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Meeting Report

Agenda ltem 1:

OfficialOpening

1. The Eigh.th SPREP Meetrngwas convened in
Apia, Western Samoa, from 11 to l3 October 1995.
Representatives of the following eligible SPREP coun-
tlies and territories attended: American Samoa,
Australia, Cook Islands, Federated States of Micro-
nesia, Fiji, France, French Polynesia, Guam,
Iiiribati, Nauru, New Zealand, Niue, Papua New
Guinea, Tonga, Tuvalu, United States of America,
Vanuatu. Wallis and Futuna and Western Samoa.
Advisers also attended from the South Pacific Com-
rnission and the South Pacific Forum Secretariat. A
range ofcountries, regional, international and non-
governrnent organisations were also present. A list
of participants is at Annex 1.

2. The representative of Kiribati, as outgoing
Chair, called the Meeting to order and introduced
Pastor Milo Siilata, who led the Meeting in prayer.

3. In officially opening the Meeting, the Hon.
Fa'aso'otauloa Pati, Miruster of Lands, Surveys and
Environment of the Government of Western Samoa,
welcomed delegates and expressed pleasure at being
able to address members at the fust SPREP l\[eeting
in which the organisation had attained its fully inde-
pendent status, an important event both for the re-
gion and for Western Samoa. He congratulated the
Director and member countries on the speed atwhich
the Agreement had entered into force.

4. The Minister referred to the large task before
the Meeting in addressing the many matters on the
Agenda. This Meeting, the Minister noted, placed
most emphasis on Work Programme implementa-
tion, given that many of the institutional, legal and
procedural matters, necessary at past meetings to
ensure smooth passage for the organisation in at-
taining its autonomous status, had now beenresolved.
The Minister wished delegates well in their delibera-
tions, stressing the importance to the region of bal-
ancing protection of the environment with economic
development and hoped that delegates' stay in West-
ern Samoa would enable them to enjoy the many at-
tributes of his country's environment and way of life.
The Minister's speech ie at Annex 2.

5. The Hon. Kamuta Latasi, Prime Minister of
Tuvalu, thanked the Minister for his opening address
and reiterated that a significant milestone had been
achieved in the Agreenent coming into force and
hoped that others would soon ratiS. The Hon. Prime

Minister expressed deep concern over the resump-
tion by France of nuclear testing and restated the
outrage of Forum Island leadere and appealed to
France to put an immediate end to nudeartesting in
French Polynesia.

6. The Secretary-General of the South Pacific
Commission, Mr Ati George Sokomanu, congratu-
lated SpREp's current Dir""1o121fl his predecessors
on the monumental achievement which had culmi-
nated in this historical event that had taken place
with the S PREP Agreement entering into force, mak-
ing SPREP a legally recognised intergovernmental
re gional organisation.

7. The South Pacifrc Commission was proud to
have been associated with the other major players
(UNEP, ESCAP and SPEC, now the South Pacific
Forum Secretariat) in the embryonic development of
SPREP. This close aesociation had its formal estab-
lishment in 1980 when SPREP was housed iti SpC
Headquarters in Noumea and continued until 1992
when SPREP moved toWestern Samoa. Stronglinkn
had been maintained and would continue into the
future.

8. TheSecretary-Generaldrewdelegatee'atten-
tion to the united common goal-providingserviceto
the region for the betterment of its people, be it in
environmental matters, developmental, educational,
scientific and/or economic mattere. The Secretary-
General referred to tlre i:nportance of parhrership in-
volving regional organisations and their sharehold-
ers. The Secretary-General'e epeech is at Annex 3.

9. The SPREP Director, Dr Vili Fuavao, ex-
pressed his appreciation to States for the speedy en-
try into force of the SPREP Agreement which had
enabled the organisation to gnin fu11, Iegal autonomy
and welcomed the high-level support and commit-
ment given to SPREP's new etatus, evidenced by the
presence at thie Meeting of the Prime Minister of
Tuvalu and Ministers from French Polyneeia and
Vanuatu.

10. The Director also thanksd the Minieter of
Lands, Surveys and Environment of Western Samoa
both for his opening address and also the continuing
support and cooperation given by his Government to
the establishment of SPREP in its host country,
Western Samoa. Further, he acknowledged the as-
sistance over many years of the South Pacific Com-
miesion as the original hoet of SPREP at ite head-
quarters in Noumea and thanked the Secretary-Gen-
eral for his presence and message on this auspicioug
occasion.



11. Thepresence ofGuam and French Polynesia
was welcomOd and recognition given to the difficul-
ties of principle which they had overcome to again
take up their eeats in this Meeting.

L2. The Director refeired to this Meeting s agenda
whichconcentrated mostly on Work Programme is-
sues rather than institutional and policy matters.
However, he etated that some necessary institutional
matters such as: Frequency of Future SPREP Meet-
ings, the Review ofTerms and Conditions of Employ-
ment of SPOCC Organisations ; the Secretanat's Sala-
riee and Terme and Conditions of Employment and
the Deeign Concept for a New Headquarters, all
needed to be addressed. The issue, too, of revision of
the SPREP Action Flan and the way to proceed with
this was also mentioned.

13. The Director regretted the need to express his
deep concern at the level ofoutstanding voluntary
contributions from Members which left the Secre-
tariat facing a shordall in its primary functron budget.
He noted also a eimilar shortfall of outstanding Par-
ties'contributions under both the SPREP and Apia
Conventions. The Director called upon the Work
Programme and Budget Sub-committee to address
these mattera ae a m.atter of urgency and to come up
with workable eolutions to avoid a financial crisis in
the yeare ahead. The Director's speech is at Annex
4-

Agenda ltem 2:

Appointment of Chair

L4. Rule 8 ofthe Rules ofProcedure ofthe SPREP
Meeting relating to Chair and Vice-Chair was
nmended and adopted. The revised Rules of Proce-
dure are atAnnex 5.

15. The representative ofAustralia was appointed
ae Chair and the representative of Cook Islands as
Vice-Chair. The representative of Australia, on be-
haU of the Meeting, thanked the outgoing Chair,
Ktibati, for continuing guidance to the Secretariat
in the period since the last Meeting.

Agenda ltem 3:

Adoption of Agenda and Working
Procedures

16. The Agenda was adopted and is attached as
Annex 6. The working hours of the Meeting were

agre'ed as proposed bv the Secretariat and an open-
ended Meeting Report Drafting Sub-comrnittee
was establi.ched. Representatives of Australia, Fiji.
Federated States of Micronesia, France, New Zea-
land, Tonga, Llnited States ofAmerica and Western
Samoa indicated theu intention to participate.

17 . It was also agreed to reconvene an open-ended
Work Programme and Budget Sub-comrnittee.
Representatives of Australia, Fiji, Federated States
of Micronesia, French Polynesia, New Zealand,
Tonga, United States ofAmerica, Vanuatu and West-
ern Samoa indicated their intention to participate.

I 8. The representative of New Zealand suggested
informal discussions should be held on the options
for review of the SPREP Action Plan next year. It
was agreed that these discussions would take place
following the deliberations of the Work Programme
and Budget Sub-committee.

Agenda ltem 4:

Mafters Arising from Seventh
SPREP Meeting

19. It was agreed that discussion of implementa-
tion of matters arising from the Seventh SPREP
Meeting, as outlined in Working Paper 4/Att., be dis-
cussed under ensuing agenda items.

Agenda ltem 5:

Director's Overview

20. The Director presented an overview (Working
Paper 5) on institutional, policy, finance and Work
Programme developments in SPREP during 1gg4/9b
together with information on relationships with other
governments and international orgarusations as well
as reference to the proposed re-appraisal of SPREP's
functions. Several issues refered to by the Director
were reported upon in more depth under separate
agenda items.

