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1. Introduction 

1.1  This document puts forward some ideas for the reform of the MCSD, based on the decision 

approved in December 2013 at COP18 in Istanbul (see IG.21/12 in Annex 1).  Section 2 provides 

the rationale for the reform as per the COP18 decision. The paper then provides a background 

about the MCSD and its reform in section 3. Section 4 discusses the MCSD mandate and 

composition. Section 5 provides a summary of some of the evaluations of the MCSD that have 

taken place in recent years, while section 6 analyses the attendance pattern at MCSD meetings, 

and Section 7 presents a set of nine recommendations for the MCSD reform. 

1.2 The MCSD Steering Committee Presidency is aware that the MAP III discussion has a bearing 

on the role of the MCSD, as noted in the relevant COP18 decisions (IG.21/11 and 12). However 

since it is yet early days regarding that discussion, and the current SC needs to deliberate on the 

reform of the MCSD in view of the upcoming 16th MCSD meeting in Morocco in June 2015, it 

is for now noted that the MAP III process and the MCSD reform are related and that the two 

debates need to engage with each other before the next COP in February 2016. 

 

2. Rationale 

2.1 The key elements of the rationale for reforming the MCSD focus on mandate and composition, 

and, as laid out in the relevant COP18 decision at Annex 1, are: 

 The need to take on board the implications of the outcomes of Rio+20 regarding the 

upgrading of the UN Commission on Sustainable Development into a High Level Political 

Forum;  

 the need to sharpen its role; 

 the need to revise its composition to ensure greater representativeness. 

 

3. Background 

3.1 The MCSD was launched following the 1992 Rio Conference on Environment and 

Development, the 1995 revision of the Mediterranean Action Plan (MAP) into MAP II, and the 

related 1995 amendments to the Barcelona Convention.  The Commission had its first meeting 

in 1996. Meetings during the first years were characterised by strong participation from the 

membership in preparing thematic recommendations. Early on, however, concerns about 

capacity for follow-up of these recommendations, as well as the need to reach out to other actors, 

were voiced. In 2000, the Sixth MCSD Meeting in Tunis contained a half-day ministerial 

segment, and came out with a decision to prepare a Mediterranean Strategy for Sustainable 

Development, which was adopted in 2005.  

3.2 The evaluation and reform of the MCSD has become somewhat of a recurrent theme within the 

MAP system in recent years.  The MCSD mandate and composition were reformed in 2008 as 

part of the Almeria Governance decision taken during the 16th COP to the Barcelona 

Convention, on the basis of a 2007 Report on Options for the reform of the MCSD (see below 

for more details).  
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3.3 Soon after this, at COP16 in November 2009 in Marrakech, Decision IG.19/8 requested the 

Secretariat to undertake an assessment of the MCSD modalities. Consequently in 2011 a paper 

reviewing the modalities of the MCSD was published (‘The Roles and Modalities of the 

Mediterranean Commission for Sustainable Development’ – see below for more details) and 

discussed during the 14th MCSD meeting in 2011 in Budva, Montenegro (see more details 

below).  

3.4 At COP17 in early 2012, another call to reform the MCSD was made, on the basis of the 

recommendations of the 14th MCSD meeting in Budva, Montenegro in 2011 (see below for 

more details). During the 15th MCSD meeting in Malta in June 2013, general principles for the 

reform were agreed (see below for more details) and during COP18 in Istanbul, a decision 

(IG.21/12) on MCSD reform was taken (see Annex 1), once again mandating the Steering 

Committee during the 2014-2015 biennium to flesh out a reform proposal for final agreement 

in 2015. During COP18, it was decided to ‘[s]trengthen the position of the MCSD in the MAP 

system and in the wider regional community, in line with the outcome of Rio+20 and COP17 

Decision IG.20/13, by ensuring that, sustainable development matters will be discussed at the 

Conference of the Parties once every two COP meetings (four years)’ (see Annex 1 for full text). 

 

 

4. MCSD mandate and composition 

Current mandate of the MCSD 

4.1 The current mandate and composition of the MCSD, which serve as a starting point for the 

strengthening of the MCSD, may be found in Decision IG 17/5 which adopted the Governance 

paper at the 15th Meeting of Contracting Parties to the Barcelona Convention held in Almeria, 

Spain. This current mandate is to: 

I. Assist Mediterranean countries and other stakeholders active in the region in the adoption and 

implementation of sustainable development policies, including the integration of environmental 

considerations into other policies;  

II. Ensure the follow-up of the implementation of the Mediterranean Strategy for Sustainable 

Development (MSSD) through appropriate tools, mechanisms and criteria that would better 

enhance an efficient follow-up function;  

III. Promote the exchange of experience and good practices regarding the integration of 

environmental and socioeconomic policies, as well as examples which show the application of 

international sustainable development commitments at suitable scales in different countries;  

IV. Identify the obstacles encountered and support regional and sub-regional cooperation for the 

effective implementation of the sustainable development principle;  

V. Coordinate the periodical drafting of the report on the state of implementation of the MCSD 

recommendations; and,  

VI. Produce opinions of the overall MAP Work Programme and the functioning of the Coordinating 

Unit and the RACs, with the aim of integrating sustainability considerations into the MAP / 

Barcelona Convention system as a whole.  

 

4.2 The above-cited Decision IG.17/5 considered that the MCSD should involve the greatest 

possible variety of national actors in its work, so as to ensure the greatest possible dissemination 

of the concepts promoted, and that for this to be achieved the composition of the Commission 

was agreed to be expanded as follows:  

I. Contracting Parties 22 (21 MS and EU Commission);  

II. NGOS (3);  

III. Local authorities (3);  

IV. Socio-economic stakeholders (3);  
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V. Scientific Community (3);  

VI. Intergovernmental organizations working in the field of sustainable development (3);  

VII. Eminent experts in the field of the topics of the MCSD meeting agenda (3). 

 

4.3  Decision IG.17/5 also underlined that all efforts should be made to ensure participation of 

representatives from both the environment and development sectors and appropriate 

geographical representation, and media participation. 

 

Original mandate of the MCSD 

 

4.4 The original mandate for the MCSD was as follows, as per the constitutive documents of the 

MCSD that emerged from the fourth MCSD meeting in Monaco, 1998 (UNEP(OCA)/MED 

WG. 140/Inf.4 [08WG327_Inf3_eng.pdf]) (see Annex 2 for full document). The constitutive 

documents consist of ‘rules of procedure’, ‘terms of reference’ and ‘composition’ documents. 

The terms of reference establish the MCSD as an ‘advisory body’ to make proposals to the 

Contracting Parties (CPs) within the framework of the MAP. The purpose, functions and 

composition of the MCSD were set out as below: 

 
2. The purpose of the Commission is: 

(a)  to identify, evaluate and assess major economic, ecological and social problems set out 

in Agenda MED 21, make appropriate proposals thereon to the meetings of the 

Contracting Parties, evaluate the effectiveness of the follow-up to the decisions of the 

Contracting Parties and facilitate the exchange of information among the institutions 

implementing activities related to sustainable development in the Mediterranean; 

(b)  to enhance regional cooperation and rationalize the inter-governmental decision-

making capacity in the Mediterranean basin for the integration of environment and 

development issues. 

 

B. Functions 

3. The functions of the Commission shall be: 

(a)  to assist the Contracting Parties by making proposals on the formulation and 

implementation of a regional strategy of sustainable development in the Mediterranean, 

taking into consideration the resolutions of the Tunis and Barcelona Conferences and 

the context of Agenda MED 21 and MAP Phase II; 

(b)  to consider and review information provided by the Contracting Parties, in accordance 

with Article 20 of the Barcelona Convention, including periodic communications or 

reports regarding the activities they undertake to implement Agenda MED 21, and the 

problems they encounter, such as problems related to the integration of environment 

into national policies, capacity-building, financial resources, technology transfer, and 

other relevant environment and development issues; 

(c)  to review at regular intervals the cooperation of MAP with the World Bank and other 

international financial institutions, as well as the European Union, and to explore ways 

and means for the strengthening of such cooperation, and particularly to achieve the 

objectives of Chapter 33 of Agenda MED 21; 

(d)  to consider information regarding the progress made in the implementation of relevant 

environmental conventions, which could be made available by the relevant conferences 

or by the parties; 

(e)  to identify technologies and knowledge of an innovative nature for sustainable 

development in the Mediterranean region and to provide advice on the various means 

for their most effective use, in order to facilitate exchanges among the Contracting 

Parties and to enhance capacities for national development; 

(f)  to provide reports and appropriate recommendations to the meetings of the Contracting 

Parties, through the MAP Secretariat, on the basis of a comprehensive analysis of 

reports and issues related to the implementation of a regional strategy related to MAP 

Phase II and Agenda MED 21; 

http://195.97.36.231/acrobatfiles/08WG327_Inf3_eng.pdf
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(g)  to undertake a four-year strategic assessment and evaluation of the implementation by 

the Contracting Parties of Agenda MED 21 and decisions of the meetings of the 

Contracting Parties and of actions by the Contracting Parties relevant to sustainable 

development in the Mediterranean region and propose relevant recommendations 

thereon; the first strategic review should be undertaken for the year 2000 (with 

ministerial participation), with the objective of achieving an integrated overview of the 

implementation of Agenda MED 21, examining emerging policy issues and providing 

the necessary political impetus. The Commission shall make the best use of the main 

results of MAP activity centres in the field of sustainable development, and those of the 

MAP Mediterranean Environment and Development Observatory, as well as those of 

national environmental observatories; 

(h)  to assume such other functions as are entrusted to it by the meetings of the Contracting 

Parties, to further the purposes of the Barcelona Convention, MAP Phase II and 

Agenda MED 21. 

