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INTRODUCTION

1. ~t its second session held in Nairobi· from. 11 to 22 March 1914, the Governing
Council of the United,Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) decided that the
Programme should "encourage and support the preparation of regional agreements or
conventions ou the protection of specific bodies-of water from pollution,

I '

particularly from land-based sources." 'It further stated that "high priority
should be given to supporting act~vitiesto protect living resources ~d prevent
pollution in the Mediterranean." The GovE::.rning Council also decided that "in
view of the many activities of nUmerous other agencies 'in this field, UNEP should
concentrate on the co~ordination of these activities and on the protection of the
marine environment II and that "priority should be given to regional activi ties, with
the possible establishment of programme activity centres in the Mediterranean."

2. In response to tpese directives, and to the numerous initiatives of Governments
and inte:rnational organizations in the Mediterranean region, U"'NEP undertook to
convene an Intergovernmental Meeting on the Protection of the Mediterranean in
Barcelona from 2~ Januar,y to 4 February 1915.

, Before th~ offic~al,~pening of the 'Meeting a ce,remony was held, by the ,
Spanish authorit~es ,to welcome the participants. The ceremony was presided over
by His Excellency Mr.' Joaquin Gutierrez Cano, The Minister of Development Planning.
His Excellency Mr. Enrique Maso,Vasquez, the Mayor of Barcelona~ welcomed the, '
participants to the city of Barqelona and expresse~,his city's interest in the
future and protection: of, the Mediterranean; His Excellency the Minister then
welcomed the particip~ts on behalf of the Government of Spain and expressed the
interest of his Government in t~e Meeting and in co-operating in the development
and implementation of an Action 'Plan for the protection of the Mediterranean.
Mr. 11aurice Strong, the Executive Director, spoke on behalf of ,the United Nations
Environment Programme and the participants to thank his Excellency the Minister and
the Mayor of Barcelona: for their welcome and, q.sked them ,to convey ,gratitude to the
Government of Spain for their hospi tali ty in, hosting the Meeting and Jor the
excellent facilities which they had provided.

!:-ttendance 1/'
..... The follmving States members were represented: Algeria, Egypt, France, Greece,
"ael, :j:taly, Lebe:lon, Libyan Arab Republic? Malta, Monaco, i'iorocco, Spain, Syrian
Arab Republic, Tunisia, TuTkey, YugoslaVia. y

Observers for the following States members were also present: the Union of
SO':iet Socialist RepUblics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
the United States of ~erica. .

. 1/ For the list of the participants. in the Meeting see document
Ul~EP;11G. 2/INF. 2/Rev. 2.•

Y' The Governments of Albania and Cyprus had been invited but wer<;l not
represented at the Meeting. '
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e Representa.tives of the following also att.ended:

United Nations bodies: Economic Commission for Africa' (ECA) , Economic Commissiol
for Europe (ECE), Economic Commission for Western Asia (ECWA), United Nations
Development Programme (UNDP).

Specialized Agencies: Food and Agricultur~ Organization (FAO), United Nations
Educational, Scien~ific and euitural Organization - Intergove~~ental Oceanographic
Commission (UNESCo-IOC), World'Health Organization (WHO), International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development, (IBRD) , World Meteorological' Organization. (WMO),
Intergovernmental Maritime Consultative Organization (TIMCO). The International Atom
En~rgy Agency (IAEA) was also rep~esented.

•

•

•

'. Inter 'overnmental or,ganizations: Arab League Educational, Cultural anQ.
, Scientific Organization ALECSO),. Commission of the European Communiti~~,

International Commission for the Scientific Exploration of the Mediterranean (ICSEM),
Organization for African UP~ty (OAU), Organization for Economic Co-operation and
Development' (OECD) : ' . ' ,'. . -

Credentials

5. The Bureau examined and foUnd in order the credentials submitted by the
representatives of Algeria, Egypt, France, Greece, Israel, 'Italy, Lebanon,
Libyan Arab Republic, Fla.l ta, Monaco, Morocco, Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia,
Turkey, Yugoslavia. " . ; ..

Agenda items 1 and 2.1. Opening of the Meeting and Rules of Procedure

6. The official Meeting was' opened by the,'Execiu~ive Director of UNEP who made
the f91lowing annoUncement concerning the rules, of procedure to be followed:

"The Intergoyernmental Meetingh~ving-beenconvened by the
Executive 'Director of UNEP under Decision, No. 8 (II} of the Governing
Council; may be 'deemed to' be a subsidiary organ of the Governing Council.
Therefore, under sub-paragraph 3 of: .Rule 62 of the Rules of Procedure
of -the Governing Council, the rules of prqcedure of this Meeting shall be
'those of the 'Governing C~unci.l mutatie mutandis."

This was agreed.

7. It was further agreed that the ,Meeting should-endeavour to adopt all
recommendations by consensus rather than by voting: however, if a consensus
could not be reached, the report of the Meeting shoulq include both the majority
and the minority views.

A,g-enda item 2.2. Election of Officers

8. The Meeting unanim~msly elected the following officers:
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A Chairman: His Excellency Mr. Fernando de Ybarra (Spain), Under-Secretary 01' the
~nistry 01' Development 'Planning,

. .' }-'

First Vice-ChBirman: Mr. S. E. Ei-wakeei: (E~t)(' Di;ect.or, Insti tu:te '01'
_. 09~anography and Fisheries~ , . .. r

-,
Second Vice-Chairman: Mr. A. Sciolla Lagrange (Italy), Judge, seconded to

the Ministry of .:F:oreign Affairs.
. .. , ... ..

, Rapporteur::' Mr. E•. Saliba, (Malta), ,Charge d'Affaires at the Maltese Embassy in
Tripoli. : .', . . , '

, It was ~rther agreed that 'the'1'irst Vice-Chairman would preside over the 1'irst
committee which would deal wi th developm~mt, research and monit.oring while the second

, Vice-Chairman would preside over the second committee which would deal with legal
aspects and that e~ch committee. would elect its own Rappor~eur~ .. ':..

Ag-enda item 3•

•
Adopt{on 01' A~enda .

The agenda, 'as.1'ollows, was ~d~:pt'e'd~ \
,'.

1. Opening 01' the M~eting

2. Or~~a~ion of ·the Meeting' "

".2.1. :Rules 01' pr~cedure
,l t , .

( .

3.