27. He reported that the Government of Western
Samoa, as Depositoryof the SPREPAgreement, had
received from the Government of Niue the tenth in-
strument of ratification on 31 July lggb. This
brought the SPREP Agreement into force on B0 Au-
gust 1995, marking a milestone in the evolution of
the organisation. In line with a decision of the Sev-
enth SPREP Meeting, the Secretariat had advised
Palau of the coming into force of the SpREp Agree-
ment and urged accession to it.



tt. Ht reported on staff nroverrrents during the
vear and stated that, in line u'ith the approval of the
('orporate Plan by the Seventh SPREP lVleeting. new
divrsional arrangements were rnstituted frorn 16
October 199.1.

l;1. 'l'he Director brought to the lUeeting's atten-
tirrrr the cernenting of relations rvith other. goverlt-
urents and international organisations such as a
llcnrorandum of finderstanding betrveen SPREP and
thc. Irood and r\glicr,rlture Organization of the Llnited
Nirtions (FAO); SPREP's continued "Adviser" status
to thc' Pa cific/Philipp ines/l ndonesia Constituency on
thc Global Ilnvironnrent Facility (GEnl Council; in-
vrrlvement rvith the International Coral Reef Initia-
trve (I CRI) and funding from Arrstralia and Canada
lbl an ICRI Workshop to be held in Suva, Fiji, in
Nor'ourber this year. He also refen'ed to the Forr.m
Scctc'tariat's assistance to SPREP in enabling its
cxl)el't rn Jatpanese affairs to accornpany the SPREP
I)irector on his first visit to Japan where SPREP was
rtblt' tcr ilpprise the Japanese Gover.nment and non-
govcrnment organisations (NGOs) of SPREP's actin-
tics rrrrd to formalise a relationship rvith the ECO-
^\sir,r ()onfe'r'ence Secretariat. As a result of this visit,
ir tcar.l'r cornpdsing other regional organisations and
h.d ll' SPREP with funding from the Sasakawa Foun-
tl;rtron rvill visit Japan to compile an inventorv of peo-
plc and courpanies working on environmentally
fi'iendly technologies as part of a feasibrlity stud.v-
assr.rciated with a proposed three-year prograrDme.

2.1. In reporting on SPREP's financial situation
during the past year, the Dilector stated that t.he
lilte payment of voluntary member contribulions to
SPRBP continued to hamper and frustrate effective
rmplcnrentation of the Work Programme, forcing the
Secretariat to glapple continually with cash-flow prob-
Iems. He called upon the Work Programme and
Budget Sub-committee to discuss this issue and ad-
vise the Secretariat on how best to deal with this
problem. Computerisation of SPREP's financial sys-
tem had been completed and the recommendations of
an independent assessment of SPREP's financial sys-
tems implemented, This system, which would be
continually refined, adopted a strict "user-pays" prin-
ciple, and called for effective accountability, stream-
Iining of payments and timely donor reporting.

25. Fundraising efforts continued to be successful
in 1994/95. In addition to substantial and continu-
ingassistance from UNDP, UNEP,AusAID, NZODA,
CFTC, UNFPA, Canada, France anil USA, SPREP
entered into the following funding ar:rangements in
1994/95:

' AusAID: extrabudgetaryfundingof USD 1.04
million for 1995/96;

' NZ: NZD 750,000 for assistance to SPREP ac-
tivities in 1995/96;

' CFTC: 42,000pounds sterlingfor 1994/95;

' Japan: LISD 43,900 assistance to SPREP ac-
tivities in 1995:

' I-INEP/LINEP EAP-AP: USD 179,000 aeeist-
ance to PENRIC activities in 1994;

' Taiwan: LTSD 110,000 assietance to SPREP ac-
tirrrties in 1995; and

' LISA: University of California's Nlstienel Lafe-
ratory in l,osAlamos, New Mexico, USA: USD
1.005.000 assistance to SPREP activitiee 1906/
96t97.

26. The Secretariat continued to pursue diligently
efforts to diversify its sources 61f16ding and had es-
tablishe d imp ortant links with government and non-
government agencies in Japan and Denmark. The
Secretariat has also initiated further contacts and
dialogue with the European Union, the AsianDevel-
opment Bank, Canada, the USA (New Mexico), IMO,
WMOand UNESCO.

27. As the Barbados Conference did not provide
new and additional resources for the sustainable de-
velopment of Small Island States, this nakes it im-
perative that Pacific Island countries position then-
selves to take advantage offunde, for which there
rvas strong cornpetition under the Global Environ-
ment Facility (GEF) in its four focal areae -Climst€
Change, Biodiversity, International Waters and
Ozone Dep le tion. Accordingly, a joint SPREPruNDP
Workshop was convened in Nadi in Auguet 1996
which developed a strategy emphaeieing Pacific Ie-
Iand country priorities and the importane of a coun-
try-driven consultative processto further develop both
national and regional projects for submiseion to the
GEF.

28. The Director drew attention to the fact that
there are some areas within the errvironment eector
that are more attractive to donors while others, which
have nevertheless been identified as regional priori-
tiee, fi.nd difficulty in attracting long-term funding.
The GEF is a good example of thie selective approach.
Further, he stated that the Secretariat anil SPREP
members shoulil keep abreast of theee globd devel-
opments, continuously aeseesing how they affect the
prioritiee and work programmes of the orgsninsfiss
so that decisions on the future of SPREP were taken
on an informed and realietic basie. The Secretariat
cuntinued to strive for effective means to implement
its Work Programme. At a time of increaeing com'
petition and dwindling donor aseistance, it contin-
ued to work towards transparency of expenditure,



well-definedpriorities, quality of staffoutput and ef-
feitive management of projects to ensure the con-
tinuing support of donors.

29. The Director referred to the challenge, given
uncertainties of core budget contributions and depe,nd-
ence on extra-budgetary 6ources, associated with for-
mulation of a single, integrated SPREP Work Pro-
gramme related to an annual budget in light of pri-
orities identified in the National Environmental Man-
agement Strategies (NEMS) and the Barbados Pro-
gramme ofAction. Based on these priorities, multi-
year paekagee had been submitted to donors on Inte-
grated Coastal Zone Management, Waste Manage-
ment and Pollution Prevention, Environmental Edu-
cation, Marine Biodiversity, Environment and Popu-
Iation, Climate Change and Sea-Level Rise, and En-
vironme ntal Information.

30. Institutional strengthening in member coun-
tries is regarded as critical to the success of SPREP's
Work Programme. Accordingly, with financial as-
sistance from the Governments of New Zealand and
Canada, SPREP embarked on an Attachment Pro-
gramme to the Secretariat for staff from member
countries and territories.

31. Further, the Directorreferred to the proposed
review of the SPREPAction Plan by the Ninth SPREP
Meeting at Ministerial Level which would be the ap-
propriate tine to discuss the mandates, issues and
functions of SPREP with a view to giving the Secre-
tariat more focus and an implementable, practical
and realistic Action Plan. (See paragraphs I23-L25
forfurther development on this issue.)

32. The Meeting noted the report and thanked the
Secretariat.

Agenda ltem 6:

Policy

Agenda ltem 6.1:. Frequency of Future
SPREP Meetlngs

33. Atthe SixthSPREPMeeting, the Directorfirst
raieed the possibility of convening the SPREP Meet-
ing at two-yearly intervals rather than annually.
This was further discussed at the Seventh SPREP
Meeting which requested the Secretariat to report
back to the Eighth Meeting with an analysis of link-
agee between the SPREP Meeting and tedurical meet-
ings and a further analysis ofcosts and benefrts of
annual and biennial meetings. These matters were
addreesed in Working Paper 6.1.

34. The Secretariat's view remained the same as
at the time of the Seventh SPREP Meeting. That is,
that with most institutional and policy issues relat-
ing to SPREP's establishment as an autonomous or-
ganisation resolved, it was appropriate for members
to consider reverting to biennial meetings as was the
case when SPREP Meetings were held prior to 1990.
The Secretariat outlined the obvious financial ben-
efits for members and time benefite for Work Pro-
gramme implementation. Further, the Secretariat
pointed out that should the Meeting agree with this
in principle, its implications needed to be considered
in light of futwe revisione to the Action Plan and the
Corporate Plan, the appointment of the next Direc-
tor, the convening of Meetings of the Contracting
Parties to the Apia and SPREP Conventions and the
need to be consistent with SPOCC practices.

35. The Meeting agreed to the following schedule,
submitted by the Secretariat:

1995 - Eighth SPREP Meeting

1996 - Ninth SPREP Meeting at Ministerial L,evel
(reviews Action PIan and Corporate Plan and
appoints Director)

- Appointment of Director

- Formalise Procedures for conducting SPREP
Meeting

1997 - TenthSPREPMeeting(reviews Corporate
Plan and gives directions to the new Direc-
tor)

- Meetings of the Contracting Parties to the
Apia and SPREP Conventions

f998 - No Meetings

1999 Eleventh SPREP Meeting (reviews Corporate
Plan and appoints Director)

Meetings of the Contracting Parties to the
Apia and SPREP Conventions

2000 - NoMeetings

2001 - TVelfth SPREP Meeting atMinisteriallnvel
(reviews Action PIan and Corporate Plan)

- Meetings of the Contracting Parties to the
Apia and SPREP Conventions

2002 - ThirteenthSPREPMeeting(reviews Corpo-
rate Plan and appoints Duector)

36. The representative of the United States of
America, supported by the representative of Ameri-
can Samoa, requested the Secretariat to continue
providing Work Programme and Budget reports to
Member countries on an annual basis for their infor-
mation. The Secretariat agreed.