 

C. Composition 

 

5.  The Commission shall be composed of a maximum of 36 members, consisting of 

representatives from each Contracting Party to the Barcelona Convention and 

representatives of local authorities, socio-economic actors and non-governmental 

organizations working in the fields of environment and of sustainable development. All 

representatives shall participate in the Commission on an equal footing.  

 

5.  Evaluation of the MCSD 

The 2007 Report on Options for the reform of the MCSD 

5.1 The 2007 Report on Options for the Reform of the MCSD (UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.320/6), 

prepared for the meeting of MAP Focal Points on 1 August 2007,  noted that: 

 
Ten years after its founding, the MCSD needs to be reformed, taking into account the new 

international and regional developments (the Johannesburg Plan of Implementation, the 

Millennium Development Goals, the MSSD etc.). Whatever the option chosen, better interaction 

should be sought between the MCSD and the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD), 

for instance regarding the choice of themes, which should bring a breath of fresh air to the 

MCSD and allow its fuller integration into the international actions being carried out in favour 

of sustainable development. Furthermore, the composition of the Commission should be 

reviewed to ensure it achieves greater representability and fosters a sense of ownership by the 

entire Mediterranean community. Furthermore, the role of the Commission should be better 

clarified in relation to the overall MAP system and to the Barcelona Convention and its 

Protocols.  

 

5.2 The 2007 report presented 3 options for the MCSD reform. The first consisted of minor 

amendments to the existing system, the second a widening of the MCSD composition and a 

narrowing of its mandate, while the third consisted of transforming the MCSD into a ‘council 

of sages.’ The Almeria decision of 2008 was based on the second option. 

 

The 2009 report on the Roles and Modalities of the MCSD 

5.3 The 2009 report on The Roles and Modalities of the Mediterranean Commission for Sustainable 

Development (UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.358/5) noted that in the 17 years since its inception, the 

MCSD has made important contributions to the sustainable development of the region, 

including, particularly: the MSSD, which was adopted by the 14th Meeting of Contracting 

Parties to the Barcelona Convention in Portoroz (Slovenia) in 2005; its innovative modalities of 

participation and engagement of civil society organizations and other major stakeholders; its  

contribution in many ways to MAP and its activities by broadening perspectives and linking 

environmental protection to development issues, enriching discussions and eventually policies 
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and actions on environmental management around the Mediterranean; enabling dialogue with 

civil society on environment/development issues; and, the way the MCSD has been an 

innovation at the global scale as the only sustainable development commission at the Regional 

Seas level of UNEP. 

5.4 At the same time there is general recognition that, as with the gGlobal Commission for 

Sustainable Development, there have been some shortcomings, such as the limited scope of the 

MCSD, which can be attributed to various factors influencing effectiveness such as the long-

term horizon of sustainable development strategies; the broad mandate and very limited means 

it has been given; the challenges to maintain substantive technical coherence while ensuring 

cross-sectoral integration; the difficulties in securing involvement of all relevant stakeholders; 

the insufficient focus on effective monitoring; the complexities of Mediterranean regional 

governance; and the limited political will and commitment. 

 

Recommendations from 14th MCSD meeting in May 2011 

5.5  The recommendations from 14th Meeting of MCSD on the analysis of the role and modalities 

of the MCSD, contained in document UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.358/5, are as follows:  

I. the primary function of the MCSD as an advisory body, focusing on creating synergies for 

regional integration, and on the need for practical action, drawing on national expertise, in 

pursuing its work; 

II. Emerging issues such as the ecosystem approach, climate change adaptation and the green 

economy approach should be taken on board; 

III. There is a need for integration and coordination with the other existing international and 

regional sustainable development and environmental programmes, policy frameworks and 

initiatives; 

IV. It is crucial to focus on the MCSD’s comparative advantage and the input it could provide in 

facilitating environmental mainstreaming and integration, and strengthening cross-sectoral and 

intersectoral environment/development policy coordination at national and regional levels; 

V. The MCSD should serve as a platform of reference and a tool for enhancing regional dialogue 

on environment and development issues, assisting Contracting Parties in introducing 

environmental concerns into sectoral policies;  

VI. The work of the MCSD should be expanded to include other stakeholders to give the 

Barcelona Convention broader appeal; 

VII. There is a need to establish a coherent monitoring system for the MSSD and its periodic 

review. 

 

COP17 Decision (January 2013) 

5.6 Decision IG.20/13 of COP17 invited the Steering Committee of the MCSD to “… work, on 

reforming the MCSD in particular through revising its composition to ensure greater 

representativeness and sharpening its role”, as follows. 

Recognizing the role of the Mediterranean Commission for Sustainable Development (MCSD) 

in providing a useful multi-partner platform to contribute to regional sustainable development 

and provide a valuable advice to Contracting Parties in this regard, however emphasizing the 

need for better focusing the MCSD contribution to the MAP system taking into consideration the 

results of the discussions to be held in Rio+20; 

[Decides …] 

To invite the Steering Committee of the Mediterranean Commission for Sustainable 

Development (MCSD) to work, taking into consideration the availability of funds in consultation 
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with the Bureau of the Contracting Parties and with the assistance of the Secretariat, on 

reforming the MCSD in particular through (i) revising its composition to ensure greater 

representativeness and foster a sense of ownership by the entire Mediterranean; and, 

sharpening its role and further enhancing its contribution to sustainable development in the 

Mediterranean and the national level as well as the mechanisms of Barcelona Convention and 

present the results for adoption by the Parties. To this end, the conclusions and 

recommendations of its 14th meeting (Budva, Montenegro, 2011), as well as the upcoming 

Results of the Rio+20 Summit (2012) should be considered. 

 

Recommendations from the 15th MCSD meeting in June 2013 

 

5.7 During the 15th MCSD meeting held in Malta in June 2013, discussions on MCSD Operations 

and Reform were based on a document on the same subject (UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.383/5), 

which was prepared as a response to the COP17 decision (IG.20/13) (see above) regarding ways 

to better focus and reform the MCSD structure, building on progress achieved at global level 

during the Rio+20 Conference. This document highlighted lessons learned from the United 

Nations Commission for Sustainable Development regarding the need for firmer 

institutionalising of the sustainable development agenda within the UN system, as well as a 

greater emphasis on implementation, when considering the implementation of the Rio+20 

outcome on the setting up of a High Level Political Forum.  

 

5.8 One of the key recommendations to emerge from the 15th MCSD meeting concerns the 

mirroring, as much as possible within the context of the Mediterranean Action Plan, of the High 

Level Political Forum within the Mediterranean region. In this regard, it was concluded that 

‘[w]ith a view to raising political attention on SD in the MAP, proposals to regularly discuss 

sustainable development matters at the Conference of the Parties, for example once every four 

years, were broadly endorsed.’  

 

5.9 Recommendations on the core functions of the MCSD were also agreed during the 15th MCSD 

meeting in Malta, as follows: 

I. Revising the MSSD, regularly monitor it on biannual basis and evaluate its implementation, 

using the MSSD indicators and the universal SDGs emerging from the RIO+20 process, 

expected in 2015, but also possibly other means such as monitoring implementation through 

actions (legal actions, programmes and projects); 

II. Forging partnerships and coordination between various actors, including other UN actors 

besides UNEP; 

III. Encouraging the exchange of good practice, in sustainable development plans, programmes and 

projects, and in the formulation of sustainable development policies and strategies for which a 

simplified peer review could be a tool; and, 

IV. Preparing input for COP sessions on Sustainable Development, including priority and emerging 

issues. 

 

6.  MCSD attendance 

6.1 This section contains an analysis of how well the MCSD is performing in terms of implementing 

the changes outlined in the 2008 Almeria Governance decision regarding MCSD composition. 

As noted above, Almeria indicated that the MCSD should involve:   

 22 Contracting Parties (21 MS and EU Commission);  

 3 NGOS;  

 3 Local authorities;  

 3 Socio-economic stakeholders;  

 3 Scientific Community;  

 3 Intergovernmental organizations working in the field of SD;  

 3 Eminent experts in the field of the topics of the MCSD meeting agenda. 
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In addition, the Malta Agreement adopted by the Bureau in 2000 allowed to the Palestinian 

Authority to be admitted as "Observer" to the MEDPOL meetings in May 2001 (Venezia), May 

2003 (Sangemini) as well as several others technical meetings in Turkey and Catane 

(elaboration of National actions Plans) and in Rome  (MEDPOL Regional Workshop on 

Dumping Protocol). In that perspective, it is suggested to invite the MCSD Steering Committee, 

to adopt a clear rule by taking an official decision providing the possibility for Palestine to attend 

future MCSD Meetings, which are mainly technical expert meetings,   as an observer.  

6.2 An analysis of attendance at the last 3 MCSD meetings where a breakdown of attendance 

between MCSD and non-MCSD members (2013, 2009 and 2007), on the basis of reports of the 

meetings, indicate that not all these posts in the new composition may have been appointed, 

and, further, that attendance at the MCSD might have been falling even with respect to posts 

where organisations have been appointed or country nominations made. Table 1 provides a list 

of organisations that have attended MCSD meetings in the non-CP categories. 