4·

2.2 Election 01' oi'1'icers

Agenda and- '~ggested time-·ta~~~'::':.· :';, ~'~f~~,,:
. . _>'.~':' < • r." 'i-

Action :Plan 1'or the Medi ter~a.r1~a:h-'· ,~,~, ~ ...:;"::: ",
I • 1- - /~ • i ' '. - .'\ I -:. ~-- -.. '

4.1 Inteirated planning of th~ q.evelopment and management of the
res9urces 01' the Medite:r:ran~an, Basin.. ,

4.2 ..'co-~ra.inated pr~gramrrie for' i:~~~arch~ monitoring, ~d exchange
of information and assessment' 01' the'state 01' pollution and
01' protection ~easures. \ ,~., ."

,.

4.3 Framework convention 'and related protocols with their technical
armexes 1'or the protection 01' the Mediterranean environment

"4'.4 . Instituti~na:l and finanqial im'p~~cations of the Action Plan

'5. Other business

6. Adoption of the Report

7. Closur~ 01' the session.
\ .

~.. .
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\ .

10. This i temwas' ini;oduced' by the 'Exec~tiv~ Director 'of Ul'1EP vlho pointed out' that
the major objective of the Meeti~g was't~'~dopt an Action Pl~ to protect the
Mediterra.YJ.ean. I ," I

'11. A\general discussion was held on t~e'prop~sed Action 'pia.~.in which 'a numbe~ of
rep~esentatives of countrie$ and of specialized agencies and intergovernmental

" ... .' f

organizat~ons participated.

12. All speakers expressed concern about the state of the 'environment in the
Mediterr&nean and supported the idea of the'development of a co-ordinated Action
Plan to be implemented by the countries concerned. A number of 'speakers expressed
the viev that the',proposed Action Plan should be implemented under the auspices of .. '·
UNEP in co-operation with other agencles of the United 'Nations' system and other'
intergove:r.nme:q.t~l.,and non-governmental organizations'. ,During the discussion
emphasis was l~d, on the need, to create new machiner,y tO,co-ordinate the activiti~s

.hiCh' WQuid pe undertaken 'in ;tne implementation of the agreed plan. . Such , "
aC'liivities would include the conveiririg of working e70UPS 'of' ieg=ai'; experts to prepare'
the find, -text 'of a convention, and a number of 'protocols .to. be 'sigp.ed at a
l~ter plenipotentiary conference. ' The Spanish Irepresentative expressed his
Governmentla.desire ~d willingness' thai this conference' sho~ld a~so be,held in the
city of Barcelona. ~ . . " ,. ~~ . ,':', ..- .

.. ~_'\,},' --~- ..... '.~ ~·~:I_·C;·

13. During 'the, :g~n~ral discuss'ion the re'preseI;,t"ative of' Malta prOpol3ed the
establishment of a Regional Oil:"'co'mbating Cen~re for the MediterraPean and offered
to expand Maltal s own national anti-pollution/'centre for that purpose.' .
Reprasentatives of ,a number of·..countries 'offdred training and research facilities
for developii1g countries in' th~ a'rea.' ,',' ~ ,':. " "... " ::" .

• • - ~ 'w_ •• "' 'I'. - I r» ..~' I .' •

14. The ~epresent~tive of M6nacoreques~edin the drafting committee ~hat the offer
by N:maco 'should be more explici tly, defined in the :report of the meeting. In the
light of certain reservations expressed and to meet the arguments put forward by the
French delegati9n, and als~ ~n~he ,desire to avoid prolonging the discussion and
complicating 'an already :Ln:volve'd' situation; h;is:'delega:tiori"agreed that paragraph A.3

~f the Insti tutio:p.al and Financial J;mp).icationa, of the Action, Plan, the Annex to this
Wteport, be retain~c.. llis. delegati'on al?ked only that it be 6ffiGi~11y noted and

clearly siated in the report tha~'the offer referred to the proposal by Monaco
that it, should act as host'to th~ 'small secretariat for the Convention 'and Protocols
which would probably be established. at a later date.

, . ."

15. The I1eeting approved the Action 'Plan contained in the annex to this report.

II INTEGRATED PL.OOTIHG OF THE'DEVELOPMENT AND MANAGEMENT
. ,l OF THE RESOURCES OF THE llfEDITERRANEAN BASIN.~. ~ ..

16.
·the

.

,With 1-ir. S~ad'El":'W~~~l (Egypt):-1Zice-Chaia:'Jll~. ~f the ~eeting, in the Chair,
Co~ittee first elected'Mr. Stjepan Ke?kes.~Yugos~avia) as its Rapporteur.

17. ,~e.~ee~ing approve~ the first section of the 7eport.?f Co~ittee I as follows:
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.a item 4.1

18. The doc~ent on the "Integrated Planning of the Development and ¥lanagement of
the Resources of the Mediterranean :Basin" (UNEP/WG.2/2), introducing the concept of
integrated development, served as' a basis for discussion on agenda:~~em 4.1.

19. In the ensuing discussion the members of various delegations took the floor
,expressing the views of their Governments; the representatives of the
international, intergovernmental and regional organizations revie~ed their
activities relevant to the planning of the development and management of the
Mediterranean resources.

20. The protection and rational management of resources, with due regard to the
national short and long-term objectives, were str~ssed as the 'basis for. any
integrated planning of national development policies wher~ environmental concerns
should be taken as a new'dimension added to socio~economic considerations.

21. It was emphasized that the protection of resources should not be viewed as an
0Jacle tosocio-economic'development,and examples ,of development proje9ts which
wperfectly compatible with the protection of the environment were given.

. . -.

22. The environmental'aspects of development plans varied from country to country
and should therefore be dealt with by' national authorities taking into account the
national priori ties of each country \orhen development strategies 'olere. formula~ed.

However, the environmental aspects of, the national development strategies ,should take
into account - lid thin the concept of unity in diversl ty - that the Mediterranean
eco-system was a common heri·tage and one' of the most important assets of the

·Mediterranean: eco-region., '

23. The ecological and economic interdependenc'e 'o'f the Medi ter;J;'anean eco-system,
defined as the Mediterranean Sea with a narrow coastline, and ~the rest of the
Medi terranean eco-;r:'egio,n was stressed. ' .

..

24•.
, , 'j... '.

The follo-l'ling subj ect was proposed for, inclusion in th,e programme of activities:

"Elaboration of a phYsic~1 plan~over:i,ng the Mediter:r;anean eco-system
introducing the conceFt of sea-use .co:r;responding to~~he concept of '
land-use (amenagement du terri t9ire), 'on .the basis of the
characteristics and d;ynamics of the eco-system. ' . This plan which would

. incorvorate similar national ·plans, lIlould dea:l ''lith: ,. . ..