37 . In recognition of the need for financial rigour, ", .&.' The Meeting approved the Sub-committee'e
therepresentativeofNewZealandrequestedthatthere l/, re"ommendations onthe SPOCC Review, eubjectto
was still a need to work towards a biennial meeting f[ agreement on and finalisation of Becommendatiqn
schedule. The New Zealand delegation also noted that ll 13 a$dgdopted the revieed StafrRegulatione, subject
a move towards biennial meetings placed increased l[ 'o-sinilai?$Ieemefr[ ana nnalfafion in respect of
responsibility on the Secretariat to achieve a high il li, Regulation 23(b).
quality of transparency and accountabili'y l".gt_1d 48. In order to complete the Review of rermg and
ttpon the secretariat and members to reflect' l:i f - cl"aiuo". of Employment ofspocc organisations,
consideration in 1996, upon the proposal rarsed by ;--';*- . . G o

the representative of French Polynesia, that a three-- ::i:-"::"::::1:1"-T:tj:::j'^.t""-T.:^T-,%3'
p*r"o' work Programme and Budset Sub-commit- ::H:iT:-T:p*1i::"::?1HT.Tlj':ff
tee (cornprisingthe chairof the sPREP*":tt1?:ll: il:#il#:TL'fi",.j"t;:l"T|ri':1ffi#:ffi:;secretariat and the chair of the work t"o-q|T--u il;.i) was considered on 22 september 199b at a
and Budget sub-committee) could meet on-the,re- .."t-*"rthesub-oommitteeeetabtishedbythesev-

:ffi:"J3,"*:::i:".:::i::ifi.T3-'#.T::,:f*: rif:L'i y::*y':*y::-y::, :,r
Btrclget Reports in non-meeting -vears. 

mrttee suosequenuy enoorged' tor SuDmrsSlon to f,ne
Eighth SPREP Meeting, the coneultants' recommetr-

38. The representative of Western Samoa drew to dations which were endorsed by the Meeting.
the Meeting's attention the possibility that a degree
of flexibility might need to be adopted in the year
2000, in light of the possibility of a new Director tak- Agenda ltem 6.3: Appointment of Selection
ing up the postin that year. Several other delegates Advisory Committee
supported this view.

44. The Secretariat presented Workiag Paper 6.3,

Agenda ltem 6.2: Review of rerms and relating to the need to appoint a selection Advieory

condtionsorEmproymentorspoGC ::fiililfff#r'ffifffiS;"Hffi1ilff"tfiS:organisations of Procedure for Appointment of Director (WP 6.3/
Att.). The Meeting was advised that the term of of-

39. The Secretariat tabled recommendations from fice for the current Director would expire in January
the Sub-committee established by the Seventh SPREP I g97 and that under Rule 8, he wae not-eligible for
\Ieeting concerning the Review of Terms and Condi- re-appointment. To comply with the time-frame as
tions of Ernployment of SPOCC Organisatrons (Work- specified in Rule 5, the Eighth SPREP Meeting was
ing Paper 6.2). required to appointa SelectionAdvisory Committee,

. _ ___L ---_ comprising the current Chair of the SPREP Meet-4U. lhe Sub-commrttee, consrstrng ol memoers : .^ Advisorycomnittee)with representation in Apia (Austruu"l l* zealand. [ltn:ffi #: :fi":ff$frre of the SpREp Meet-
unrtectStatesolAmerlcaand westernSamoaJmel : _ -- rt _r _-^:e^_r:-__ ^_ j ^r_-_r:_:_____--j_-_^_.rvq, urL !

in Apia in June and August lggi-chaired by west- 119,"f,'i1t-YTff:'"ff1:TffTi3^"^TiT:"
ern Samoa. The Sub-comm

could begin in 1996. The SelectionAdvisory Con-

Forum Fisheries Oommittee
the next appointmenttothe Ninth

Pacific Commission's
of Governments and Meeting appointed the Selection Ailvisory
which had coneidered the Re
own organisations.

41. The representative of

, comprieing the following:

(Chair)

Meeting's attention
to the methodology to apply
(under Recommendation 1

In relation to participation on the Seleetion

be forthcoming in the
Committee by F'rance, the Meeting agreed

that this matter, a vital
should be referred to the

its participation would depend onite ratification
SPREP Agreement. In relation to participa-

liberations and
on the SelectionAdvieory Conmittee byAmeri-

Tonga
AmericanSotttoa
France

toallMembere.
Samoa, the Meeting agrreed that its participation



would depend on ratification of the SPRDP Agree-
ment by the United States, and authorisation by the
United States forAmerican Ser"oa to participate ae
a SPREP member. Some ninor chpnges to the nrlee
governirrg the Selection Advieory Committee, as a
oonsequenoe ofchanges to the Rules ofProcedure of
SPREP meetinga, would be made by the Secretariat.

Agenda ltem 7:

Reports

Agenda ltem 7.1: Institutional

Agend,o Item 7.1.1: Directot2a Annual Report
for 199495

47. The Director presented his Lgg4lgb Annual
Report. The Meeting endorsed the Report.

Agend.a Item 7.7.2: Agreement Estoblishing
SPREP- StatueReport

48. The Agreement Establishing SPREP ("the
SPREP Agreement"), which wae opened for signa-
ture on 16 June 1993, entered into force on B0 Au-
guet 1995, following receipt by the Depository on 3l
July 1995 of Niue's instrument of ratification which
had brought the total number of ratifications to 10.
At the time of the Meeting, the total number of
ratifications or accessions was 12, given recent rati-
fication by Nauru and acceseion by Tonga. Eligible
countriee which had not yet acceded to and./or rati-
fied the SPREP Agreement were urged to do so.

49. the Meeting noted the status of the Agreement
Eetablishing SPREP.

Agendo Item 7. 7.3: Membership Statue of
Guom and. French Polynesia

50. Agenda Item withdrawn.

Agendo ltem 7.1.4: New Head,quarters

51. The Seventh SPBEP Meeting authorised the
Secretariat to invite eeven ehortlisted companies to
participate in a design concept competition for a new
SPREP.Headquarters based onthe Master Plan ap-
proved by the Sixth SPREP Meeting. The design
concept competition wae held as authorised, with the
seven entries being assessed by an invited jury in

June 1995. The preeiding architect of the Ju4r, Mr
Joseph Farrell, preeented the criteria used to aesess
the concepts under coneideration. The Jur/e report
is attached at Annex 7. He noted that tbe project
submitted by Gazzard Sheld,on Architects received
the recommendation of hie panel.

52. The Se*etariat requested that the Meeting
come to a final decision on the eelection of a concept
design, and clarified that the Meeting's approval of
the Gazzard Sheldon firm would authoriee them to
work up a more detailed presentation of its design
concept. Mr Farrell added to this understanding by
explairiing that the design concept to date represented
only a five percentworkefrort. As such, it was not a
definitive reference from whichto determine the ex-
act cost or nature ofthe proposed project.

53. In discussing the proposed design, New Zea-
land emphasised the necessity of adopting a design
concept which recognised the importance of keeping
recurent costs at an acreptably low level. The United
States noted its surprise that a sports facility was
still incorporated in the deeign concept for the new
Headquarters and reiterated its previous reservation
in opposition to the inclusion of such a complex. The
Secretariat advised that the sports facility was part
of the Master Plan approved in 1993.

54- The Secretariat, in its paper, also advised the
Meeting of its efforts to raise funds for the new Head-
quarters and gratefully acknowledged the assietance
offered byAustralia in allocating funding to enable
the successflrl architectural company to proceed urith
working drawings and tender documents. The Meet-
ing noted that one of the principal issuee in the de-
velopment of the frnal design wae the need for it to be
both envircnmentally friendly and appropriate, whilst
ensuring minimisation of capital and recurent costs.
The Meeting approved the recommendation of the
Jury that GazzardSheldoufuchitects be engaged to
design the SPREP Headq'larters complex. Further
it was agreed that membgrs of the Jury be retained
to oversee the finalisation of the design.

Agend,altem 7.1.5: Reuiew of Institutionol
Arrangernents in Marine Besrurces
Sector

55. The Secretariatinformed the Meeting of deci-
sions taken by the South Pacific Organisations Coor-
dinating Com m ittee (SPOC C) on the Review of Insti-
tutional Arrangements in Marine Resources Sector
as they affect SPREP. The Meeting noted the Re-
view and also noted the benefits ofusing local con-
sultants in the execution of SPREP'g Work Pro-



gramme in the marine sector. The Meeting agrged
to consider the implications for SPREP in detail dur-
ing the review of the Action Plan.