 

Table1: Non-CP attendees at MCSD meetings (2007, 2009, 2013)1 

 

Type of actor Representative 
Attended as MCSD 

member 

  2007 2009 2013 

Local Authorities  Medcities (Network)  1 - - 

Local Authorities  
Association of Italian Local Agenda 

21         1 1 1 

Socio-Economic Actors  
UMCE-Union of Mediterranean 

Confederations of Enterprises  1 - 1 

Non-Governmental Organisations  

ENDA MAGHREB- Environnement 

Développement et Action au 

Maghreb          1 1 1 

Non-Governmental Organisations  
Friends of the Earth 

(Europe/Mediterranean)  1 - - 

Non-Governmental Organisations  

MIO-ECSDE-Mediterranean Information 

Office for Environment Culture and 

Sustainable Development  1 1 1 

Non-Governmental Organisations  
RAED-Arab Network for Environment 

and Development   - 1 1 

Non-Governmental Organisations  WWF Mediterranean Programme  - 1  

Inter-Governmental Organisations  

CEDARE- Centre for Environment and 

Development for the Arab Region and 

Europe   1 1 

Inter-Governmental Organisations  The World Bank  1 1 1 

6.3 Further analysis of attendance records suggests that while attendance from some parties, 

including MAP components and observers may be on the rise, which is a positive sign, the 

attendance of other groups such as contracting parties appears to be in decline (Table 2). There 

may be a number of reasons for this, but one possible reason was noted in the Report on the 

Assessment of the Implementation of the MSSD (UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.358/4): 

8. A different organization of the roles and organization framework concerning UNEP/MAP and 

in particular national focal points would be needed to create figures working exclusively on the 

MSSD… 

6.4 It could be that the persons appointed on the MCSD are not working exclusively on the MCSD 

within the MAP system and in some cases might be the MAP Focal Point. This may be positive 

                                                           
1 There was no distinction made between MCSD members and observers in the 2009 meeting report. 



UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.410/3 

Page 8 

 

 
in terms of coordination, given the wide remit of the MCSD, however it may also render the 

MCSD meetings less attractive given the other fora that the MAP Focal Points have in which to 

meet. Also the perceived benefits of attendance in terms of the outputs of the MCSD meeting 

may not be large enough to justify attendance. This should inspire the MCSD SC meetings to 

provide more output-oriented programmes for the meetings, as well as to involve MCSD 

members more in preparing those outcomes. 

 

Table 2: Attendance at MCSD meetings for 2007, 2011 and 2013 

 

Type of actor 2007 2011 2013 

Contracting parties (22) 20 17 13 

Local authorities (3) 2 1 1 

NGOs (3) 3 4 3 

Socio-Economic stakeholders (3) 1 0 1 

Scientific community (3) 0 1 1 

Inter-Governmental Organisations (3) 1 2 2 

Eminent experts (3) 1 1 1 

MAP components 6 4 5 

Observers 6 11 11 

Alternate members (2007 only) 6 - - 

Coordinating unit 5 3 2 

Grand Total 51 44 40 

MAP components + observers + 

alternative members 
23 18 18 

MCSD members = Grand Total - 

MAP components, Observers and 

Coordinating unit 

28 26 22 

 

6.5  As noted in paragraph 6.2 above, another reason for low attendance of certain categories of 

members may be that they have not been nominated/invited. Table 3 provides a summary of 

attendance in 2009-2013 of the non-CP members. The table suggests that in certain categories 

of the Almeria composition, some posts have not been appointed. There are other categories 

where organisations have been appointed, but they are not attending. There are also cases, such 

as the environmental and sustainability NGOs, where there are more appointees than the three 

posts required, though some might have been observers at certain meetings.2 The current 

composition of the MCSD, as agreed at COP 15, is provided at Annex 3. 

 

                                                           
2  As noted above, this analysis is based on the participant lists in the 2007, 2011 and 2013 MCSD meeting reports. In 

2009 there was no distinction between members and observers, so it is not included in the analysis.  
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Table 3: Non-CP appointees and attendance at the MCSD meetings, analysed by Almeria 

composition (2009-2013) 

 
Type of actor MCSD 

members 

required 

as per 

Almeria 

compositi

on 

Participation 1 2 3 4 5 

Local authorities 3 

 MedCities (2007), 

 Association of 

Italian Local 

Agenda 21 (2007, 

2011, 2013) 

MedCiti

es 

(2007) 

Association 

of Italian 

Local 

Agenda 21 

(2007, 

2011, 2013) 

   

NGOS 3 

 ENDA 

MAGHREB(2007, 

2011, 2013),  

 Friends of the 

Earth 

(Europe/Mediterra

nean) (2007), 

 MIO-

ECSDE(2007, 

2011, 2013), 

 RAED-Arab (2011, 

2013) 

     

Socio-economic 

stakeholders 
3 

 UMCE-Union of 

Mediterranean 

Confederations of 

Enterprises 
     

Scientific 

Community 
3 

 

     

Intergovernment

al organizations 

working in the 

field of 

sustainable 

development 

3 

 CEDARE-

(2011,2013) 

 The World Bank 

(2007, 2011, 2013) 
     

Eminent experts 

in the field of the 

topics of the 

MCSD meeting 

agenda 

3 

 As required 

     

        

  
 

 
not nominated 

  
   

    not attending    
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7. Recommendations for the MCSD reform 

Scope and function 

7.1 It is considered that the current mandate of the MCSD as revised at Almeria (see section 4.1) 

from the original mandate (see section 4.2) is reasonable, although some small changes may be 

helpful to strengthen and sharpen the remit of the MCSD. The first element ensures the MCSD 

has a role in assisting with and promoting national and regional sustainability policies, which is 

a major avenue for implementing the MSSD, and achieving results on the ground. It is suggested 

that this role may be strengthened by changing the word ‘especially’ in the second clause to 

‘particularly’. This would strengthen the MCSD’s remit to assist countries and other 

stakeholders to actively engage within policy processes outside the typical sustainable 

development arena, which could be very effective in ensuring environmental policy integration 

into other sectors. The second element concerns the follow-up of the MSSD, another related key 

success factor for the MCSD. The third element is concerned with the exchange of good practice 

between key actors and countries, again a key aspect of the role of the MCSD as a network of 

SD actors, and which could be constructively built upon in line with the 15th MCSD meeting 

recommendations and the COP18 decision (IG.21/12). The third element allows the MCSD to 

raise concerns to the COP about obstacles in achieving SD, which is in line with the COP18 

decision (IG.21/12) to ‘[s]trengthen the position of the MCSD in the MAP system and in the 

wider regional community … by ensuring that, sustainable development matters will be 

discussed at the Conference of the Parties once every two COP meetings (four years)’. The 

fourth element allows the MCSD to present reports to the COP about the implementation of 

MSSD and MCSD recommendations, while the final element tasks the MCSD with suggesting 

ways in which the MAP system could work better in favour of sustainable development. It is 

considered that given that the implementation of the MSSD is directly connected and should be 

integrated with the MAP system, this element should be retained, particularly with a view to 

strengthening the role of the MCSD within the MAP system and in the context of the MAP III 

debate. 7.2 The core functions of the MCSD as discussed in the 15th MCSD meeting in 

Malta (section 5.7) highlighted the second and third aspects of the mandate as particularly 

important. Notwithstanding this, it is considered that, other than the small change mentioned 

above, further reducing the scope of the MCSD from the Almeria decision would undermine its 

ability to promote sustainability within the MAP system and in the region. 

Recommendation 1: The MCSD mandate as agreed at Almeria is reasonable and does not need to 

be greatly amended. In this regard, it is recommended firstly to strengthen the first element of the 

Almeria mandate regarding assisting with national and regional sustainability policies, by 

changing the word ‘especially’ in the second clause to ‘particularly’. This would strengthen the 

MCSD’s remit to assist countries and other stakeholders to actively engage within policy processes 

outside the typical sustainable development arena, which could be very effective in ensuring 

environmental policy integration into other sectors.  

7.3 As indicated in the 2009 report on The Roles and Modalities of the Mediterranean Commission 

for Sustainable Development [UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.358/5] the shortcomings of the MCSD 

may be attributed inter alia to the ‘very limited means it has been given’, and ‘the insufficient 

focus on effective monitoring’. In addition, the 2011 assessment on the implementation of the 

MSSD noted that ‘… MAP should create and adapt existing work units to provide a service of 

monitoring the existing programmes and push forward activities of technical assistance, 

knowledge sharing, capacity-building, information exchange and monitoring’. The 2011 report 

proposes the creation of a permanent position within the MAP Secretariat working specifically 

on MSSD implementation, both through national strategies and international actions.  In this 

regard the approval of a post of Technical Secretary to the MCSD during COP18 is highly 

positive. It is important also to mention the key role of the Plan Bleu Regional Activity Centre, 

which has the mandate to contribute to raising awareness of Mediterranean stakeholders and 

decision makers concerning environment and sustainable development issues in the region, by 

providing future scenarios to assist in decision-making. In this respect its mission is to provide 

the Contracting Parties with a solid basis of environmental and sustainable development data, 
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statistics, and indicators to support their action and decision making process. The main themes 

and areas covered by Plan Bleu are consistent with the priority fields of action of the MSSD and 

its activities are designed to facilitate its implementation and follow up. 