(a)

'(b)

(c)

The optimum distribution of activities in the l1editerranean
eco"':system

Th~ratio~al utilization and development of resources
-

Classification into zones assigned to exclus~ve activities
(routes.for.oil and cargo ships) or to activities:compatible
w,i.th their environment, and also zones not subject to further
degradation or 'pollution. "

: It was agreed that the above proposal should be included as an item of the agen9-~

of the next UNEP-Mediterranean meeting, for consideration.

, .
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, ,
, .....",

_25. The need for studies of the regional environmental aspects of industrial and
, "'touristic developm~nts and their trends was discussed.

,I

26. Recalling the activities of U1iDP in assisting the Medite~ranean countries in
implementing development programmes, it was.proposed that regional progTammes be
formulated. The activities of specialized agencies and regional organizations in
su.ch pJ::ogrammes ana the co-ordinating role of ,UlilEP and UNDP were 9iscus~ed.

, . .
27. Several of the' UNESCO programmes: ,particularly those connected ~ith the ~18n
and Biosphere Programine (MAB), were presented as falling within the scope 9f the
Mediterranean development plans. ' ,

28. The Mediterranean development ·programmes~ particularly those ,in wlrl,ch
considerable emphasis was given to environmental protection, rold for,whlch WHO,
FAO and other specialized agencies 'acted 'as "exe,cutive agencie!3, together l'ri tp:
the· activi ties of regional or.gariizE:j.tions; vlere revieVTedand 'the potential role
of those organizations 'in assisting Governments with new programmes was st.ressed.. . , .

•
29. Var~ous. co,-or~i~ati.ng inech:uu~ms, ,a.n:d. i.nsti.tuii,~nai arrangements l}.e~de~ ~or .
he formulat~on and ~mpleme~tat~on',ofre~onal"programmef::anc_ for the. harmo~zat~on of

national programmes were pr:oposed.' , , It was 'felt:th?tt all those 'activities should
have regard primarily to the existing national. strategies an~ existing'institutio~s~

"', \

30. A drafting:group'was setup :tofo~ulate 'a,set of recom~ena~tions on agenda
item 4.1 on'the basis of the 'debates in theCommit~ee. The'draft text prepared by
the group was examined by ,tlleCommitie?', ~ and ,the modified text 'we,s su~mi tt~d 'for
approval to the PlenaTy Meeting. ;::' '," ,e",' " 'i '

• ~. -: F :} •• ~ -

-,

reportJof Committee I as rfollows:

III CO-ORDINATED PROGRAMME' FOR'RESEARCH, M01'H~{)RING' AND EXCH1lN~
OF INFORMATION ,AND ASSESSMENT~OF.TBE STATE OF POLLUTION AND

, " ,,:',PROTECTIO~ ,MEA$URES
.'; ., ~ .... ':._- '~: -... ~':",. :~'

3L T.h!3 M;eeting apprpved' the"'se'cortd;'sectio~;o'f the
+', ~ '. ' • - ~"~'.~': ••'•• '.' ,-,....... -,

..tl.g'(m~a: ;i:temO 4.2' ) .
" .

32. The documents on "Co-ordinated Programmes :for Research, M'·n:i.toring and Ex:ch211ge

•
·f Information' and Assessment of the, State of. Polllltion an~,Protection Measures"
UNEPfi'TG.2!3) and on the'!FeasibilityStudy',f'or the Execution in the Mediterran2an

of Co-ordinated Pollution Monitoring a:nd,Res~arch Programmes" (U1I.TE:PjvlG.2/INF.6) were
introduced as the-basis for discus~ion.. - . - ..... ~,
.33. Each of the seven co"=,,,ordinated research and momtoxing progTa..cJmes was prese~ted

in detail py the specialized' agency of the Un:i:ted Nations SysteiIl responsible i'or its
development (IOC, FAQ, WHO, 'WMO) and met the general approval of the Committee.

-.' ,
, '

34. The dif.ficulties entailed in the ,h211dling of data produced by: the resear,ch
and monitoring programmes were emphasized as well as the need for co-.ordinated data
management. ' ' , - .

I • ~.

"

'.', '. . ."
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35. Certain gaps were recognized in the document 'UNEPjwG.2/INF.6 and the corrections
offered by the 'delegates, as well as the supplementary information which should be
added, would; be taken int~ account ,in possible future use of the document.

36. The view was express~d th~t"the expansion: of the planned ,programme on monitoring
of oil pollution and its effects was both necess~ry and feasible.

37. Several ongOing programmes of UNESCO, WHO, WMO and OECD were suggested as
useful additIons to the programmes outlined in document mrnPjwG.2/3. The
representative o:f WHO described a whole range of programmes as part o:f the
ca-ordinate~ coastal water q~~lity control prog~ammes.

38. Sub-regional activities between several countries were proposed 'in order
to establish standards, guidel~nes and principles, and to produce manuals concerning
the treatment and disposal of wastes.

. : - . " .
39.The development of in-service training programmes in specific analytical .
te~ques a.'s well as 'inter-disciplinary training programmes, involving scientific,
engineering,' administrative, legal and'socia-economic aspects, were discussed and
recommended as high priority. ' .

I

40. The possipility of using a ship flying an international flag for joint research,
monitoring and training activities was mentioned but discussion on this point was
not brought fO a conclusion.' j,

4L A proposal ':to set up a Regional Anti-Pollution Centre for the Mediterranean
in Malta, serving the, region mainly ,in oil-combating op'eration,s in Case of
emergencies,' as well as the establishment of other regiqrial centres for other specific
tasks, 'were considered -re1evant to agenda item (4 ~ 4. . ':, ..',:. ';- ;, .'

. . ,- \

42. The acti~ities of the -Inte~natiorial Laboratory of Ma.rin:e Radio-activity in
Monaco were reviewed with particular regard to \its experience in collaboration with
Medi terranean scientific institutions and i tsposstble role in the inter-calibration
exercises for,the ca-o~dinated mo~tor~ng-and research programmes •

• ' • "i,. ... w.' ' '", •• , ••.

43.e ~x'i~t'en~e ai'the Co-operatt.ve·Investi~aiionsoftheM~diter~anean (CIM)
jointly sponsored by' IOC, ,the General' Fisheries Council of, the, Mediterranean (GFCM)
and the Inte-mational Commission for 'the Scientific Exploration of the Mediterranean
(ICSEM), wit~ its network of national 'co-ordinators was recalled and discussed as .
a possible mechanism for the co-:ordination of the -proposed research and monitoring
programmes. .I ' .: ',~ . .