Agenda ltem 7.2: Reglonal

Agenda ltem 7.2.1: Regional Conuention on
HozardousWostea

56. The Seventh SPREP Meeting had noted en-
dorsement by the Forun that SPREP act as the Sec-
retariat under the Waigani Convention. In light of
diffrgultiss sxpressed by the United States ofAmerica,
the Seventh SPREP Meeting could not agree onthis
matter. Accordingly members agreed to make a de-
cision on this question through a written polling/con-
sultation process to be completed in a time-frame con-
sistent with the negotiating process. However, in
April this year, the Forum Working Group finalised
a draft text for submission to Leadere at the Twenty-
Sixth South Pacific Forum, such text malring provi-
sion for SPREP to be the Secretariat of the Conven'
tion. At that meeting of the Working Group, the
United States formally announced that it would join
the consensus that SPREP act as the Seeretariat to
the Convention. By circular, the SPREP Director
advised members that the written polling/consulta-
tion process no longer appeared necessary. No ad-
vice to the contrary was received from any SPREP
member.

57. The Secretariat, in its paper, reported on its
early consideration of fi.nancial and substantive im-
plications associated with its role as Secretariat for
the Waigani Convention, recognising that it would
be possibly one or two years before the Convention
entered into force. Concern was expressed by the
Secretariat over lack ofresources to discharge effec-
tively its responsibilities under all three Conventions
for which it was designated as Secretariat.

58. The representative ofNew Zealand offered tech-
nical support to SPREP to assist with its Secretariat
obligations under the Convention. Delegates agreed
that consideration of SPREP'g resources to enable it
to discharge its obligations under the Waigani Con-
vention, possibly through a Unit within the Secre-
tariat, should be included in the Terms of Reference
of the Working Group established to discuss issues
under the SPREP andApia Conventions.

59. The Meeting noted developments and reaf-
firmed its agreement for SPREP to act as the Secre-
tariat of the Regional Convention on Hazardous
Wastes.

Agendo ltem 7.2.2: Regional Mechonimr ta
Imp lement Barb ado e hnfetence
Outnomee

60. ARegionalConsultative Mechanismtocoordi-
nate the inplementation of the outcomee of the Bar-
bados Conference had been established ae requested
by the Barbadoe Programme of Action (para. 132)
and the Twenty-Fifth South Pacific Forum. The
modalitieefor thie mechaniom were endorsedby the
Seventh SPREP lrGeting. A meeting of the Advisory
Committee for the mechaniem wag convenedimme-
diately prior to the Eighth SPREP Meeting to dis-
cuss progrees in implementing the Barbados Pro-
gramme ofAcdion.

61. The reportof the Advieory Committee meet-
ing was tabled as Working Paper 7 .2.21 Attach. The
Meeting noted the report and rea-ffirmed its commit-
ment to the work of the support units and of the Ad-
vieory Committee.

Agende ltem 7. 2.3: Second. Regional Meeting
of Me teo rclo g ic al Seruic e e D iree tan

62. The Secretariattabledrecommendationefrom
the Second Resional Meeting of Meteorological Sem-
ioee Directors convened in Nadi, Fiji, in October 1994.

Ttris meeting had provided an opportunity for heads
of meteorologreal eervicee in the Pacific Islands to
discuss mattere of mutualinterest and strategies for
strengthening their individual capacrty through a
programme of regional cooperation which ensured
that meteorological eenricee play a role in the formu-
lation of economic, environmental and social plans.

63. The representative of Tonga thanked the Sec'
retariat for its assistance in establishing a PO-based
weather satellite system in Nuku'alofa, commended
the Secretariat on its collaboration and cooperation
with the World Meteorological Organisation (WMO)
and encouraged it to continue this working relation-
ship, which ensured complementarity and avoidance
of duplication. This sentiment was echoed by sev-

eral other delegates including the United States of
America, Australia, Fiji, and Tuvalu, the latter del-
egate requesting specific aseistance for his country'

64. The recommendations (Working Paper 7.2.31

Att.) were endorsed and the Meeting encouraged the
Secretariat to continue its efforts in the field of re'
gional meteorology.



*
Agend.a Item 7.2.4: Aetion Strategy for

Nature Coneerrtotion in the South
Pocific

65. The Secretariat reported on work carried out,
and work planned to support the implementation of
the Action Strategy for Nature Conservation in the
South Pacific Region 1994-1998. SPREP members
were encouraged to use the Action Strategy in devel-
oping annual work programmes; for reviewing an-
nual progress; for developing project plans and fund -

ingproposals.

66. The representative of New Zealandnoted the
wide level of participation behind the Action Strat-
egr and endorsed the Secretariat's recommendation
to monitor progress of the Action Stratery.

67. The representativee of Tonga, Western Samoa
and Anerican Samoa noted with appreciation the
practical value of the Action Strategy and endorsed
the Secretariat'e recommendation.

Agend,a ltem 7,2.5: Action Plan forWetland
Consensation in the South Pacific

68. Following a faxed request from Papua New
Guinea to the Seventh SPREP Meeting, an "Action
Plan for Wetland Coneervation in the South Pacfii'
wae tabled at that meeting. The Secretariat agreed
to evaluate that document, induding the recommen-
dation that SPREP establish a Wetlands Project Of-
fieerposition, and reportback to the Eighth SPREP
Meeting. Following the above request, the'Action
Plan'was reviewed both internally and externally
andthe Eighth SPREP Meetingendorsed the follow-
ingrecommendations:

' that the proc.eee of developing a regional
Wetlande Action Plan continue as a priority
activif;

' that a draft We+lands Action Plan be prepared
and preeented to the Pacific Regional Work-
ehop for the International Coral ReefInitia-
tive in November 1995 (recognising that work-
shop's focue on "@ral reefe and associated eco-
eyetems);

' that SPREP continue to pursue funding for a
Wetland Management Of6cer to overeee the
implementation ofthe Wetlande Action Plan;

' that SPREP continue to work with relevant
organieatione (e.9. Aeian Wetlande Bureau) ;

and

' that SPREP members note the next Confer-
ence of the Parties to the Ramsar Convention
to be held in Brisbane in March 1996 and as-
sessthe benefits and obligations assocrated with
Ramsar membership. Australia has made
AUD50,000 available for participation in this
meeting.

Agenda ltem 7.3: International

Agenda ltem 7.3.1: Global Enuironment
F ac ility : Re g ion aI St roteg y

69. The Secretariat presented a report on imple-
mentation of the Regional Strategy for the Global
Environment Facility (GEF). It was reported that a
Regional Scoping Workshop was held from 1 to 4
August 1995 in Nadi, Fiji, to develop a range of na-
tional and regronal projects based on national priori-
ties that have significant globalbenefits. The work-
shop recommended a draft Pacific Regional Strategy
for the GEF. As part of this Strategy the SPREP
Secretariat was invited to prepare and submit to the
Eighth SPREP Meeting a proposal to frrrther develop
a multi-focal area project under the Small Island
Developing States criteria of the International Wa-
ters focal area of the GEF.

70. The representatives ofCook Islands, Tonga,
Vanuatu and Western Samoa expressed appreciation
to the Secretariat. The Meeting noted the develop-
ment and implementation of the Regional Strategy,
noted and adopted the Pacific Regional Strategy for
the GEF which has been endorsed by the South Pa-
cific Forum and endorsed the proposal to the GEF for
project development funds.

Agenda ltem 7.3.2: Globol Progromme of
Action for the Prctection of the Marine
Enu irnnme nt frcm L and-B o w d.

Actiuities

7 L. The Secretariat presented a report on interna-
tional negotiations towards finalising a Global Pro-
gramme of Action for the Protection of the Marine
Environment from Land-Based Activities. It was
reported that two meetings had been convened by
UNEP in preparation for an Intergovernmental Meet-
ing on Protection of the Marine Environment from
Land-BasedActivities that ie to be held inWashing-
tonDC from 23 Octoberto 3 November 1995. There,
the Global Programme of Action would be considered
for endorsement. The Meeting noted progress towards



negotiation of the Global Programme of Action, in-
cluding Paci{ic Island input to this procees, and dis-
cussed issuee relevant to regional preparations for
the Intergovernmental Meeting. The Secretariat
noted UNEPs criteria for providing assistance to gov-
ernments in order to enable them to attend and urged
eligible Pacific Island Nations to confirm their at-
tendance as soon as possible.

72. The representative of the United Statesstressed
the critical nature of this issue and the particular
relevance ofthe conference proceedings to Pacific Is-
land countries. The delegate provided additionalin-
formation to the Meeting on the prcposed Technolory
Forum, the Program of Action, and the Intergovern-
mental Meeting in Washington.

