
becreated in th: cou.n‘c*:.e.; of the southern Medi terranean. The Meeting requested "be
Executive Director to scolsuch further authori tir £rom the UNEP Governing Council as he may
need to initiateactivities inthe Blue Plan and Pr:.or:.ty Actlons Programme within the context
of the Medi ter—anean Action Plan.

55. The Meeting requected the Brecutive Director o inform the Mediterranean
Governments of the statuc of these activities at the forthecoming Monaco meeting

(28 November 1977), where all aspects of the Hecnterra.nean Action Plan uill be
reviewed. With regard to the future structure at the irternational level for the.
Integrated Planning chapnter, the Heeting requested the Executive Director to assess
the experimental phase and prepare recommendations for consideration at a furiher
meeting in late 1973, so that Governments may then decide on such further
arrangements as may then appear desirable,

56. The importance of national focal points was made clear and it was agreed that
each Government which ha¢ not et done so vould attemnt by 29 April 1977 to infoz:
TIEP of the name, title ~nd adlresc of the office vhich it designates to gerve as a
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focal point for activities relevant to both the Blue Plan and the Priority Aciions
Programme. It would be mogt helpful if these could be located in oxr attached to the
appropriate ministeridl or inter-ministerial organ in each govermmwent. insititutional
structure, and could effectively carry co-ordination responsibilities for “this
programme between the national administrations and agencies involved in its
implementation as well as co-ordination with other international orgnnizations with
similar objects. This officc should normally be represented at.intersovernmental
meetings dealing with the Intesrated Plamming chapter, and is encouraged %o correspond
either directly with other national focal points (with copies if possibdle to UIEP)

or indirectly through WZP.

57. The indicative budget covering the first phase (1977-1973) of the Dlue Plan
(UNBP/IG.5/5, amnex II) and the accompanying calendar of work (UNEP/IG.5/5, smnex I)
were considered. The total cost of 1,490,000 wac agreed to with the understanding
that the breakdown was ver; tentative and would be developed uith greater precision
taking into account vieus exrprecssed.

58, The sharing of costs among the intermational organizations (50 per cent) and

the Mediterranean countrics (50 per cent) was alsc accepted in the light of the
clarifications provided by the representative of UIIDP, who confirmed UIDP's
willingness to act promptly on ony request from a2 Government or groun of Covernmenis
for the utilization of funds placed at their disposal by UNDP. In vicu of the method
of operation of UNDP and tlhe specializec agencies it is not possible to provide a
definite figure or percentage. in advance. -

59. Since the activities uwncer the Prioriiy Actions Programme could not ve defined
with greater precision at this ilecting, but require further develomment a2t the exvpert
level, no estimate of costs is yet possible. Honetheless' the Meeting noted UHEP!'s
willingness to bear its share cnce the resources necessary to carry out thesc
activities have been mobilized., The Meeting welcomed the offer of Yugoclaviz (o

join the Executive Director in his search for the resources required for the
implementation of the PAP and requested him to take into account the views exnressed
in the Yugoslav paper in this matter.

60. The revised scale of assessments (UNEP/IG.5/6/Rev.l), which is merely a
conversion of the current United ilations scale of assessments to apply to the 10
coastal States of the Mediterranenn region, was generally accepted (except by -one
country) as an approximate basic for sharing costs of the Blue Plan among
Mediterranean States, bLut one vhich should be treated with flexibility since it .
does not necessarily reflect these States! relative interest in or potential. .
contributions to the Blue Plan. States were requested to consider meldng higher
contributions, ahd one countiy indicated that it would consider contrivuting on a
voluntary basis more than recouvested. The same country invited contrivutions to

be made in cash, rather then in ldnd, so as to ensure that the best possible expertise
was available to the Blue Plan activities. -

61l. The question how the various contributions from member States are co-—ordinated
within the Blue Plan wac considered and will e brought before the Governming Council
at its fifth session. The following delegations indicated the intention of theix
Governments to contribute at the approximate levels indicated, -on condition that the
general scheme of expenditures uentioned in paragrapih 57 is respected: idAlgerie,
Prance, Greece, Israel, Italy, Spain, Turkey and Yugoslavia. The remaining delsgations



agreed to request their Covermnents to inform the Executive Director not latexr
than Friday, 29 April 1977, before the next secsion of the UIEP Governing Council,
about their willingmesc o contribute to the cost of the Blue Plan.

62. Initiation of Blue Plan activities will ve subject to the availability of the
reguired resources, prelcradly in cash, or in a foxm uvhich will contribute to the

ey

agreed ovjectives of the nrcject.

63. The Priority Actionc Trogramme will be developed within the fields identified.
by the lMeeting. PAP will involve on-going aciivities, supported by UIDDP and others
and executed by the specinlizad sgencies, which could be adipted for licditerranecan
purposes by providing additiomal facilities for training, observation, study tours
and exchange of information. The additional clements or new activities may bde
financed by UMDP from the countries! Indicative Planning Figures, through the
regional planning figure for uUurope, the HMediterroncan and the Middle Last, -
co-operative programmes, rmultilateral, bilateral and cost-sharing »rojccts. In
addition these actions can e carried out as indirect or concerted actions using
procedures developed in other initernational orgeonizaitione and institutions.

64. Several activities Zinaonced by the Fund of UNLP may provide limited supnort
for fellowships and study Iravel and other sources of finencial supncrt shouild be
sought. ‘

65. In the field of informetion ewxchanse to serve Loih the Blue Plon and the
Priority hction Programie, TILD/IRS together with liztional Focal Points chould
nlay useiul roles.

66. It was agreed that training in connexion with Integrated Planning or uith the
operation of Nationzl Tocal Pointe could usefully be provided, particularly by those
with experience in these fields who are prepzared to make it available to others on
reguest either directly or through UNEP.