8 I .'

44. Based on the discussions on the agenda item 4.2 the Chairman proposed a set of',
recommendations which were amended by the Committee and submitted. to the Plenary
Meeting for; approval.. . . t ; '.:' • ' .:. . '

, . : .- ...:
• I'". I

45. Some representatives expressed the vie"1 that the primary consideration in the·
implementation of the 'Action Plan snould be the training of personnel and the
provision of equipment. .
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~46. It was also agreed that ,the projects which 'appeared ,in section:II'of the'
Action Plan were not listed in ,their order of priority 'and that the development c>..nd
implementation of those projects should be' carri~d out in ,co-operation with the'
national' 'institutions of the coastal State's. '

• :~' I. IV FRllMEwORK CONVENTION AND RELATED PROTOCOLS ,WITH TEEm, '

TECHNICAL Al'fNEXES FOR THE PROTECTION OF mE,
MEDITERRANE.AN ENVIRONMENT

47. The Meeting approved' the following report of Committee II:
, ,~.

Ag-enda item 4. 3.' ' .

'.
, ,... ,.."

_ T .. •

48. The Committee met on' ,29 January 1975 under the chairmanship of
Mr. Sciolla-Lagrange (Italy)" and elected Mr•.Surbiguet (France) as Rapporteur.

, .' I' . I

49. Pursllant to item fl.3: of the'provisi'9.n~l,cigenda, the Committee had befo~e it
_ the "Plan of Action for the, Mediterraneann"~(UNEPjwG.2/4) 'and' the 'following' ihfo:rmation

_documents: / , ,,<;,~ " 'I ~: • ",' , ,'< ,;', . .<' ,_"", . ..c.~ _ : '_ : '

_' -.1 • • • ;., ~

- a draft framework c'onv~ntion for :,the pr,otection of, the marine environment
againsif pollution in th~ Mediterran:ean (UNEP/vlG.2/INF.3);·' prepared under

, ,the auspicesof':the Food and Agriculture Organiz.ation of the '
",Uni ted Natipns ~ (F./iO); ;' , ... '~ . >, '~~: \' ,: . ;" ,~,::,->' . ,

I ~.~ '& ,T; -,:_ ".' ., .~' ~--'-~_'. _~~~_.. ~" , '.}.' .:}.:~._.. J •. , •••••

a draft ,protocol on co-operation:.in! combating pollution of,-the
. Nedit~rranean by oil and other ,harmful, substa;nce~' (UNEP/WG~2/INF'.4), , : ,
. p).~~pared: .py a consul-j;ant from .:fihe 'Tnte,rgovernmental ~ritime Consultati 'Ve
Orgairlzat1.on (IMCO);, " ,,' :' ;l!; i": , .. ': ;.:','''. _.

I • '" t :.: ~"" .\ • • • ~ "'.: :'.....'.:_~;'.., ,:>~:' 1- '~~ '.- -~ .. {. '.~ , . .. ~ '...
- and a. Q.,raft protocol ~ f9r the ,prevent,ion of pollution of the Med:i,. terranean

. Sea' by dump:i,ng :from ship13 and :aircr'afii (IDiEPjwG.2/INF.5) ,.,"preparedby
th~ Spanish .delegation., ' :~;:':,.}. ',:,. - ." '. "

--',,',', - .
, " ~. -," -

50. ,The Committee heard a.ge~eral's:tat~~;nt'by.the;3ecretary~Generalof mco,
who encouraged the Medi terranean States' to:: strengthen their participation in the

~work of IMCO for the. prevention of marine .pollution ,from ships on the global, .
WlJ,regional and, Il..a.tiona:l le:vel., to ,ratify e~isting !MCa conventions; ,and to co-operate

for their·revision wh~re: requir~d for the' further protection of the Mediterranean.
., .. ..

o' : ~ _ • 0

51. The Chairman then_~a:IJ.ed'on" :the 'o;igi~2.t'o;s of: the draft leg~i t~xts before
the Committee for explanatory comments. ':. In a.l1introductory statement by the .
Secretariat,'based on the; Action Pl~ and~he annotated agend~ (U1nmPjwG.2/I/Add.l)
the main o1;>jectives of ·th~ meeting 'Vler,e ',outlil'l:ed as including:

......

(a) 'pr~liminary comments on '.the' d~ftt instruments now before the;
,'Committee, to provide ,gui.daI,lce in 'the 'further:drafting process
: envisaged, with the understand.i:nf5 that ,the em:p?~fsis.of comments

should be on matters of principle rath€'-r. than on details;
\

"
..... "
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, ,

e (b) recommendations on the work schedule and approximate timing of the
succ~ssive.steps required for the preparation and adoption of these
instruments. , ,

52. The ensuing general discussion, during:which the Spanish delegation pre::;ented.a
draft counter-pr9Posal for a framework conv~ntion (UNEPjwG.2/CRP.}7Add.8), focused
on the relationship between the framework convention and the protocols. Several
alternatives were considered, particularly'the possibility of an independent
~ramework convention with optional'protpcols, and the possib~lity of making one or
more protocols mandatory for the parties to the framework convention. The possible
addition of a protocol on combating pollution originating from ships,wa~ also
discussed. Without expressing a,preference atthis'stage for any of the
alternatives considered, the Committee decided to proceed to an article-by-article
examination of the basic initial provisions of the draft framework convention, taking
into account the guidelines adopted at the 1974 rAO Consultation in Rome, as well' as.
the detailed proposals submitted by the Spanish delegation.

A. PRELIMINARY COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT INSTRUMENTS

.(. Draft Framework Convention ,

53. Additions·to the Preamble were s~ggested. so ~s to reflect the need for
co-operation between States and'to note the fact that existing conventions did
not cover all aspects of marine pollution in' the Mediterranean. While.'
recognizing the need .for defining' geographi,cal cover:age in Article 1', the Committee
took note of the reservations expressed by the representative of Turkey regarding the
choice of the 4loN parallel as one of the 'limits ,of ,the Mediterranean (the limit.
appearing'in the 1973 INCa Convention for the~Prevention o.f.Pollution from Ships,
and its annexes). \ Besides, as regards: the, defini ti'ons .envisaged in Article 2, and ~n
order to avoid difnculties of intf?rpretation: the Committee. tpought 'it .prefe~able to,
follow definitions alreadY accepted in other relevant texts, and to retain in this I

instance the GESAMP dennition of pollution.···On tl'ie other hand, the . Committee
considered that the <;lefinition oi ships and:aircraft; as"well, as other defi,niti'ons and
the question of sovereign immunities, pould be left~to t~e appropriate protocols.