73. The Meeting noted the progrees towards nego-
tiation of a Global Programme of Action for the Pro-
tection of the Marine Environrnentfrom l,and-Based
Activities.

Agend.a Item 7.3.3: Internationol Coral Reef
Initiatiue

74. The Secretariatprovidedanupdateonthe In-
ternational Coral Reeflnitiative (ICRI) since the Sev-
enth SPREP Meeting. SPREP represented its mem-
bers at the ICRI Workshop Planning Meeting in
Washington in November 1994 and fourteen mem-
ber governments were represented at the ICRI Work-
shop which was held in Dumaguete City in the Phil-
ippines from 29 May to 2 June 1995. At this meeting
a CaIl to Action, Framework for Action, a strategy
for the future ofICRI and a draft regional report on
coral reefs and related environments were produced.
A follow-up Pacific Workshop on the ICRI is being
organised for late 1995 in Suva, co-Bponsored by Aus-
tralia and Canada.

75. The significant support to the ICRI by Aus-
tralia, France and the United States was noted.
Delegates expressed appreciation to donor countriee
and the Secretariat, several delegates requesting fi-
nancial assistance to send more than one national
participant. It was also noted that the regional ICRI
Workshop should examine an effective mechanism
for implementation of ICRI.

76. The Meeting endorsed the Call to Action and
endorsed the recommendations as contained in Work'
ing Paper 7.3.3.

Agenda ltem 7.3.4: Convention on Biological
Diwrsity

77. The Secretariatreportedonworkcarriedout
and planned to support the implementation of the
Convention on Biological Diversity in the SPREP re-
gion dr:ring 199d95. Itwae noted that eleven South
Pacific Forum countrieejn addition to France and
the United Kingdom, are now Parties to the Conven-
tion. Solomon Ielands had ratified the Convention
on 4 October 1995.

78. Delegates welcomed the initiative of a Prepara-
tory Meeting for Parties prior to the eecond Confer-
ence of the Parties (COP2) in November 1995 and
the Regional Workshop proposed for February 1996
and noted the intention of Niue to accede to the Con-
vention. Delegates noted that Pacific Island coun-
tries had played a key role in ensuring that coastal
and marine biodiversity was covered in the medium-
term work programme of the Convention. New Zea-
land urged delegates to ensure that Pacific Island
countries maintained a focus on marine and coaital
biodivereity in their work relating to the Convention.
The United States noted the existing United Nations
Convention on the l,aw of the Sea which would have
to be taken into account when addressing m,arine
biodiversity issues.

79. The Meeting cnnsidered and endorsed the re-
port.

Ag enda ltem 7.3. 5 : Frameworh Conuention on
Climate Change

80. The Secretariat presented a report on the First
Conference of the Partiee to the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change
ruNFCCC). The decisions of the first Conference of
the Parties (COP 1), conerning the strengthening of
commitments and activitiee implemented jointly,
were both of benefit to the region and held some prom-
ise for meeting the ultimate aims of the Convention.
The COP was another signifigani etep forward for
Small leland States, and the Pacifrc can be juetifi-
ably proud of their achievementg. In recognising that
current commitments under the FCCC were inad'
equate, an Ad Hoc Group wae eetabliehed by the COP
to take appropriate action for the period beyond the
year 2000, induding the strengthening of commit-
ments of Annex I Parties in Article 4, paragraph 2(a)
and O), through the adoption of aprotocolor another
legal instrument. The Secretariat aleo presented ite
intention to aesist Pacific Ieland countriee' involve-
ment in the work of the Intergovernmental Panel on



Climate Change (IPCC). thie will include a regioirel
neeting early next year for scieintist€ of the Pacific
to exemine the lateetfindings of the IPCC. Membere
called for more information about the climatic im-
pactof the El Niflo Southern Osr-illatriqn.

81. lbe Meeting noted the report and erpreesed
its appreciationofthe ongoingwork of the Secetariat
in relation to the FCCC. Delegates welcomed the
initiative of the Secretariat concerning the IPCC,
thanked Australia for its finsncial aesistance in thig
regard and thanked the Secretariat for its eupport
for Pacific Ieland participation in FCCC-related meet-
ings. The Meeting also noted Tonga's intention to
accede to the FCCC in coming months.

Agend,a ltem 7.3.6: TheVienno Convention
ond.Monhtal Prctaeol

82. The Secretariattabledinformationconcerning
the Vienna Convention and the Montreal Protocol.
the confusion betweenthe greenhorrse efrect and ozone
depletion was erplained and, as well, the obligatione
of Partiee were outlined along with information on
how to accega the Multi-lateralFund.

83. The representative of the Federated States of
Micronesia hformed the Meeting that his govern-
ment had ratified the Convention and Protocol on 2G
September 1995. The representative of Vanuatu also
reminded the Meeting that hin government had rati-
fied the Convention and Protocol in December lgg4.
The representative of Tonga advised the Meetingof
his government'e intention to join soon, and the rep-
resentatives of New Taa/iarrd,and Fiji highlighted the
advantages ofbeing a Party to the Convention and
urged other members to consider joining the Con-
vention. The report wae noted by the Meeting.

X
"YAgend,o ltem 7.3.7: Conuention on

Intentotional Trode in End,ongered
Speciesof Wild. Floro ond. Fauna
(crTEs)

84. The Seeretariat reported on work carried out
and planned to support the implementation of the
Convention on International Trade in Endangered
Species of Wild Flora and Fauna (CITES) during
1994/95. Five member countriee attended the Ninth
Conference of the Contracting Partiee at which the
Seoretariat provided written advice on the issue of
marine turtle ranching. The Secretariat noted that
Papua New Guinea has been confirmed as Oceania'e
representative on the CITES Standing Committee

with New T,ealandas alternate. The Secretariatpro-
posed a one-day regional workshop on the benefits of
acceding to CTTES to be linked with the regional
workshop on biodiversity next March -
85. The representative of Western Samoa sought
aseistance from the Secretariat in darification of cer-
tain provisions in the Convention to facilitate West-
ern Samoa s consideration ofjoining. lhe Secretariat
aleo stated that its advice on turtle ranching re-
mained unchanged and doee not eupport thie activ-
ity in the region. The repreeentative of the United
States expressed appreciation for the position taken
by SPREP at the Ninth Meeting of the Parties, con-
cerning guidelines on turtle ranching.

86. Thereportandrecommendationwere notedand
endorsed.

Agenda ltem 7.4: Work Programme

Agendo Item 7.4.1: Coastal Ptntection

87. The Secretariattabled a joint SPREP-SOPAC
Action Plan for addressing the recommendations of
the regional Coastal Protection Meeting asrequested
by the Seventh SPREP Meeting. The meeting wag
informed that both the SPREP and SOPAC Secre-
tariats were now working on implenenting their re-
spective areas ofresponsibiJity underthe Action PIan.

88. TheMeetingsupportedtheplan,emphasieing
the multi-disciplinary nature of coastal protection and
the need for land-use planning and infrastructure
development to be integrated with any coastal pro-
tection meagures.

Agendo Item 7. 4.2 : Enuitpnmentol Ed.ueation

89. The Secretariattabled its report on activities
in the area of Environmental Education undertaken
in both the formal and non-formal education sectors.
It reported that the mAjor source of funding for Envi-
ronnental Education during 1994/95 had been from
AusAID for an in-country model trialled in Kilibati,
Western Samoa and Solomon Islands and involving
training of media personnel, community groups,
churchleaders and t€achers. Funding had also been
provided by UNEP, WWF and the Government of
Canada for curriculun development activities. How-
ever, it was noted that this area of the Work Pro-
gramme required additional financial and staffre-
sources to keep pace with the increasing demand for
enrrironmental education and awareness-raising
training and material production.
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90. The Meeting noted the report and the impor-
tance of environmental education to the region. The
representative ofthe Cook Islands thanked the Sec-
retariatfor its aseistance under the AueAlD-fr:nded
Environmental Education pilot project. The Meet-
ing also noted additional efforts to integrate exieting
US Peace Corps curriculum development activities
into the Secretariat's environmental education work-

91. The Director advised the Meeting of SPREP's
Country Attachment Scheme funded by the Govern-
ments of New Zealand and Canada, under which of-
ficers from Member countriee could be attached to
the Secretariat for a period of three to twelve months
to gain first-hand experience of working at the re-
gional level and Work Programme activities of
SPREP. Under thie echeme, officers from the Gov-
ernmente of American Se-oa, Federated States of
Micronesia and Tonga had eo far been attached to
the Secretariat.