7.4 Given these considerations, particularly after the reduction in scope of the MCSD mandate in 

2008, it seems reasonable to hold that for the MCSD to credibly fulfil its functions the allocation 

of permanent staff within the Secretariat who can focus on implementing its remit is necessary. 

The issue, therefore may not be one of mandate but one of resources, which, until the present, 

have been limited. Core staffing within the Secretariat is required to compile research and other 

reports, follow-up the MSSD and other MCSD recommendations through the many initiatives 

of the various actors in the Mediterranean SD arena, monitor the implementation of the strategy, 

and undertake and fundraise for initiatives to implement the MSSD, including through assisting 

national and regional authorities in preparing, peer reviewing or revising their SD Strategies. 

This suggests that there may be for not just one but two full-time posts within the Secretariat 

dedicated to the MCSD, and the implementation and monitoring of the MSSD. In the short-

term, given the financial pressures facing the MAP system, the Technical Secretary role can be 

reinforced by additional personnel through additional project support, for example on projects 

related to MSSD implementation. This staff allocation must be seen in terms of the importance 

of engaging and building bridges with actors outside the MAP ‘environmental’ system to take 

on board the environmental agenda, without which sustainable development cannot be achieved. 

7.5 The decision taken at Istanbul to sharpen the role of the MCSD through having sustainable 

development discussed at a high level at the COP every four years in line with the RIO+20 

outcome on the High Level Political Forum, provides an opportunity to sharpen the role and 

profile of the MCSD in line with the COP17 decision (IG.20/13). 

Recommendation 2: The MCSD requires increased staff resources from the MAP system, which 

has already partially been provided through the Technical Secretary post approved during 

COP18. However this staff support should entail at least two persons, to be able to cover MSSD 

implementation and monitoring.  In the short-term, given the financial pressures facing the MAP 

system, the Technical Secretary role can be reinforced by additional personnel through additional 

project support. This staff allocation must be seen in terms of the importance of engaging and 

building bridges with actors outside the MAP ‘environmental’ system to take on board the 

environmental agenda, without which sustainable development cannot be achieved. 

 

Modalities of work 

7.6 At the same time there is room for improvement in the modalities of work of the MCSD, mainly 

because members mostly become involved in the work of the CION when biannual meetings 

are being organised, which leads to a feeling of isolation from the Commission and its mandate, 

as well as representing an underutilisation of the MCSD’s potential. This is a serious failing and 

needs addressing. The MCSD represents key players in the Mediterranean, in a setting where 

discussion and debate have the opportunity to be very productive and it is therefore a great 

resource both for the MAP system and for the Mediterranean Region in general. In this respect 

serious efforts need to be made by the Steering Committee and Secretariat to involve the 

members more by improved communication and participation in events and actions to address 

the functions of the MCSD (e.g. follow-up of MSSD implementation, projects to implement the 

MSSD, sharing of good practice through online systems, etc). 

 

Recommendation 3: The MCSD modalities of work need to involve the members more between 

meetings, for example in projects and actions to follow-up of the MSSD implementation, sharing 

of good practice, knowledge transfer, peer review, etc. 
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7.7 The proper functioning of the Steering Committee is essential to the success of the MCSD. 

Regular meetings, including face-to-face meetings, are essential. All necessary support from its 

Secretariat, including in terms of translation/interpretation, is necessary and needs to be 

continued and strengthened. 

 

Recommendation 4: It is essential that the MCSD SC meets regularly during the biennium, -  at 

least one of these meetings needs to be face-to-face - and this process must continue to be fully 

supported by the Secretariat. 

 

Composition 

7.8 Tables 1-3 above provide some information about MCSD nominations and attendance after the 

Almeria decision (IG.17/5) revising its composition. In 2008 the Almeria decision widened the 

MCSD composition, and the call for widening the MCSD composition was reiterated at the 17th 

COP in 2011 (IG.20/13) and the 18th COP in 2013 (IG.21/12). In addition the fourth operational 

paragraph of the COP18 decision (see Annex 1) highlighted the need to involve other UN actors 

besides UNEP, as well as parliamentarians. In this regard, and based on the analysis provided 

in Tables 1-3 above, the approach towards addressing MCSD composition may need to be four 

pronged: 

I. Filling the not-as-yet appointed positions as per the Almeria composition, possibly from 

current observers since they have demonstrated interest in the MCSD through their 

attendance; 

II. Ensuring the right nominee attends from the member organisations. This could be 

achieved through a ‘renewable’ nomination, for example for a specific period such as 2 

biennia/4 years, which would chime with the high level discussions at the COP on SD. 

III. Ensuring that the nominated person attends through greater outreach by the Secretariat 

and, where necessary, the Steering Committee and the MAP Bureau. to identify and 

address the reason for the non-attendance. Non-contracting party organisations that 

have not sent a representative for three meetings of the MCSD should be considered for 

replacement (see Table 3). 

IV. Adding two new categories of relevant UN bodies and parliamentarians.  

7.9 In this regard, the first task is to nominate MCSD members for the unfilled positions. These 

are (see Table 3): 

 2 local authority organisations 

 2 socio-economic stakeholders 

 3 scientific community 

 3 Intergovernmental organisations 

 3 eminent experts 

7.10 Possible candidate organisations for these positions are suggested below: 

 2 new local authority stakeholders: ICLEI (http://www.iclei.org/) (Local Governments 

for Sustainability) is a global association of cities and local governments dedicated to 

sustainable development. It is a movement of 12 mega-cities, 100 super-cities and urban 

regions, 450 large cities as well as 450 medium-sized cities and towns in 86 

countries. ICLEI promotes local action for global sustainability and supports cities to 

become sustainable, resilient, resource-efficient, biodiverse, low-carbon; to build a smart 

infrastructure; and to develop an inclusive, green urban economy with the ultimate aim to 

achieve healthy and happy communities. United Cities and Local Governments (UCLG) 

http://www.iclei.org/


UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.410/3 

Page 13 

 

 

 

represents and defends the interests of local governments on the world stage, regardless of 

the size of the communities they serve. Headquartered in Barcelona, the organisation’s 

stated mission is: ‘To be the united voice and world advocate of democratic local self-

government, promoting its values, objectives and interests, through cooperation 

between local governments, and within the wider international community’.  

 2 new Socio-economic stakeholders:   

 3 additional members from the Scientific Community: It is suggested to include 

scientific networks here such as IUCN, FEMISE (http://www.femise.org/en/) and the 

Regional Network for the Mediterranean Sustainable Solutions Network (Med-SDSN) 

(http://unsdsn.org/what-we-do/national-and-regional-networks/regional-sdsn/regional-

sdsn-for-the-mediterranean-med-sdsn/). IUCN Mediterreanean has been very active in the 

MCSD and is a regular observer. The FEMISE Association is a Euro-Mediterranean 

network established in June 2005. The network includes more than 90 members of 

economic research institutes, representing the 37 partners of the Barcelona Process. 

Supported by the European Commission within the framework of the MEDA regional 

programme since 1997, FEMISE is coordinated by the Institut de la Méditerranée (France) 

and the Economic Research Forum (Egypt). The association was established with 52 

Founding members of EU-Med national non-profit institutes that undertake economic and 

social research and represent the two sides of the Mediterranean and it has the following 

objectives: 

o To conduct policy research and make recommendations with respect to economic 

relations between Europe and their Mediterranean partners; 

o To publish and disseminate this research for the benefit of public and private, 

national and multilateral institutions, 

o To work for the broadest possible dissemination by the most appropriate means. 

The Mediterranean Regional SDSN Center will expand its activities to include inter alia: 

developing regional pathways towards sustainable development and assisting 

countries/cities in operationalizing them; collaborations between regional institutions to 

develop and improve teaching materials and courses on sustainable development through 

the SDSN’s education initiatives and in partnership with the Masters of Development 

Practice; and, Applied Research Activities with a focus on solutions to give rise to ideas 

and opportunities for applied research in the Mediterranean Region, which could take 

advantage of the global network of the SDSN.  

 3 Intergovernmental organizations: As the main political process in the Mediterranean 

Region, it is considered that the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) should be a member 

of the MCSD. The UfM is a multilateral partnership aiming at increasing the potential for 

regional integration and cohesion among Euro-Mediterranean countries. It is inspired by the 

shared political will to revitalize efforts to transform the Mediterranean into an area of 

peace, democracy, cooperation and prosperity.  The mandate of the UfM Secretariat focuses 

on identifying, processing, promoting and coordinating regional projects, which are in line 

with the principles and rules of international law, and that enhance and strengthen 

cooperation and positively impact the lives of citizens. On launching the UfM, the Heads 

of State and Government identified six priority areas: 

o De-pollution of the Mediterranean 

o Maritime and land highways 

o Civil protection 

o Alternative energies: Mediterranean solar plan 

o Higher education and research, Euro-Mediterranean University 

o The Mediterranean Business Initiative 

 

CIHEAM: Founded in 1962, the International Centre for Advanced Mediterranean 

Agronomic Studies (CIHEAM) is an intergovernmental organisation composed of thirteen 

http://unsdsn.org/what-we-do/national-and-regional-networks/regional-sdsn/regional-sdsn-for-the-mediterranean-med-sdsn/
http://unsdsn.org/what-we-do/national-and-regional-networks/regional-sdsn/regional-sdsn-for-the-mediterranean-med-sdsn/
http://www.femise.org/en/liste-des-membres/
http://unsdsn.org/what-we-do/education-initiatives/
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member states (Albania, Algeria, Egypt, France, Greece, Italy, Lebanon, Malta, Morocco, 

Portugal, Spain, Tunisia and Turkey). CIHEAM promotes multilateral cooperation in the 

Mediterranean in the fields of agriculture, food, fishery and rural territories, aiming to 

respond to the needs of the States and of the agro-food actors. CIHEAM pursues this 

cooperation mission through specialised training, networked research, scientific diplomacy 

and political partnership. CIHEAM contributes to the elaboration of a global, structural and 

engaging vision for development in the Mediterranean. Providing concrete solutions, sharing 

experiences and promoting useful knowledge are among the main objectives of each one of 

its actions. Around 170 permanent agents and hundreds of consultants regularly work within 

the 5 headquarters of the Organisation: the 4 Mediterranean Agronomic Institutes (MAI) 

based in Bari (Italy), Chania (Greece), Montpellier (France), and Zaragoza (Spain); the 

General Secretariat is located in Paris (France), and are at the same time active in the 

Mediterranean countries to develop activities and projects. 