" , '.,'. ' ,'. ..'. r. " . .
54. As to Article 3 on basic obligations o.f the boritracting parties, the Committee
discussed the'meaning of certafp. terms, especially the .reference to "applicable
p.rotoco~sll (which some representa:tive,s vi .Med asaPl?licable pursuant to, the convention,

rs as applicable only betw~en States. parties to/protocols). The question was I

ra:J..sed whether the article·:should impose any .fo~ of obligation on contracting parties
with regard to measures provided for in protocols•. Some representatives favoured this
approach, ~hile others pointed out that governrnents;might hesitate to adopt a
framework convention comprising such an obligation. ,'"

• (O.~ ~. .;; • r: -

55. The Committee further considered various proposals' to improve the· formulation of
I . '

Article 3, includ~ng a suggestion to state as.a goal in paragraph l,the protection
'of the marine environment and to delete paragraph 2: or to adapt it as ..far as suitable
along the lines of Article 3, paragraph 2, of. the Helsinki. Gonvention~ It further
appeared ,that the place of paragraph 3 could.be'reconsidered.

' .. " ...... :,'.
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-56. The Ch8iman then invited comments on the specific obligations outlined in draft
Articles 4 to:7 2 ·and on their rela.tionship ",ri th the draft protocols. There was
agreement that the obligations could be dealt with either in one or in several
articles';' provided 'they were properly hamonized. Most representatives expressed
themselves'in favour of the adoption by the Conference'of Plenipotentiaries of a
"package" containing a frame'-lork convention with at least one .or two binding protocols,
though recognizing the need tq,avoid a situation where a country might be prevented from
accepting the package, due tp some 'protocol .~acceptable to it. ' After extensive
discussion, a very large majority of delegates expressed their preference ~or a
prOVision in the frame"Tork c ''onvention that \vould merely envisage co-operation for the
fomulation and adoption of protocols (alternative B). Certain representatives
favouring that alternative "'ere, however, of the opinion that the framework convention
should come into force only after at least one of the protocols had also come futo
force. Int.be eYEmt of al t~:rpa:tive A being chosen, that al temative would imply,

.an obligation to sign o~~_~r.~ore~~r~t;doisfrom among those open for signature at the
same time as the convention~ . .,

.7. Se.v~raJ. ;r:'epreserit~tives supported the idea of a protocol on combating pollution
~riginating from ships,. and one representative envisaged a protocol concerning the

bUrning of "Tastes at sea•.

58. Regarding the institutional and financial arrangements contained in .
Articles 13 to 15, the representative of Spain explained that he did not insist on the
creation'of a commission as enMisaged in the dra~t.protocol for the prevention of
pollution by dumping, proVided· the secretariat functions were centralized in a· single
body. Several representatives expressed themselves in favour of an existing
organization, and one representative formally suggested UNEP as a natural choice for
that purpose. - .. .,',

59. 'There was agreement to distinguish between the ·administrative and executive
functions of the secretariat, the ordinary function,S ofi;he meetings of contracting
parties on the application of the convention and the extraordinary functions of
diplomatic conferences for the concl1!s~on .of protocols.

60. The Committee: then ~roceeded to an examination of Article 8 on co-operation in
pollution emergencies. It was agreed to extend the scope of the co-operation

_mvisaged from accidents to all types 'of me.ssive pollution emergencies at sea, and to
consider the obligations specified.in Article 8, as binding on contracting parties of
the framework convention regardless of any fUrther provisions that might be accepted
by parties to a protocol on this subject.

61. The eommittee took note of several detailed suggestions for the redrafting
of Article 9 on monitoring (e.g., a proposal to distinguish between monitoring in
terri torial '-laters arid on the high' seas). 'While some representatives favoured a
more fl~xible formulation without reference to technical annexes, others supported
the present draft article in view of the'consideraqlel~~itude of its formulation,
which allowed for altemative solutions in the light of further review and future
developments. The important role of existing international organizations
competent in that field was acknowleaged.
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6. After a discussion of . Article 10 on scientific and technical co-operation, there
was a consensus.that the provision was to be mandator,y rather than optional, thus
implying an obligation to co-operate.' Suggestions were made that particular priority':
should bel given to the needs of developing coUntries regarding technical assistanq~
as envisaged in ,draft 'paragraph 3, and particularly the training of personnel for
anti-pollution .operations. I '

.63. The' 90mmittee .to~k the view that the remainder" of tlie A;:ticles of the draft
framework convention ,mostly coricerned matters of legal technique and procedure, '·and
could be';left to the working group of experts to be convened in the near futUre.. .

I

(b) ·Draft Protocols
'. ;:

64. The Committee first discussed the draft rotocol for the revention of
~ollution'of the Mediterran~an Sea'by dumping from ships and aircraft UNEPJwG.2/INF.~,
prepared by the Spanish delegation. In presenting the draft, the representative of
Spain pointed out that amendments, and adaptations (particularly as regards .

~
'n~ itutional matters) should be made in'9~rtain articl~s - especially2, 13, l~, ·15,
1 in order to take into account the discussion on the framework convention. .

- . . . '. " '.

65. The Committee· generally approved the'.structur~ of the protocol, supporting th~
concept that 'the protocol should p~ovide f,or stricter measur~~ as necess~ in view
of the special requirements of the area; whiJ,e keeping them in conformi:J;y with the
general provisions of the 1972 London Dumping Convent.ion. The Committee -then gave-'
some indications of views on thE! main ,a;t'ti:cles ,of the protocol.

66. Some suggestions were made on the "definition of, terms, in particular the
inclusion of a definition of IIharmful sub's'tances" and as regards an extensive
meaning of the term "ships ". . (Article "3) .!. The principle of prohibiting or .
restricting dumping of harmful substances, !in accordance with lists of priority
pollutants was .acceptecl (Articles 4, I), 6)'. .

, :

67. With regard to th~ eXE?rpp~ion ,cl.~use~ 'I (Articles 8. 9,) some r,epresentcitives
expressed concern over the lack_of precls10n of the concept of force majeure.
It was suggested that Article 9. could b~ ~eleted. Clarification of the distinctio~

between l,'cri'tical"and ''urgent'' situations .was a.lso. thought ,necessary. It was feltt_ a report on SUCh. exceptionallypermitt.ed cases of dumping should'also,.be sent
t~e states likely to be· affected,.. '~d. tl1e .:report should. conta;i.n details of the
posi tion where such dumping took place. _.~ ,Some jurisdictional implications of the
provisions for issuing of permits by the Parties to ships operating under their
authorities were briefly discussed (Article 10).