92. The representatives of Tonga and American
Samoa thanled the Secretariat for the SPREP At-
tachment Scheme opportunity given to their govern-
ments'officers which they believed was a very effec-
tive way of capacity buitding for Member govern-
ments.

Agendo Item 7.4.3: Environmental Impoct
Asssment

93. The Secretariat presented a report on activi-
ties in the area of Environmental ImpactAsseesment
(EIA). During the first half of 1995, an independent
review of SPREPs EIA activities was carried out with
financial assistance fromAueAlD. The recommen-
dations of thie review were now incorporated in the
current programme.

94. The Meeting noted the report and highlighted
ths importance of ElAto the sustainable development
of SPREP Members. The Meeting expressed its ap-
preciation ofthe work ofthe Secretariat in thie area,
welcomed the caution taken by the Secretariat in
relation to review of EIA software and called for par-
ticular assistance in relation to accees to the EIA
database, the development of guidelines and in the
clrafting of appropriate EIA procedures.

Agenda Item 7.1.4: Library and Infortnation
Centre

95. The Secretariat reported on the establishment
of its Library and Infornation Centre which func-
tione as a clearing-house for environmental informa-

tion dissemination. The major aource. olfu1ding in
1994/95, beeidee the Core Budget, were from New
Zealand and Australia. Ae a mennn of etrengthening
national capabilitiee, the Library and Information
Centre had, in mid-1995, inntigated a tr4ining pro-
gramme to assist several Environ'nent Units with
eetablishment of their own Enviro"mental Library
and Information Centres. Countriee assisted under
this training p*gr*--".f,f"" included Cook Islands,
Solomon Islands and Vanuatu, with plann to expand
thie trainirrg to other countriee ae the Secretariat
receives requests for such assistance.

96. The representative of French Polynesia re-
quested French Polynesia's involvement with
SPREP'e Information Centre, especially ae regards
exchange of experience. The Meeting noted the re-
port.

Agenda ltem 7.4.5: Population and,
Enuirpnment

97. The Secretariat preaented a report on the
UNFPA/AueAID-funded Population and Environ-
ment project. The project is concerned with the im-
pacts of human activities on the environment as a
result of changing lifestylee, increasing economic
activitiee and new tedmologres. The Secretariathigh-
lighted the need to review the project document in
order to accommodate consultant sendcee rnd qlso

to allow SPREP to redirect resources to meet coun-
tries' neede more appropriately and efficiently.

98. The Meeting noted the report and requested
the Secretariat to also consider the issue ofpopula-
tion and tourism, given related impacti on natural
resources.

Agend.a ltem 7.1.6: South Pocific Biodiversity
Con rans ot io n Prng r omme (SPBCP )

99. The Secretarieit reported on progress with the
implementation of the South Pacific Biodiversity Con-
servation Programme (SPBCP). Ae of December
1994, fourteen coneervation area project proposals
from ten gsrrnhiss had been approved for SPBCP
support. The report also noted a landmark decision
by Pacific Ieland leadere in 1994 d.eclaring 1995 as
the'Tear of the Sea T\rrtle".

100. Tbe Meeting noted the report and congratu-
lated the Secretariat on inplementation of this projgct
which they eaw as an important one that they wotild
watch with interest, givenits multi-faceted appnoach
and close consultation with local communities.
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IAr-f Agenda ltem 7.4.7: Yeor of the Seo Turtle

f01. The Secretariat reported on progrees with the
1995'Year of the Sea Turtle" region-wide canpaign.
Regional and national follow-up action of particular
eignificance induded: a one-year ban on the taking
of sea turtles by one Member country; two others are
considering eimilar action; a very succeseful world-
wide campaign to draw attention to the plight of sea
twtlee inthe Paofic; the launchingof the regional
campaign inApia in Mar& with more than 20 coun'
triee ir and outeide the Pacific region now partici-
pating; an increase in the number of reporte from
Member countries of turtlee caught and released in
their waters, suggesting that the canpaign message
was getting through.

LOz. The representative ofAustralia noted that there
wag a need for more research to better underetand
the behaviour of tr.rrtlee and aeked for feedback on
the effectiveneee ofpaet and current reeearch in the
area and requirements for the future. The repre-
eentative of Weatern Snmoaadvised thathig Bovern-
ment was developing legielation to ban the harvest-
ing ofsea turtlee. The Secretariat referred to the
ongoing soaysning of the Marine Turtle Research
Group, the next meeting of which would take place
in early 1996.

103. The Meeting noted the high quality of mate-
rial pmduced in aupport of the Year of the Sea Turtle
and called for the continuation of efrorts for the con-
senration of this inportant reaource.

Agenda ltem 7.1.8: Pollution Preuention,
Waate Minimication and, Monogement

f04. The Secretariat preeented ite report on aetivi-
ties in the area of Pollution Prevention, Waete Mini-
mieaf,isn and Management. Thie anea has focused on
the development of the Regional Waste Ma.agement,
lvlinimieatioD and Pollution Prevention Programme,
advice to countriee during negotiatione towards the
Waigani Convention, input to the Global Proeramme
of Action for Protection of the Marine Enviionment
from Land-Baeed Activities and limited training in
oil epill contingency planning. The new Waet€ and
Pollution Prevention Officer, with the eupport of
MZODA,, will commence his work with SPREP in
emly November 1996, initially focusing on demon-
etration projec'ts in the area of pollution prevention.
Support is expected fron the European Union for
waste awargness and education activities and from
CFTC in relation to marine pollution.

106. lbe representative of the United Statee ad-
dreesed the e€cond component of the Action Plan -

development and maintenance of national and re-
gional pollution emergency reeponee and planning
capabilities - by offering to make available to the
Secretariat a liet of Bcheduled US Coast Guard pollu-
tion emergency training exercises in the region. The
US suggested that perhaps SPREP and Pacific Ie-
Iand nations could have mutually beneficial exchangee
of infomation concerning emergency responses based
around the exercisee. Guam and American Samoa
expressed their support for this exchange of informa-
tion.

106. The Meeting noted the report, highlighted the
critical importance of action in this area and recog-
nised the need for a long-term mechanism to aesist
the region in pollution prevention and waste minimi-
sation.

Agend,a ltem 7.4.9: Global Climate Change
and Sea-Level Rise

LO7. The Secretariat presented a report on activi-
tiee in the area of Global Qlimafs Change and Sea-
Level Rise. the report hightighted the great conceln
of Pacific Ieland countries in thie area since global
warming is likely to result in sea-level rise, chang-
ing rainfall patterng, increaeed incidence of extreme
events such as tropical cyclones, extinction ofspecies
unable to adapt to changes and disruption ofecosys-
t€ms.

f08. The representative ofthe Federated States of
Microneeia requeeted SPREP'e aesietance with the
installation of a sea-level monitor in his country. The
repreeentative of Tuvalu requested a study of low-
lving islands to provide frrrther information on chang-
ing eea levels. Sueh a study could indude local knowl-
edge to complement ecienf.ific data, thue ensuring a
complete and comprehensive unileretanding of this
phenomenon.

109. The Meeting noted the range of activities be-
ing coordinated by SPREP in this area. It also looked
forward to implementation of the Pacific Islands Cli-
mate Change Assistance Programme (PICCAP) once
adopted by the GEF Council.

Agend.oltem 7.4.10: Capacity 2I ondReloted,
Actiuities

1 10. The Secretariat reported on implementation of
the UNDP-funded/SPREP-implenented Capacity 21
Project which emphasised capacity building and in-
stitutional strengthening in eix target countries: two
in Melanesia (Solomon Islande and Vanuatu); two in
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Micronesia (Federated States of Micronesia and
Kiribati); and two in Polyneeia (Cook lelands and
Western Samoa). Issueebeing addressed under Ca-
p acity 2 I include d development of National Frame-
works for Srrstainable Development, linlring National
Development Plans with National Environmental
Mana gement Strate gie s (NEMS) ; consideration of
sustainable development by planners and finance
institutions, including development banke; incorpo-
ration of sustainable development issues in baining
of extension offi cers ; strengthening of national envi-
ronm ental le gislation and e nforcement procedures;
and work with community groups in environmental
monitoring, resource management and awarenegs
raising.

111. In all activities, strong emphasis was placed
on capacity building tluough utilisation and augmen-
,tation of the slrills of coneultants from Pacific Island
countries as well as employment of Capacity 21 Pro-
gr?mme Officers for Micronesia, Melanesia and Poly-
nesia from countries involved in the project. Signifi -
cant assistance had also been provided by a range of
regional and international organisations in a collabo-
rative implementation effort.