 3 eminent experts: these are usually appointed on the basis of the subjects to be discussed 

–given the importance of the MSSD review for the 16th Meeting, these could be key experts 

working on the review. 

 

Recommendation 5: It is recommended to appoint the following organisations to the MCSD 

through the February 2016 Contracting Party meeting, though which, based on the ‘Terms of 

reference and composition’ of the MCSD (see Annex 2), new members may be nominated:  

 2 local authorities: ICLEI, UCLG 

 2 socio-economic stakeholder: to be decided 

 3 scientific community: IUCN, FEMISE and UNSDS 

 3 Intergovernmental organisations: UfM, CIHEAM and third to be 

decided 

Recommendation 6:  Ensure that MCSD nominations are for a specific but renewable period, such 

as 2 biennia/4 years, in line with the high level discussions of the COP on SD. Where a number of 

organisations fit the criteria (e.g. environmental and SD NGOs), it is important that a roster is 

established so that MCSD members are appointed from the roster on a rotational basis. 

Recommendation 7:  It is important to ensure that MCSD members attend the biennial sessions. 

When members do not attend, outreach should be carried out through the Secretariat, the 

Steering Committee, or the MAP Bureau as necessary, to identify and address the reason for the 

non-attendance. Non-Contracting Party organisations who have not attended three meetings of 

the MCSD should be considered for replacement. 

Recommendation 8:  It is recommended to add an additional category to the criteria for MCSD 

membership to take on board the COP18 decision on the MCSD reform regarding involving other 

UN actors besides UNEP, and regarding Parliamentarians. The appointments here could include 

UNDP, UNFCCC and FAO. The Parliamentary nominees, possibly three in number, could be 

from the Mediterranean Parliamentary Assembly. 

 

7.11 The Almeria MCSD reform decision did not update the constitutive documents of the MCSD 

in terms of ‘rules of procedure’, ‘terms of reference’ and ‘composition’ (see Annex 2). The 

present MCSD reform should update these constitutive documents in the light of the Almeria 

reform and the current reform, as well as the COP18 decision (IG.17/5), which specifically 

mentions the need to update them. 

 

Recommendation 9: It is recommended that this present reform updates the constitutive 

documents of the MCSD in terms of ‘rules of procedure’, ‘terms of reference’ and ‘composition’ 
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(UNEP(OCA)/MED EG.140/Inf.4) with the outcome of the Almeria reform and this present 

reform. 

8. Conclusions 

8.1 This paper seeks to raise certain issues and suggest recommendations for the reform of the 

MCSD as mandated by the 17th and 18th COPs, for debate during the June 2014 MCSD Steering 

Committee meeting. It reviews the history of the MCSD, looking at its current and original 

mandate and composition, as well as the various evaluation processes that have shaped the work 

of the MCSD since its inception in 1996 following the 1992 Rio Conference on Environment in 

Development. It highlights the institutional factors that have influenced how well the MCSD 

has been able to fulfil its mandate, which have been raised by a number of evaluation reports 

and MCSD meeting conclusions over the years. It also analyses MCSD attendance over the last 

three biennia. On the basis of its analysis the paper puts forward nine recommendations for the 

consideration of the Steering Committee. The recommendations are summarised below. 

Recommendation 1: The MCSD mandate as agreed at Almeria is reasonable and does not need to 

be greatly amended. In this regard, it is recommended firstly to strengthen the first element of the 

Almeria mandate regarding assisting with national and regional sustainability policies, by 

changing the word ‘especially’ in the second clause to ‘particularly’. This would strengthen the 

MCSD’s remit to assist countries and other stakeholders to actively engage within policy processes 

outside the typical sustainable development arena, which could be very effective in ensuring 

environmental policy integration into other sectors.. 

Recommendation 2: The MCSD requires increased staff resources from the MAP system, which 

has already partially been provided through the Technical Secretary post approved during 

COP18. However this staff support should entail at least two persons, to be able to cover MSSD 

implementation and monitoring.  In the short-term, given the financial pressures facing the MAP 

system, the Technical Secretary role can be reinforced by additional personnel through additional 

project support. This staff allocation must be seen in terms of the importance of engaging and 

building bridges with actors outside the MAP ‘environmental’ system to take on board the 

environmental agenda, without which sustainable development cannot be achieved. 

Recommendation 3: The MCSD modalities of work need to involve the members more between 

meetings, for example in projects and actions to follow-up of the MSSD implementation, sharing 

of good practice, knowledge transfer, peer review, etc. 

Recommendation 4: It is essential that the MCSD SC meets regularly during the biennium, -  at 

least one of these meetings needs to be face-to-face - and this process must continue to be fully 

supported by the Secretariat. 

Recommendation 5: It is recommended to appoint the following organisations to the MCSD 

through the February 2016 Contracting Party meeting, though which, based on the ‘Terms of 

reference and composition’ of the MCSD (see Annex 2), new members may be nominated:  

 2 local authorities: ICLEI, UCLG 

 2 socio-economic stakeholder: to be decided 

 3 scientific community: IUCN, FEMISE and UNSDS 

 3 Intergovernmental organisations: UfM, CIHEAM and third to be 

decided 

Recommendation 6:  Ensure that MCSD nominations are for a specific but renewable period, such 

as 2 biennia/4 years, in line with the high level discussions of the COP on SD. Where a number of 

organisations fit the criteria (e.g. environmental and SD NGOs), it is important that a roster is 

established so that MCSD members are appointed from the roster on a rotational basis. 

Recommendation 7:  It is important to ensure that MCSD members attend the biennial sessions. 

When members do not attend, outreach should be carried out through the Secretariat, the 

Steering Committee, or the MAP Bureau as necessary, to identify and address the reason for the 
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non-attendance. Non-Contracting Party organisations who have not attended three meetings of 

the MCSD should be considered for replacement. 

Recommendation 8:  It is recommended to add an additional category to the criteria for MCSD 

membership to take on board the COP18 decision on the MCSD reform regarding involving other 

UN actors besides UNEP, and regarding Parliamentarians. The appointments here could include 

UNDP, UNFCCC and FAO. The Parliamentary nominees, possibly three in number, could be 

from the Mediterranean Parliamentary Assembly. 

Recommendation 9: It is recommended that this present reform updates the constitutive 

documents of the MCSD in terms of ‘rules of procedure’, ‘terms of reference’ and ‘composition’ 

(UNEP(OCA)/MED EG.140/Inf.4) with the outcome of the Almeria reform and this present 

reform. 
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Annex 1:  COP18 Decision IG.21/12 supporting the reforming of the Mediterranean Commission 

on Sustainable Development (MCSD), proposed by the MCSD Steering Committee 

 

The 18th Meeting of the Contracting Parties,  

Acknowledging the implications of the outcomes of Rio+20 on the Mediterranean Commission for 

Sustainable Development (MCSD) regarding the upgrading of the UN Commission on Sustainable 

Development into a High Level Political Forum,  

Recalling the Decision IG20/13 of COP17, which invited the Steering Committee of the MCSD to “… 

work, on reforming the MCSD in particular through revising its composition to ensure greater 

representativeness and sharpening its role,  

Recalling the current mandate and composition of the MCSD, which serve as a starting point for the 

strengthening of the MCSD (Decision IG 17/5 which adopted the Governance paper at the 15th Meeting 

of Contracting Parties to the Barcelona Convention held in Almeria (Spain),  

Recalling also that the above-cited Decision IG 17/5 considered that the MCSD should involve the 

greatest possible variety of national actors in its work, so as to ensure the greatest possible dissemination 

of the concepts promoted,  

Recalling on the one hand the constitutive documents of the MCSD from the fourth MCSD meeting in 

Monaco, 1998, as collected in UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG. 327/Inf.3 of June 2008, and on the other the 

Governance Paper of the Almeria COP in January 2008 (Decision IG 17/5),  

Recalling also that the above-cited Decision IG 17/5 also underlined that all efforts should be made to 

ensure participation of representatives from both environmental and development sector and 

appropriate geographical representation, and media participation,  

Appreciating that in the 17 years since its inception, the MCSD has made important contributions to the 

sustainable development of the region, including, particularly, the MSSD, and adopted by the 14th 