, . .
68. On the ques:ti~n of applying .the pro-tclcol provisions t::> ships and aircraft
entitled-to sovereign immunity, one view expressed was:that more restrictiv~'
provisions were needeq for the Meqiierranean than those of the. 1972 London
Convention. , As regards Article 12, .it was suggested .that the term "high sE!as fl

should :be replaced by 'lI~ones of appl·ication".' " .
, .
I,
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69. The C~mmi ttee aEreed to leave the remainit.l;e' articles of a juridical nature for
review by the experts. General observations were made on the annexes. It was
pointed out in particula~by some representatives that the contents of the annexes
should be· stricter than those of the 1972 London Convention.

... . ~; . . '. '

, • - \ ,I ','. I .' .
70. The Committee t4en pr~ceeded to ,discuss the draft protocol on co-operation ~n

combating pollutio~, of the Mediterranean b~· oil and' other harmful substances.
The consul tent from IMCO, in presenting his draft, indicated that the draft should be
harmonized ",rth the £rame\vork convention and identified some of the sources of the
draft protocol, (par~icularly the Bonn Agreement, the ,Helsinki Convention and the
Neuilly D~aft). He commented in particular on the proposal for the creation of a
regional operational centre (Article' 7) and comrnen~ed on the provisions concerning
the divi.sion of the' Medi terrane,an into two basins (Article 11). The Chairman then
illvit,ed corim:ents ,from representatives, especially on .those t"l0 points~ ... ",. -''..~ -:. .
71. As regards the operational centre, some representatives thought its creation

~ecessary and envisaged its role mainly in' the field 'of co-ordination 'as provided..,n thefdraft. Other representatives favo~reQ'th~ establishment~f a Centre, the
role of which would be limited to' the transmission of infomaiion. 'The view was also
exp~essed that a Centre could be established as an "intermediary" provided that its
use was optional and its operation imposed no financial burd~ns :ori.-States. .,

72. The majority of 'representatives consiaere~ that a division of the Mediterranean
into t"yO basins as provided in Article 11 should 'not be accepted. Nevertheless, some
representative.s st~t~d that the congep~ of ~asins might be retained for operational
~)1Jrposes. . , . . . . ~..

. 'f~,-

73.' It was. agreed that these. C?ommen:ts, "as ,well as' those made during the discussion. of •
the' dre.ft protocol on dumping and of the framework convention would be transmitted to
the competent expert working groups. . . '

...:. :.

B. BECO}1MEN])ATIONS.' : .

74. The Committee then conside~ed two draft recommendations presented by the
delegations of Malta and France respectively.'.5. During the diSCus'sion oi,these recommendations, .several representatives
£eque~ted that ce~Galn comments made by them be recorded in the report. The
representative of Lebanon pointed out that in his view it was desirable to initiate
as soon as possible ,the drafting of an additional prntocol for the prevention of
marine pollution from' land....based sou'rces. Furthermore, the representative o;f Lebanon,
the representative of Spain and the representative of ~rkey stated that the
aJopt.ion oi' a recommendation relating to the 1973 IMCO Convention ShOllld not prevent
the preparation of a protocol for combating pollution of the Mediterranean caused
b;y- the operation of ships. ".

76. In addition~ w~th reference to paragraph 2'of the draft recommendation relating
to the 1973 !Mca Convention, the representative .of- TUrkey.recalled.the objections of
his delegation as regards the choice of the 410 N parallel as one of the limits of
tnt:; !llediterranean.
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77. Having been studied and amended, the draft recommendations were adopted by
the Committee an~ submitted to the PlenarY,' Meeting for approval.

78. The representative of Spain, speaking .o~ behalf of the Spanish Government,
extended rn invitation to-hold the Plenipotentiar,y Conference ln Barcelona. The
meeting accepted that invitation with gratitude and decided that the Conference would

-be held'froJD 2 to 13 February 1976." The Meeting was'also informed that it was
planned to call a meeUng of intergovernmental legal and tepLiica-l ,experts to
consider the framework convention, protocols and annexes in Geneva from 7 to
11 April 1975. ' ,

V., INSTITUTIONAL.AND FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE ACTION PLAN
/

79. The meeting discussed the variuus 'aspects o'f the' financial and institutional
implications of the Action Plan including the px:oposals 'submitted by the delegations
of Malta and M--.naco in this respect. T\.,o draft texts 'were submitted, one by the
del~gation of Malta, anot~er jointly by the del~gat~ons of Egypt, Spain and ­
.slavia, and were considered by the Meeting ,~hich f:i,~ally approved the text
appearing und,erSection IV of the Action Pl¥1.• jj _' '. '

'.
ARenda item 6,- Ado~tion:of the report

I

'.
"

80. ~e M~eting adopted. the ,report and authorized the Executive Director to complete
it in a1-l langu~gel?, al?-d; , \

. ~~.,

to adjust the' translation of all lang'9.ages to conform to the original
texts; '.

.,. . ~

(b) . to introduce minor ed.:f. tor:ial ,~h~ges which would not affect the substance.
.. ~.. ". .' .' .-

Agenda item 7 - Closure of the session ,_,'
-' -:. :

"

-.:.. '-,.-, ..!-. ~-;"

81. On 4 February the Chairman declared the Meeting c1osed~

11 See the Annex to this report.
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ACTION PLAN

,The Intergovernmental Meeting on the Protection of the Medit~rranean, convened by
i!he' Executive llirector ':of the United Nations Environment Programme.in Barcelona from
'28 3anu~ry "to 4 FebrnaIy 1975, to' consider' ap. Action', Plan :(01.' the Mediterranean, has
reached agreement on the recommendations set forth below, based on consideration of
four main. aspects: '

I. Integrated planning of the development and man~gement ?f ~he resources of
'the 'Mediterranean Basin

II. Co-ordinated programme for research, monitoring, and exchange of information
and;~ssessment of the st~te'pf pollution ,and of protection measures
..... '.,' . .:.. .

.".':1II.: Framework' convention and' related protocols with their technical annexes for
the protection of the Mediterrariean 'environinent

. . ,

., IV.

a.
InstitUtional and financial iIDplications'of the Action Plan

" .," • • j. •
'" . - ..