112. The representatives of Cmklslands, Federated
States of Micronesia, Vanuatu and Weet€rn Samoa
erpressed appreciation to the Secretariat for the work
being achieved under this project and called upon
the Secretariat to seek additional funding for i:nple-
mentation of activitiee beyond 2 tt? year lifespan of
Capacrty 21.

113. The representative of the South Pacific Forum
Secretariat congratulated the Secretariat on Capac-
ity 21, activities and referred to collaborationbetween
SPBEP and the Forum, especially on capacity-build-
ing activitiee under the Planning and Financing Com-
ponent and suggested that an additional eource of
potential collaboration might be the Pacific Finance
Technical Aesistance Programme. The representa-
tive of New Zealand eslled for collaboration and coor-
dination of activities in Cook Ielands and Weetern
Samoa, where his government wae also involved in
capacity-buildingwork under a Capacity 21 Project.
The Meeting noted the report.

114. The representative of Niue expressedinterest
in the Capacity 21 Project being extended to other
countries within the regtoL

Agenda ltem 8:

Items Proposed by Member
Countries

Nuclear Testlng Resumption

115. The representative ofAuetralia requested the
Meeting to note the written statements and Declara-
tion made at the Third Ordinary Meeting of the Con-
tracting Partieg to the Convention for the Protection
of the Natural Resourcee and Environment of the
South Pacific Region andRelated Protocols inApia,
6-7 Oc'tober 1995, expreseingprofound concern over
the continuation by France of nuclear testing in the
South Pacific. At that Meeting, France'e attention
was called to its obligatione under the Convention to
conduct an Environ-ental Impact Assessment be-
fore com mencing a major project such as nudear test-
ing. Aushqlie ealled on France to cease nuclear teet-
ing in the Pacific.

116. The New Zealand delegation noted that the
New Zealand Governmenthad expreesed its strong
opposition to French nuclear teeting in the bilateral,
regional and international contexts. It had also
sought to reopen its case in the International Court
ofJustiee (CI) where the Noumea [SPREP] Conven-
tion had been central to its argumentation. The del-
egation had been pleased by the degree of support
shownby delegations in the Noumea [SPREP] Con-
vention Meeting last week and called on the French
Government to cease testing.

lll. The representative of Tuvalu associated with
the stat€ments of Australia and New Zealand and
called upon France to discontinue nuclear teeting in
the region.

lf8. The French delegation said that SPREP wae a
regional organisation 6galing with technical issueg,
and that it was therefore not conpetent to discuse
the Frendr nudear tests. The delegation recalled that
the French Government had sent hfr Godfrain" Min-
bter of Cooperation, to take part in the post-Forum
dialogue last September in Port Moresby and reply
to the questions put to him on f,hin pstrtel by re-
gional leaclers.

119. The representative ofWeetem Samoa supported
the indusion of the item in the SPREP Meeting given
its mandate and the current @noern of Pacific Ie-
lpnd countries over the environmental irnpact of
French nudear testing in the Pacific. He expreesed
Western Semoa's strong opposition to the resump-
tion of nuclear teating and requested that its con-
cerne be relayed to France.
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L20. lbe repreeentative of Tonga sought informa-
tion on ri reported collapse of part of Johnston atoll
and sought clarification of poesible implicatione for
Muturoa, given the geologicaVtectonic similarities
between the two atolls. In response, the repreeenta-
tive of the United States agreed to referback to Tonga
with information relating to the subsidence of
Johnstonatoll.

IzL. The representative of Niue also expressed con-
cern over the reeumption of French nuclear testing
in the Paoffc and referred to hie country's fears of
uncertainty relating to marine pollution, given Niue'e
healy dependence on the marine environment for its
lirrelihood.

I22. The repreeentative of American Samoa aleo
aesociated $'ith the earlier etatements by Australia,
New Zealand, Thvalu, Western Sa-oa and Niue in
expresning concern over reeunption of nudear teet-
inc.

Review of SPREP Action Plan

L23. On the issue of Review of the SPREP Actioir
Plan, delegates agreed to @nvene an informal meet-
ing at this Meeting which would be the beginning of
Ionger-term diecussione in anticipation of this item
beingonthe agendaof the Ninth SPREPMeeting.

124. The Secretariatpresented a reportof an infor-
mal meeting on the revieion of the SPREP Action
Plan. The informal meeting noted the special consti-
tutional importance of the Action Plan under Article
2 of the Agreement Eetabliehing SPREP. The devel-
opment of detailed terts of reference by the Secre-
tariat, to be circulated to all Members, would be nec-
essary. Theee terms ofrefereuce would deal with the
consultative prooess, propoeed mechanisms for r€view
and a timetable. The provieion of detailed informa-
tionwould alsobe required by countries and the proc-
ess should begin with the Seqretariat presenting its
thinking on how to focus the Action Plan. The Sec-
retariat agreed to produce terms of reference plus
information on ite thinkhg, if possible, by the end of
1995. A first draft of the revieed Action Plan would
be produced by the end ofthe 6rst quarter of 1996 at
the latest. Once this draftwae available there are a
number of options for its review and finalisation. The
revieion may aleo consider harmonining the periods
for review of the Action Plan and Corporate Plan.

L25. The Director envieaged a formal meeting im-
mediately before the Ninth SPREP Meeting to final-
iee the revision of the Action Plan. It may aleo be
poesible to call on the Chair of the SPREP Meeting
and the Chair of the Work Progra-me and Budget
Sub-oommittee to assist r"ith the review process. The
Meetingsupported the view expreesed b! the repre-

sentative of New Zealand that the revieion of the
Action Plan needed to take into account the financial
situation ofthe organisation and that appropriate
budgetary information should be fed into the review
process. The Meeting noted that the Action Plan
was reguired to establish the etrategy of SPREP and
endorsed euggeetionson the needto define intheplan
SPREP's respective rolea ae a coordinator, project
implementer, and dinseminator of information.

Agenda ltem 9:

Finance

Agenda ltem 9.1: Status of Member
Contrlbutions

L26. In accordance with Financial Regulation 13,
the Secretariat reported to the Meeting on receipt of
Member contributions, outlined in Working Paper
9. l. The Secretariat expressed @ncern at outstand-
ing contributions and urged Members to promptly
remit their contributions, noting that SPREP's Pri-
mary Function commitments were dependent on this
source of funding.

127. In response to a report &om the Work Pro-
Bremme and Budget Sub-committee, the Meeting:

(a) noted that with the entry into force of the
SPREP Agreement it ie important for the newest re-
gional organisation to be financially secure, while
maintaining the high levels of professlonalism it tras
already achieved. SPREP is out of etep with all other
regional organisations which require their members
to pay assessed contributions;

O) congideredtheproposalbytheSub-committee
to move to a system of assessed contributions (the
United Statee did not support recommendation ft));
(c) agreed that a decision on this matter would be
taken at the Ninth SPREP Meeting;

(d) agreed to present their views on this issue to
the Secretariatin time for their circulation and con-
eideration at the Ninth SPREP Meeting;

(e) agreed to Gue-'s request that it not be obliged
to pay its 1994 voluntary contributions to SPREP,
because of its absenc€ from the organisation.

Agenda ltem 9.2: Report on 1994 Cash Flow

128. The Fifth SPREP Meeting directed the Secre-
tariat to present to each SPREP Meeting a report
summarieing caeh flow for SPREP finances. The
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Secretariat presented itsreport (Working Paper 9.2).
The Meeting notedthe report and encouragedMem-
bers to remit their contributions early in each year.

Agenda ltem 9.3: Audited Annual Accounts for
1994

L29. The Secretariat tabled Working Paper 9.3 and
attachments, containing the report of the Audited
Annual Accounts for 1994 and the Financial State-
ments. These were adopted by the Meeting. The
Meeting requested that the appointed Aufitore be
present at future SPREP Meetings when addressing
iseues relating to the Audited Accounts.

Agenda ltem 9.4: Appointmentof Auditors

130. In accordance with SPREPs Finance Regula-
tions, the Meeting re-appointed Coopers and Lybrand
as SPREP's Auditors for 1996. The Meeting noted
thatthe Auditor should be available at the next SPREP
Meeting and that in future, should other interna-
tionally recognised accounting firms establish ofEces
in Apia, appropriate tendering arrangements would
be considered.