Meeting of Contracting Parties to the Barcelona Convention in Portoroz (Slovenia) in 2005, its 

innovative modalities of participation and engagement of civil society organizations and other major 

stakeholders, and the way the MCSD has been an innovation at the global scale as the only sustainable 

development commission at the Regional Seas level of UNEP,  

Appreciating also that at the same time there is general recognition that, as with the Global Commission 

for Sustainable Development (CSD), there have been some shortcomings, such as the limited scope of 

the MCSD, which can be attributed to various factors influencing effectiveness,  

Emphasizing that the objective of a strengthened MCSD should be the further integration of the 

environment pillar in other public policies, brought about through focusing on the interface between 

environment and development, and thus building on its successes and potential,  

Taking note of the recommendations from the 15th Meeting of the Mediterranean Commission for 

Sustainable Development in Malta in 2013 in this regard, particularly with respect to the envisaged core 

functions of the MCSD,  

Acknowledging that there is a need to balance ambition and realism, especially since the MCSD has had 

a relatively limited budget so far,  

Considering the need for enhanced cooperation with other international and regional organizations and 

financial institutions such as the World Bank, the Union for the Mediterranean, the UNDP and the 

Secretariat of the UNFCCC, in particular in view of on-going negotiations to adopt a legally-binding 

new global climate change regime at the end of 2015,  

 



UNEP(DEPI)/MED WG.410/3 

Annex 3 

Page 2 

 

 
Decides to:  

Strengthen the position of the MCSD in the MAP system and in the wider regional community, in line 

with the outcome of Rio+20 and COP17 Decision IG.20/13, by ensuring that, sustainable development 

matters will be discussed at the Conference of the Parties once every two COP meetings (four years);  

Sharpen the mandate of the MCSD so as to strengthen its role and contribution to integrate the 

environment in other public policies and call for the revision accordingly of the constitutive documents 

of the MCSD, including its ‘Terms of Reference’, ‘Rules of Procedure’ and ‘Composition’; and present 

the revised documents for the consideration and approval of the COP in 2015;  

Request the MCSD, with the support of the Secretariat, to review MCSD participation and its 

composition, while retaining its focus on environmental sustainability (as agreed at COP 17 in Paris) 

and the interface between environment and development, with a view to ensuring the sufficient 

membership and participation, as MCSD members, by the key regional sustainable development 

stakeholders as described below, and presenting a final proposal for adoption by the 19th COP in 2015:  

 other UN specialized agencies and programs such as UNDP, UNIDO, FAO/ GFCM and 

UNESCO;  

 partners representing the economic and social pillars of sustainable development;  

 parliamentarians;  

 the scientific community;  

 local governments;  

 representatives of wider Mediterranean processes, in particular the Union for the 

Mediterranean;  

Request the Secretariat to support the MCSD to work further on forging partnerships and coordination 

between various actors, including the World Bank, the Union for the Mediterranean, and other UN 

actors besides UNEP such as the UNFCCC and the UNDP, to improve the implementation of the new 

MSSD;  

Request the MCSD to encourage, through its meetings and operations, the exchange of good practice 

and to establish an on-line consultation platform for these purposes;  

Request the Secretariat to prepare a proposal for the consideration of the MCSD on how a simplified 

peer review process could be put in place;  

Request the Secretariat to support the MCSD in preparing input for COP discussions on Sustainable 

Development, including priority and emerging issues;  

Invite the MCSD, supported by the Secretariat and Info/RAC, to be more effective and visible in its 

work and its communications, using technology to supports its work, specifying the exact nature of the 

outcomes it produces in response to each of its core functions;  

Request the Secretariat to include participation of the MCSD in the process of preparation of the State 

of the Mediterranean Marine and Coastal Environment Reports. 
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Annex 2: Constitutive documents of the MCSD (UNEP(OCA)/MED WG.140/Inf.4) 

 

http://195.97.36.231/dbases/acrobatfiles/98WG140_4_Add1_Eng.pdf  

 

http://195.97.36.231/dbases/acrobatfiles/98WG140_4_Add1_Eng.pdf
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Annex 3: Current composition of the MCSD, as agreed at COP 15 

 

MCSD MEMBERS 

 

COUNTRY REPRESENTATIVES 

 

ALBANIA / ALBANIE Ms Ilda Shahu                                               

Expert in the SEA, EIA, Industrial Pollution, Environmental 

Standarts Unit  

Ministry of Environment, Forestry and Water Administration 

Rruga “Halil Bega”, nr. 23 

Tirana 

Albania 

 

E-mail: Ilda.Shahu@moe.gov.al 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Redi Baduni 

Director of Environment Protection Directorate 

Ministry of Environment, Forestry and Water Administration 

Rruga “Halil Bega”, nr. 23 

Tirana 

Albania 

 

Tel: +355 42 2224572 

Fax: +355 42 2270627 

E-mail: redi.baduni@moe.gov.al 

 

ALGERIA / ALGÉRIE M. Samir Grimes 

Directeur de la conservation de la Diversité Biologique, 

du Milieu Naturel, des Aires Protégées, du Littoral et des 

Changements Climatiques 

Ministère de l'Aménagement du Territoire, de l'Environnement  

rue des Quatre Canons 

16000 Alger 

Algérie 

 

Tel: +213 21 43 28 62– Mob. +213 6 72 55 43 39 

Fax: +213 21 43 45 70 

E-mail: samirgrimes@yahoo.fr 

 

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA 

/BOSNIE & HERZEGOVINE 

BOSNIA&HERZEGOVINA 

Mr Tarik Kupusovic 

Special Advisor to the Minister of Physical Planning and 

Environment 

Hydro Engineering Institute 

S. Tomica 1 

71000 Sarajevo 

Bosnia and Herzegovina 

 

mailto:Ilda.Shahu@moe.gov.al
mailto:samirgrimes@yahoo.fr
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Tel: + 387-33-207949 

Fax: + 387-33-207949 

E-mail: mapbh@bih.net.ba, map.office@heis.com.ba 

tarik.kupusovic@heis.com.ba 

 

CROATIA / CROATIE 

 

 

Mrs Branka Pivcevic Novak 
Head of Department for General Environmental Policy 

Ministry of Environmental and Nature Protection  

 

Tel:+385 1 3717283 

Mobile: +385 911381182 

Fax: +385 1 3717135 

E-mail: branka.pivcevic-novak@mzoip.hr   

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Ms Marija Sculac Domac 
Assistant Minister for Environmental Protection and Sustainable 

Development 

Ministry of Environmental and Nature Protection  

Republike Austrije 14 

10000 Zagreb  

Croatia  

Tel: + 385 1 3717131 

Fax: +385 1 3717 271 

E-mail: marija.sculac@mzoip.hr   

 

Ms Martina Vazdar 
Junior Legal Advisor, International Relations Department, 

Ministry of Environmental and Nature Protection  

Phone: + 385 1 3782 154 

E-mail: "Martina Vazdar" martina.vazdar@mzopu.hr 

 

Ms Sandra Troselj Stanisic  

Senior Advisor 

Ministry of Environmental and Nature Protection  

Department for Sea Protection 

Uzarska 2/I, 51000 Rijeka 

Croatia 

 

Tel:+385 51 213 499 

Fax: +385 51 214 324 

E-mail: sandra.troselj-stanisic@mzoip.hr 

 

CYPRUS / CHYPRE 

 

 

Mr Charalambos Hajipakkos 
Senior Environment Officer  

Ministry of Agriculture, Natural Resources and Environment 

17 Taghmatarhou Pouliou 

1411 Nicosia 

Cyprus 

Tel: +357-22408927 

Fax: +357-22-774945 

mailto:mapbh@bih.net.ba
mailto:tarik.kupusovic@heis.com.ba
mailto:martina.vazdar@mzopu.hr
mailto:sandra.troselj-stanisic@mzoip.hr
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E-mail: chajipakkos@environment.moa.gov.cy 

 

EUROPEAN UNION /  

UNION EUROPEENNE 

 

 

Ms Marijana Mance Kowalsky 

Policy Officer  

Directorate-General for Environment 

Unit C2: Marine Environment and Water Industry  

Avenue de Baulieu 5, office BU 9 04/110 

B-1049  

Brussel 

Belgium 

 

Tel: +32 2 2982011 

E-mail: marijana.mance@ec.europa.eu 

 

EGYPT / EGYPTE Mr Farouk Mohamed Osman 
Undersecretary,  

Head of the Coastal and Marine’s Integrated Management Central 

Dept. 