INTEGRATED ·PLANNING OF THE DEVELOPMENT AND MANAGEMENT
OF THE RESOURCES OF THE MEDITERRANEAN BASIN

1. The Meeting~ havihg studied and, discu~sed d~cument UNEP/WG~2/2, entitied
"Integrated Planning of the Development and Management of the Resources of the

. , Mediterranean Basin", ":tbok not~ of ,it ana considered that i t raise~ delicate and vital
problems; having regard'to the'ineg~alit,y in economic and social levels p~~vailing as
between the" various coastal countries.,' - ,

.: <.'~" ~:; -;;. < .~ _..1':

2. Conseq~ently and:taking ~to' account the need to avoid,hindering the inevitable
development of the ':Mediterranean de~eloping countries; the countries .of the region

. declared themselve's' 'ready, '-hoi"make a'joint, thorbugh study of any pro.posal aimed at
reconciling the deUlands' ofC!.evelopment with the 'need to 'protect an~ illlprove the quality

: of the Mediterranean environment;- with a view to'the optiIna+;Q.t:iI:L~itionof its
potentialities.

• I • • '4!~i~ -". ~"~'~ _ . "•.• ' ••
• " ; ~. " ~ ,'" ;..~ "~,../t.., \ ~ - ~ , _. '

3. . The IntergovernmEmtal Meeting 'on' the Protection of the Mediterranean requesteJi the
~ Executive Director of UNEP in 'collaboration 'With' the Go~ernments of the region, ihe'
erganizations of the United Nations' system and intergovernmental and regional "

organizations concerned, to draw up' ~ co~ordinated programme of concerted activities,
aimed at a better utiliz~tion of resources _in' the interest of the'countries of the
region and of their development, whill?' being :in accordance with sound long-tem
environmental management rules•.

4.. It would be appropriate,' in particu1a~, ito, develop programmes of activities or to
ampl£fy those which are already being implemented; fox example:

(a} "The development and 'application of ration~ te'cbnigues from -the poM of view
- , of' the eoonomy" ecology: and health 'in variou~ fields such as; ~" '..

• _ .l.
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-e
, (i) treatment, use and safe disposal of organic and industrial waste

resulting from various human activities;

(ii) restoral of degraded natural communities, in particular the protection,
improvement and stabilization of sqils, the arrangemelft. of hydrographic
basins and the regulation of torrents;
~" .. ~". . ~ , .

<... "

,
The study of the repercussions Qf econom1.c development, particularly of the
development of tourism and industry, on the environment. of the region, taking
into account national sovereignty and the level and policies of development '
in ea.ch country. : ' .

The study 'of -a system' of vo'cationa1 :h;a~ipg~:~t'all level,s-i,;·:,· -, .
.,.~ '.~~.' :"_:.:. :.- _:. - .~.. ~ .

living resources of the sea,

best use and recycling of fresh water;. '. I '

improvement and better utilization ~f the
in particular by aq,uacu1:f;ure.

The study of the costs'and of the economic and social advantages of taking
the environment factor into consideration in development projects, such a study
being carried out on the basis of environmental assessments of 'certaiil proj ects
which are at present being carried'out,or have already been completed.

(iii)

(i1,) ,

(b)
, ~..

(c)

- (d)

5. These pr9grammes wou1~ be supported by training and technical assistance activities~

particula,:rly in favour of developing countries, designed to enable all countries of the
region to under'ji8ke activities in thos~"fields themselves'arid to paJ;'ticipate. :f':ully' in
regional activities. , The ,Executive Director of TINEP 'is 'req,uested' to proceeC!: wii;h the.
compilation of ail fuventory of 'the ne~ds of the' developing coastal" countries of the, .
Mediterranean~ and of the training possibilities: available through both the 'futemational

. organizations and the,developed coun~ries'of t~~;Medite~ranean region experienq~d in
research and the campa~gn against ·po}.lution,. iii. order ~o pinpoint the ,possible ..fields
and method~ 'of co-ope·ra~ion.' .' .. ":, .. ' ,.. . ,,'

.,6.' In 'tJ;te preparat:i.on·· and implementation of thi~' programme, thE? '~~qutive Director of
UNEP, iii' co-operation with the Gbve:rnments and organizations mentioned in paragraph 3
'above is req,uested:

... ,(a)' :. to or~~ize meetings of national 'E?XPerts,in order to guide the development of
W.. . .. the var~ous parts of the above 'prograJ;llI:Qe; ,_

."'';':.. , . . ~ .

" (b)' to provide assistance for na:ti~nal institutions of the region iri programming
and ,implementing the .projects·.adopted; or to help them to obtam such .

.- assistance;' . I • .' " "

(c): to take necessary steps, with a view to maximum efficiency and within the
. 'bUdgetary framevTork'laid down for the .purpose by the Gove:rning Council ,of

UNEP, for the iIriplenieritation and co-ordination of this programme of -
activities.

II. CO-ORDINATED POLLUTION MONITORING AND 'REsEARCH PROGRAMME INTBE MEDITERRANEAN

1. Having considered the research and monitoring projects, as set forth in document
UNEP!WG.2!3, entitled "Co-ordinated programme for research, monitoring, and exchange
of information and assessment of. the state of pollution and of protection measures tl

•

. ..
~j .'. '.
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. . ~ .
oil and petroleumbydrocarbons in marine~ Baseline studies

:waters.,. ..

..
, .

e.
the

Agrees that, due'to ~i~itations in facilities and scarcit,y
seven 'proposed progr~es, not listed in order ,of priority:

.. • ,.. .... t
~ , .

_) .' I, .....

and,mon~toring of

of trained,scienti~ts
... ' .

•• I • ~. " . '.

Baseline s ttl.dies and'mon:i,.taring of metal s, pc:rticularly mercur,r, , in marine
org~sms . ...,

"
Baseline studies and monitoring of DDT,'.PCBJ,s and .0ther chlorinated bydxocarbons
.in marine' organisms ! ,.'_

,: Effeqtl? of pollutants on marine~ organisms_ and their populations

....; Effects of pollutants on marine communities and eco-systems ;.

-
Coastal transport problems of pollutants

Coas~al water q~alit,y control programmes
"

should. be, in the first stage" pilot projects •.

3. Calls upon the Executive Director of UNEP, in consultation with' Governments, 'and
with the co":,,operation'of 9-ppropriate organizati0ns of the United Nations System'as well
~s of c?mpetent intergovernmental regional organizations, to convene a'limited:number of
meetings of experts sel~cted from institutions e:q>ressing tpeir desire to participate
in the various programmes, to draw up documents describing in detail the operations for
each pilot project. The pilot projects snould have an operational phase ot:_.:~t. least-
two years. ~. ,

4." .Invites th~:L~xecutiv'eDirector'·.of UNEP, :'in~' order to incre'ase' the number of
partic:1pants 1;n the various programmes, to organize, :as a -;first priorit,y, an intensive
in-service training of scientists and technicians and to provide additional eq~pment,

this. being the.bes~ basis for the ~evelopment o~the.abilities of national laboratories
and i~stitutions•. _The in-service training .should. be'9rganiz'ed and confined within the
Mediterranean, c9im~ries to the larges~.possible. extent'.