Egyptian Environmental Affairs Agency (EEAA) 

30 Misr-Helwan El-Zyrae Road 

P.O. Box 11728 Maadi 

Cairo- Egypt 

 

Tel: ++202 25256483  

Mobile : +201005625212 

E-mail: m_f_osman@hotmail.com 

 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Ahmed Abou Elseoud Ahmed 

Chief Executive Officer 

Egyptian Environmental Affairs Agency (EEAA) 

30 Misr-Helwan El-Zyrae Road 

P.O. Box 11728 Maadi 

Cairo 

Egypt 

 

Tel: +202 2526450-+2022526445 

Fax: +202-2526454 

E-mail: ceo.eeaa@eeaa.cloud.gov.eg  

 

 

Ms Yasmine Fouad , 

Assistant  

Minister for Sustainable Development  

E-mail: fouad.yasmine@gmail.com  

 

FRANCE  

 
M. Bernard Brillet 
Inspecteur Général  

Ministère de l'Ecologie, du Développement durable et de 

l'Energie 

Tour-Pascal – B 

mailto:chajipakkos@environment.moa.gov.cy
mailto:marijana.mance@ec.europa.eu
mailto:ceo.eeaa@eeaa.cloud.gov.eg
mailto:heba_shrawy@yahoo.com
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6 Place des degrés  

92055 La défense cedex 

Paris 

France 

 

Tel: +33 1 40 81 68 61 

Fax: +33140812395 

E-mail : bernard.brillet@developpement-durable.gouv.fr 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

 

Mme Marie Anne Mortelette  

Rédactrice Milieu marin 

Sous-direction de l'environnement 

Ministère des Affaires Etrangères et Européennes  

57 Boulevard des Invalides 

75700 Paris 07 SP 

 

Tel : +33 1 43 17 44 25 

Fax : +33 1 43 17 73 94 

E-mail : marie-anne.mortelette@diplomatie.gouv.fr 

 

Mr Charles-Henri De Barsac 

Chargé de Mission 

Ministère de l'Ecologie, du Développement durable et de 

l'Energie 

Tour-Pascal – A  

6 Place des degrés  

92055 La défense cedex 

Paris  

France 

 

Tel: +33 1 4081 7677 

E-mail: charles-henri.de-barsac@developpement-durable.gouv.fr 

 

GREECE / GRECE Ms Maria Peppa 

Head of Dept.of International Relations and EU Affairs,  

Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change 

15 Amaliados Street 

11523 Athens 

Greece  

 

Tel: + 30 210 6411717 

Fax: + 30 210 6434470 

E-mail: m.peppa@prv.ypeka.gr 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Ilias Mavroidis 

Senior Scientific Expert 

Dept. of International Relations and EU Affairs,  

mailto:bernard.brillet@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:charles-henri.de-barsac@developpement-durable.gouv.fr
mailto:m.peppa@prv.ypeka.gr
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Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change 

15 Amaliados Street 

11523 Athens 

Greece  

 

Tel: +30 210 6426531  

Fax: +30 210 64 34 470 

E-mail: i.mavroidis@prv.ypeka.gr 

 

Mr Nicholas Mantzaris 

Policy Expert 

Dept. of International Relations and EU Affairs,  

Ministry of Environment, Energy and Climate Change 

15 Amaliados Street 

11523 Athens 

Greece  

 

Tel: + 30 213 15 15 680 

Mob: + 30 6942046 706 

Fax: +30 210 64 34 470 

E-mail: n.mantzaris@prv.ypeka.gr 

 

ISRAEL 

I 

Mrs Rotem Shamay 
Senior Coordinator Environmental Policy 

Ministry of Environmental Protection 

Kanfei Nesharim 5 Jerusalem 

Israel 

 

Tel: +972-2-6553851 

Mobile: +972-50-6233373 

Fax: +972-2-6553853 

E-mail: Rotemsh@sviva.gov.il 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Ms Ayelet Rosen 

Head  

Division of Multilateral Environmental Agreements  

Ministry of Environmental Protection 

P.O. Box 34033 

5 Kanfei Nesharim Street,  

95464 Jerusalem 

Israel 

 

Tel.: +972 2 6553745 

Fax: +972 2 6553752 

Mobile: +972 50 6233299 

E-mail: ayeletr@sviva.gov.il 

ITALY / ITALIE Mr Oliviero Montanaro 
Head of Unit VI "Marine and Coastal Environment Protection" 

Italian Ministry of Environment, Land and Sea 

Via C. Colombo 44  

00147 Rome 

mailto:i.mavroidis@prv.ypeka.gr
mailto:n.mantzaris@tmeok.minenv.gr
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Tel: +39.06.57228487 direct line 

Tel: +39.06.5722.3441 

Fax: +39.06.5722.8424 

Mob: +39 3293810308 

E-mail: montanaro.oliviero@minambiente.it 

 

LEBANON / LIBAN 

 

Mr Georges Akl 
Chief of Protection of Nature Resources Department  

Ministry of Environment 

Lazarieh Center 8th floor block A4 New  

PO Box: Beirut Lebanon 

 

Tel: +9611976555 extension 453 

Mobile: +9613614303 

Fax: +9611976534 

E-mail: g.akl@moe.gov.lb 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

 

H.E. Mohammad Mashnouq  

Minister  

Ministry of Environment 

Lazarieh Center, 8th Floor, Block A-4 New 

P.O. Box 11-2727 

 Beirut 

Lebanon 

 

Tel: + 961-1-976555 

Fax:+ 961-1-976535 

E-mail: m.mashnouk@moe.gov.lb 

 

Mr Nadim Mroueh 

Head of Natural Resources Service 

Ministry of Environment  

Azarieh Building- Beirut Central District 

P.O. Box 11-2727 

Beirut 

Lebanon 

 

Tel.:+961-1-976516  

Mobile: +961-3-831183 

Fax: +961-1-976531 

E-mail: nadim@moe.gov.lb 

 

LIBYA / LIBYE Mr Saleh Amnissi 

Administrative Chairman 

Environment General Authority (EGA) 

P. O. Box 83618 

Al Gheran 

Tripoli 

mailto:montanaro.oliviero@minambiente.it
mailto:g.akl@moe.gov.lb
mailto:m.mashnouk@moe.gov.lb
mailto:nadim@moe.gov.lb
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Libya 

Tel: + 218-21-4870266 

Fax:+, 218-21-4871590 

E-mail: salehamnissi@yahoo.com 

MALTA / MALTE 

 

 

Dr Marguerite Camilleri, Ph. D 
National Environment Policy Coordinator/MCSD National Focal 

Point 

Ministry for Sustainable Development, the Environment and 

Climate Change 

Casa Leoni St. Joseph High Road 

Santa Venera 

Malta 

 

Tel: +356 2292 6243 

E-mail: marguerite.a.camilleri@gov.mt 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Ms Christine Pace 

Director Multilateral and Global Issues  

Ministry for Foreign Affairs  

Palazzo Parisio 

Merchant Street 

Valletta 

Malta, VLT 1171 

 

Tel: +356 22042286 

Fax: +356 2124 0210 

E-mail: christine.pace@gov.mt 

 

Ms Michela-Maria Zammit 

Global Issues Directorate 

Ministry for Foreign Affairs 

Malta 

  

Tel: +356 2204 2381 

Fax: +356 2125 1520 

E-mail: michela-maria.zammit@gov.mt 

 

Dr Petra Bianchi  
Director Environment Protection 

Environment Protection Directorate 

Malta Environment and Planning Authority 

St. Francis Ravelin 

Floriana 

P.O.Box 200, Marsa MRS 1000 

Malta 

 

Tel: +356 2290 7300 

Fax: +356 2290 2295  

E-mail: unep-map.malta@mepa.org 

 

 

mailto:salehhamnissi@yahoo.com
mailto:unep-map.malta@mepa.org
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MONACO 

 

 

S.E. M. Patrick Van Klaveren 

Ambassadeur 

Délégué Permanent auprès des Organismes 

Internationaux à caractère scientifique, environnemental et 

humanitaire 

Ministère d’Etat 

Place de la Visitation 

BP522 

MC98015 Monaco Cedex 

Tel: +377 98 98 81 48 

Fax: +377 93 50 95 91 

E-mail: pvanklaveren@gouv.mc 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mlle Céline Van Klaveren 

Rédacteur Principal 

Direction des Affaires Internationales  

Ministère d’Etat 

Place de la Visitation 

MC 98015 Monaco Cedex 

 

Tel: +377 98 98 4470 

Fax: +377 98 98 19 57 

E-mail: cevanklaveren@gouv.mc 

 

MONTENEGRO 

 

 

Ms Jelena Knezevic 
Adviser to the Minister for the Environment 

Ministry of Sustainable Development and Tourism 

IV Proleterske brigade br. 19, 

81000 Podgorica 

Montenegro 

 

Tel: + 382 20 446225 

Mobile: + 382 67 255604 

Fax: + 382 20-446215 

E-mail: jelena.knezevic@mrt.gov.me 

 

 

MOROCCO / MAROC 

 

 

Mrs Fatiha El Mahdaoui 
Chef de la Division de l’Observatoire National de 

l’Environnement  

Secrétariat d’Etat chargé de l’Eau et de 

L’Environnement/Département de l'Environnement 

9, Avenue Araar, Secteur 16, Hay Riad, Rabat, Maroc 

 

Tel: +212537570639 

Mobile: +212661783067 

Fax: +212537576642 

E-mail: fatihaelmahdaoui@yahoo.fr  

 

mailto:pvanklaveren@gouv.mc
mailto:vanklaveren@gouv.mc
mailto:jelena.knezevic@mrt.gov.me
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Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

M. Rachid Firadi  

Chef de la Division de la Coopération Internationale  

Direction du Partenariat, de la Communication et de la 

Coopération 

Secrétariat d’Etat chargé de l’Eau et de 

L’Environnement/Département de l'Environnement 

9, Avenue Araar, Secteur 16, Hay Riad, Rabat, Maroc 

 

Tel: + 212-537-57 06 40/ 212 673 082319  

 E-mail: firadi@environnement.gov.ma / 

firadienvironnement@gmail.com 

 

SLOVENIA / SLOVENIE 

 

 

Mr Mitja Bricelj 

Secretary 

Nature Protection Authority 

Ministry for Environment and Spatial Planning 

48 Dunajska 

1000 Ljubljana, Slovenia 

Tel: 386-1-4787464  

Fax: 386-1-4787419 

E-mail: mitja.bricelj@gov.si 

 