_.' Requests the Executive Di~e.c~br of ~:.>·;tb\~~e:p:M~diterrWlean Governments informed
of these programmes as they are "formulated and developed. .

6.· Calls upon Governments .and appropriate mternationalbodies to help:·th~:national_,:
.institutions concerned to participate in the preparation and implementation of these -
monitoring and resea:rch activities. , .

• OW _ ... " ,.,'

III. FRAMEWORK CONVENTION AND RELATED PROTOCOLS WITH THEIR TECHNICAL ANNEXES FOR THE
_PROTECTION .OF THE MEDITERRANEAN ENVIRONMENT

A -
•• a'

Deeply concerned .about the alarming state of the environment in the Mediterranean, due
to the deliberate or ~tentional neglect which' has aggravated environmental
pollution in this important part of the world.
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H~ng regard to the note by the Executive Director ~f UNEP containing ~.analysis of
the draft framework convention and related protocols with their 'technical .annexes for

, the protection of the Mediterranean environment (UNEP/WG.2/4).

1. Consid~rs it to be particularly necessary and '~~erlt to ':p~ovide a legal .basis for
international co-operation to protect the marine envi:ronment in the Mediterranean;

I ,

.2. Endorses the principle regarding the setting up of a' fra!aework conventiQn and
related protocols and technical annexes; ,

3. Notes with satisfaction the preparatory work undertaken by FAO f~r a draft,
framework convention for the protection of the marine environment against pollution in
the Mediterranean, by the consultant from IMCO for a draft protocol on co-operation in
combating pollution of the Mediterranean by oil and other harmful substances, and by the
Spanish delegation for a draft protocol for the prevention of pollution of the
Mediterranean Sea by dumping from ships and ai::rcraft, all of which was submitted for
information and given careful examination;

• Requests the Executiv~ Director 'of UNEP, ,in co-~perati~n~itJ1, the Governments and
United Nations agencies concerned, to convene working groups of 'governmental legal and
technical experts as reg:uired, with the eventual collabora,tion of other international. ,
organizations concerned, to put into definitive form the draft legal instruments
enumerated" in paragraph 3 above, with a view to their adoption by a conference of
plenipotentiaries. These working groups 'should tak~ du.e account of the debates of the
Barcelona meeting, without prejudice to the codifica:t~on:and elaboration of ' the law of
the sea by the ,United Nations Conference on, the Law of the Sea;

5. Further requests the Executive Dire~tor of UNEP, in co-operation with FAa and
other United Nations agencies' concerned, 'to 'c'onvene such a conference of
plenipotentiaries, to invite to this conference the coastal States of the Mediterranean
region as well 'as obseryers:iJ;l accordance :w.i,.th United Nations praqtice, ,and ,to provide
the necessary support. for, t.~e. prepa:r;'a!i~oJ;i .and completion of the conference; ..

, -j ~ ~ •

• '. • ~ J .',

6.' Recommends that ·the 'E;x:ecut:j:ye: Dire;'tor;.oi; UNEp" .in po-:"operation with the
Governments and UniteQ Nations agencies concerned, convene as spon as practicable
working groups of governmental experts to prepare additional protocols, taking into

" aeunt the, work of the present m~etfug. , '

B

Recognizing the need to give special protection to the Mediterranean against pol~ution,
due to the operation ~f shipsi

, .
Mlndful of the 1973 International Convention on the Prevention of Pollution from ships,

-0' •

1. Ei£re;~es the vdsh \~:Calf'Sta.t~s 1?ecome,"~a:~t~.~~ to t~ 'said c6ri~,"entic'ri.

2. Recommends that all coastal States of the Mediterranean become parties to the
1973 Convention and use 'their,conoerted efforts by appropriate measures within the
framework'of IMCO to have" the Mediterranean designated as a special area for the
purposes of Annex II of that :Convention.
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~. Recommends that the coastal State's of the Mediterranean provide the shore
fa.cilities .envisaged in Annexes I and II of the said Convention and to 'establish
technica~ 'co-operation for this purpose. , '

IV. INSTITUTIONAL AND FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE ACTION PLAN

.11.

Ir. e~tablishing ths institutional ~rra~g€ments for carrying out these recommendations
the Executive Director of UNEP is requested to~

1. Use available funds with minimum allocation for st~fing and other administrative
costs.

2. Establish simple co-ordinating mechanisms which use, to the greatest extent
possible, existing international organizations and co-ordinating l-odies and which would
deal with national inst;i.tutions through the appropria~e na=tional authorities of the

• country ~oncerned. ... . ,

,. Keep under review, as the programme develops, the possible need for the
strengthening of appropriate institutions in the region. This review, . which should be
carried out in consultation with the GOvernments of 'the region, should take into accoun1
the question of establishing specialized regional organisms to undertake particular
tasks of the programme, or play.a co-ordinating role, taking into account offers
already made in the course of this meeting such 'as those of Malta and Monaco and
others yet to be made. Such organisms should' only be established if no appropriate
regional organism already exists, and shoul.d be based on existing national
institutions which could be strengthened.~ndgiven a regional role.
." . . .;:.~" . ''''; ,

4. Rave early consultatipns with, :the Governments of the region on the possibility of
establishing a regional oi1-combatingcent~e to deal with the ever-present and growing
tmeat of a major oil spillage 'in the l1editerranean, and takes note of the proposal of
Malta to host such' a centre. --', ., - ,

B

AIn establishing the fina~cial a;range~ents for carr,ying out -I:he Action Plan, the
-Executive Director of UNEP should -Work within the budgetary and institutional framework

and within the methods of work established by the Governing Council.

The Intergovernmental Meeting on the Protection of the Mcdit erranean,

V. Requests t~e Executive Director to inform the' Governing Council of UNEP at its
~ext session of the recommendations agreed to by the coastal states of the
Mediterranean region. and to keep the Council and these States informed of steps taken
by TI1fJffiP in co-operation with the Governments concerned aqd with United Nations agencies
and other relevant international organizations to give ~ffect to these recommendations.

VI. Wishes to record its profound gratitude to the Government and people of Spain ~or

the hospitality and support shown throughout this Meeting in Barcelona•

•