SPAIN/ ESPAGNE Mr. Pablo Saavedra Inaraja 

General Director for Coast and Sea sustainability 

Ministry of the Environment and Rural and Marine Affairs 

Plaza San Juan de la Cruz s/n 

28071 Madrid 

Spain 

 

Tel: + 34-91-5976401 

Fax: + 34-91-5975907 

E-mail: psaavedra@magrama.es,  

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Jose Luis Buceta Miller 

Technical Director of the Division for the Protection of the Sea  

Directorate General for the Sustainability of the Coast and the 

Sea 

Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Environment  

Plaza de San Juan de la Cruz s/n 

28047 Madrid, Spain 

Tel: +34 91 5976652 

Fax: + 34 91 5976902 

E-mail: jbuceta@magrama.es 

 

Mr Victor Escobar 

Technical Advisor 

Directorate General for the Sustainability of the Coast and the 

Sea 

Ministry of the Environment and Rural and Marine Affairs 
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Plaza de San Juan de la Cruz s/n 

28047 Madrid, Spain 

Tel: +34 91 5976038 

Fax: + 34 91 5976902 

E-mail: vaescobar@magrama.es 

 

SYRIA/SYRIE Ms Reem Abed Rabboh 

Director of Water Safety 

Ministry of State for Environmental Affairs 

Yousef AZMEH Sq 

Salhieh 

P.O.Box 3773 

Damascus, Syrian Arab Republic 

tel: + 963 11 23 20 573 - Mob:+963 93 3304803 

fax: + 963 11 231 21 20 

       + 963 11 23 20 885 

E-mail: reemar68@gmail.com 

 

TUNISIA / TUNISIE Mr Lotfi Ben Said 
Directeur du Suivi des Processus et d'Elaboration des Outils 

Direction Générale du Développement Durable 

Ministère de l'Équipement et de l'Environnement 

Tunis 

Tunisie 

 

Tel:+ 216 70 728 462  

Mobile: +216 97 44 32 88 

Fax: +216 70 728 655 

E-mail: b.said.lotfi@gmail.com  

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

M Salah Hassini 

Directeur Général de l'Environnement et de la Qualité de Vie 

Ministère de l’Agriculture et de l'Environnement 

Centre Urbain Nord – Boulevard de la Terre 

1080 Tunis  

Tunisie  

Tel.: + 216 70 728 679 

Fax: + 216 70 728 595  

E-mail: dgeqv@mineat.gov.tn,  

 

 

TURKEY/ TURQUIE Mr Recep Akdeniz 

Deputy General Director  

Directorate General of Environmental Management 

Cevre ve Sehircilik Bakanliği, Ehlibey Mah. 1271 Sok. No :13   

Balgat 

Ankara 

Turkey 

 

Tel: +90 312 5863013 

mailto:vaescobar@magrama.es
mailto:b.said.lotfi@gmail.com
mailto:dgeqv@mineat.gov.tn
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Fax: +90 312 4740335 

E-mail: recep.akdeniz@csb.gov.tr 

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Murat Turan 

Head of Marine and Coastal Management Division 

DG Environmental Management 

Cevre ve Sehircilik Bakanliği, Ehlibey Mah. 1271 Sok. No :13   

Balgat 

Ankara 

Turkey 

 

Tel: +90 0312 5863044 

Fax: +90 312 4740335 

E-mail: murat.turan@csb.gov.tr 
 

 

 

Local Authorities 

 

MEDCITIES (NETWORK)  

 
Mr Joan Parpal 

General Secretariat of MedCities 

Metropolitan Area of Barcelona 

c/62, núm. 16-18 

08040 BARCELONA (SPAIN) 

 

E-mail: usuds@amb.cat 

 

ASSOCIATION OF ITALIAN 

LOCAL AGENDA 21 

Mr Emilio D’Alessio  
Presidente della Associazione Agende 21 Locali Italiane 

Corso Amendola 21 

60123 Ancona, Italy 

 

Tel: +39 071 202597  

Fax +39 071 2075000 

E-mail: emilio@dalessio.eu 

 

 

Socio-Economic Actors 

 

APO, ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION SERVICES 

(CROATIA) 

 

Mr Damir Subašić 

Director  

Savska cesta 41/IV 

10000 Zagreb 

 

Tel: 3851 6311 999 

Fax: 385 1 6176 734 

Email: apo@apo.hr, damir.subasic@apo.hr, 

 

UMCE-UNION OF 

MEDITERRANEAN 

CONFEDERATIONS OF 

ENTERPRISES 

Mme Fatma Ladgham 
Chargée des relations internationales 

UMCE-Businessmed 

Rue Lac Maalren App1 Imm Yasmina – Berges du lac 

mailto:murat.turan@csb.gov.tr
mailto:murat.turan@csb.gov.tr
mailto:emilio@dalessio.eu
mailto:damir.subasic@apo.hr
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 1053 Tunis 

Tunisie 

 

Tel: +216 71 960 137 

Mobile : +216 26 600 334 

Fax : +216 71 965 589 

E-mail: Fatma.ladgham@umce-med.org 

 

 

NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANISATIONS 

 

ENDA MAGHREB- 

ENVIRONNEMENT 

DEVELOPPEMENT ET 

ACTION AU MAGHREB 

Mr. Hamid Chrifi  

ENDA Magreb, Environnement et Développement au Maghreb  

18 Rue Aguelmane Sidi Ali, Appt 4, Agdal Rabat, BP : 10090 

Rabat, Maroc  

 

Tel: 212 537 680 673 

Fax: +212 537 683 469 

E-mail: hamid.chrifi@enda.org.ma  

 

Correspondences to be copied to: 

 

Mr Thierno Souleymane Bah 
Coordinateur Assistant, Responsable Communication et  

Tel: 212 537 680 673 

Mobile: +212 622 654195 & +212 664 24 3818 

Fax: +212 537 683 469 

E-mail: souleymane.bah@enda.org.ma 

 

 

FRIENDS OF THE EARTH 

(EUROPE/MEDITERRANEAN) 

 

Ms Magda Stoczkiewicz 

Director 

Friends of the Earth 

Rue d-Edimbourg 26 

Brussels, Belgium 

 

Tel: +32 2 893 1000 

Fax: +3] 2 893 1035 

Email: info@foeeurope.org 

 

 

MIO-ECSDE-

MEDITERRANEAN 

INFORMATION OFFICE FOR 

ENVIRONMENT CULTURE 

AND SUSTAINABLE 

DEVELOPMENT  

 

Mr Michael J. Scoullos 

Chairman 

12 Kyrristou & Mnisikleous Street 

105 56 Athens, Greece 

 

Tel:+30-210 32 47 267  

Fax:+30-210-3317127 

E-mail info@mio-ecsde.org 

 

mailto:souleymane.bah@enda.org.ma
mailto:souleymane.bah@enda.org.ma
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RAED-ARAB NETWORK FOR 

ENVIRONMENT AND 

DEVELOPMENT 

 

Mr Emad Adly 

General Coordinator 

Zahra El-Maadi St 

Masaken Maser Leltaameer 

Building #3A - 1st Floor 

Cairo 

Egypt 

 

Tel:+202-25161245 - 25161519 

Fax+202-25162961 

E-mail info@raednetwork.org, aoye@link.net 

 

WWF MEDITERRANEAN 

PROGRAMME 

Mr Paolo Lombardi 

Director 

Worldwide Fund for Nature / Mediterranean Programme 

Office   (WWF MEDPO) 

Via Po 25/c, Rome, Italy 

Tel: +39 06 84497381 

Fax: +39 06 8413866 

E-mail: plombardi@wwfmedpo.org 

 

 

INTER GOVERNMENTAL ORGANISATIONS 

 

CEDARE- CENTRE FOR 

ENVIRONMENT AND 

DEVELOPMENT FOR THE 

ARAB REGION AND EUROPE 

 

Dr. Hossam Allam, Ph.D 
Regional Programme Manager, 

Strategic Concerns Programme, 

Head, Information and Communications Technologies for 

Development 

Centre for Environment & Development for the Arab Region & 

Europe (CEDARE) 

2 ElHegaz Street, Heliopolis, Cairo, Egypt 

P.O.Box 1057 Heliopolis Bahary 

Mobile: +201005840814 

 

Tel : +202 24513921 - 4  Extension: 666 

Fax: +202 2451-3918 

E-Mail: hallam@cedare.org, email@cedare.int   

 

UN- WORLD TOURISM 

ORGANIZATION  (UN-WTO) 

 

Mr. Luigi Cabrini 

Director 

Department of Sustainable Development of Tourism 

World Tourism Organization 

42 Calle Capitán Haya 

Madrid 

Spain 

 

 

THE WORLD BANK 

 

Mr. Raffaello Cervigni  

Senior Natural Resource Economist 

Regional Coordinator, Climate Change 

Sustainable Development Sector Department (MNSSD) 

Middle East and North Africa Region 

mailto:info@raednetwork.org
mailto:hallam@cedare.org
mailto:email@cedare.int
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The World Bank 

Washington D.C. USA 

 

Mrs Tracy Hart 

Senior Environmental Specialist  

The World Bank, Mail Stop J-6-601  

1818 H NW, Washington, DC 20433, 

USA 

 

Tel: +1.202.458.7465    

Fax: f: +1.202.522.0207    

E-mail: Thart@worldbank.org 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:Thart@worldbank.org