Agenda ltem 9.5: Rules Governing Quotations
and Tendering Procedures

131. The Secretariat tabled Rules Governing Quo-
tations and Tendering Procedures (under Rule 25 of
SPREP's Rules and Procedures) to apply toprocure-
ment of equipment and supplies by the Secretariat.
This paper, which outlined current practice, was ta-
bled to formalise procedures. The Secretariat re-
quested some degree of flexibility in obtaining three
quotes in cases where fewer than three suppliers ex-
isted.

lg2. Delegates agreed that the Rules, as tabled, rep-
resented a fair and equitable procedr.ue andrequested
the Director to write a note to file in casee where
three quotes were not able to be obtained. Delegates
also welcomed the offer by Australia to provide infor-
mation on their tendering proceduree.

Agenda ltem 10:

Work Programme and Budget

Prinary Function Budget: Options toAddress
Projections of Increased Erpenditure and Re-
ducedlncome

Evaluation of Scientifrc Aepects of Implemen-
tation of Work Progra"tps

Work Programme Review for 1994

Revised Budget for 1995

Proposed l9ork Programme and Budget for
1996

Indicative Work Programme and Budget for
1997 and 1998

133. In line with the process approved by the Fifth
SPREP Intergovernmental Meetine GGM (1992), the
iteme under Agenda Iten 10 were put to the Work
Programme and Budget Sub-committee. The report
of the Sub-committee was considered and is attaehed
as Annex 8. Following consideration of the report of
the Sub-committee, the Meeting:

(a) encouraged delegates of Membere currently
with outstanding contributions to pursue the iesue
of payment with their relevant authorities;

O) called on Members to pay their contributions
early in the year to aesist with the cash-flow require-
ments of the Secretariat;

(c) requested Auetralia, as Chair of the SPREP
Meeting, to encourage those countries in arrears to
make their appropriate contributione;

(d) agreed to examine the possibility of increased
Members'contributions at the Ninth SPREP Meet-
irg;
(e) recommendedthattheSecr,etariatreporttothe
Ninth Meeting on tlfs matter in the context of budget
projections, activity levels, and efficiency gains in the
Primary Functions area;

O recomm,ended that the pre *nt ad' lwc ar.ange-
m.ents within SPREP of ecientific reviews of projects
becontinued;

(g) recommended that the preeent arranpments,
where applicable, for reviews ofprojecds by regional
committees be continued;

(h) agreed that an independent scientific review
by a panel ofexperts ofeelected projegts be an option
that could be employed at the requeet of the SPREP
Meeting;

16



(t ruquestedtb€SecretariattoreviewitePrimary
Function expenditure projectione and that expendi-
ture projections for 19991998 be baeed on a sustain-
able baeis and be presented for approval at the next
Meeting, and to control lgg6 expenditure at no more
than cunent levele;

() agreed that the Secretariat ehould provide
similar information to that provided under Agenda
Item 10.3 to Membere on an annual basis;

(k) approved the Work Progro"'ps and Budget
proposal ae contained in Agenda Item 10.8, subject
to Recommendation (i) above.

Agenda ltem 11:

Statements by Obseryerc

134. ltre following Observers made etatements:
Ambaesador of Switzerland to New Zealand; Inter-
national Oceau Institute of the University of the
South Pacific; Univereity of Oregon; European Com-
miesion; IUCN; Food and Agdculture Organization
of the United Nations (FAO); O le Siosiomaga Soci-
ety; National Cenhe for Development Studiee (t ICDS)
of the Australian National University; United Na-
tione Education, Scienti-fic and Cultural Organisa-
tion (UNESCO); and United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP). A sunmary of statements is
atAnnex 9.

Agenda ltem {2:

Other Business

Propoeal for a Reglonal START Network for
Oceania

135. The representative for the AusbalianAcademy
of Science andthe Royal Society of New Zealand, Dr.
ElspethYoung, preeented the propoeal for a Regional
START Network for Oceania. The Meeting noted
the Secretariat s intention to review the implicatione
of the propoeal for SPREP and to provide ite viewe to
DrYoung.

136. The Forum Secretariat outlined the decisiong
taken at the 26th South Pacific Forum, held in
Madang, particularly those concerni n g development
of the Regional Stratery and its relationship to the
activitiee of SPOCC and the review of the Forum Sec-
retariat. The development of the Regional Strategy
called for close s'qlking relationshipe with other
SPOCC agencies and the Forum Secretariat looked
forward to working closely with SPREP in that re-
gard.

Agenda ltem 13:

Date and Venue of Next Meeting

137. The Meeting heard with appreciation an ex-
pression ofintereet by Tonga in hoeting the Miniete-
rial-Level Ninth SPREP Meetirng in 1996. It was
agreed that the Secretariat would prepare a detailed
estimate of the additional costg to the Secretariat of
hoeting the meeting in Tonga. Should Tonga not be
able to hostthe meeting on the basis of this cost esti-
mate, the Secretadat would seek frrther offers from
Members. If no further offere were received, the lgg6
Meeting would revert to being hosted by the Secre-
tariatinApia.

Agenda ltem 14:

Adoption of Report

138. The Meeting adopted the Report of its proceed-
ings.

Agenda ltem 15:

Glose

139. The Meeting closed with appreciation to the
Secretariat and thanks to the delegatee for their de-
Iiberatione.
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Annexes

Annex 1: List of Participants

GovemmenF and Adminlstafrons Me Nor€en BEDHEAD
Director I nternational Unit

AilIERICAN SAMOA Environment Liaieon and Cajldination Branch
Environnent Strate gies Directorate

Mr Togipa TAUSAGA Department of Environment, Sport and Territories
Director (DEST)
American Samoa Environmental ProtectionAgency GPO Box 787
Pago Pago 96799 CanberraAC"I260l
AMERICANSAMOA AUSTBALTA
Telephone: (684)6332304 Telephone: (616)274f388
Fax (684)633580r Fax: (616)274 1858

MTPhilipLANGFORD IVITBiUJACIGON
DeputyDirector ExecutiveOfficer
MarineWildlife Reeources Environ-entandAntarcticBranch
Pago Pago 96?99 Department of Foreiga Affaire and Trade
AMERICANSAI{OA CanberraACT2600
Telephone: (684) 633 4456 AUSTRALIA
Fax: (684) 633 5944 Telephone: (616) 261 fffi?

Fax: (616)261 2594

AUSTRALIA MsKylieOAIGS
Second Secretary

MrDavid RITCHIE Ausfi'alien ffigh Commiesion
Assietant Secretary PO Box 704
Offrce of PacificlelandsAfrairs Apia
Departmentof ForeignAffaire andTlade WESTERNSAI\'IOA
CanberraACT2600 Telephone: (685)84f1
AUSTRALtrA Fax (685) 23 159

Telephone: (616)2612153
Fax: (616) 261 2332 Ms Susan COLES

EnvironmentalLaw Unit
HEMTDavidHEGARTY LegalOffice
High Commissioner Department of Foreign Affaire and Ttade
AuetralianHigh Comnission CanberraA0T2600
PO Box ?04 AUSTR'ALIA
Apia TelePhone: (616)2612923

WESTERNMMOA Fax: (616)261 2144

Telephone; (685)23411
Fax: (685) 23 159 Mr Felix SCHI"AGER

Acting Aesistant Director
MrAndrew ROWELL hotectedAreasDevelopmentUnit
program Manager Aush'nliarr Nature Conservation Agency (ANCA)

PACII Section CanbenaACTzGOl
AuetralianAgencyforlnternationalDevelopment AUSTRALIA
(AusAID) Telephone: (616) 250034t]
CanberraA0T260l Fax: (616)2500349

AUSTRALIA
Telephone: (616)2764863
Fax: (6LG)276472O
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COOKISLANDS

Mr Tuingariki SHORT
Director
Cook Islands Consenration Service
PO Box 371
Ramtonga
COOKISI,ANDS
Telephone: (682)21266
Fax: (682)22256

FEDERATED STATES OF TUIICRONESIA

I\[rGabrielAYJN
Deputy ChiefofMission
Embassy of Federated States of Microneeia
PO Box 15493
Suva
FIJI
Telephone: (679) 304 566/180
Fax: (679)304081

Mr Nascha SIREN
Division of Environment and Community Hedth
Departrnent of Health Services
PO Box PS 70
pslilrir, Pohnpei 9694l
FEDERATED STATES OF MICRONESIA
Telephone: (691) 3202619
Fax: (691) 3205263

Mr Carl D. APIS
ForeignService Officer
Member of the FSM Sustainable
DevelopmentCouncil
Department of External Affairs
PO BoxPS 123
pnlilrir, Pohnpei 9694 I
FEDERATED STATES OF NIICRONESIA
Telephone: (691) 320 254U26t9
Fax (691)3202933

FIJI

MTEpeliNASOME
Acting Director Environment
Minietry of Local Governmentand Environment
Suva
FIJI
Telephone: (679) 311 699
Fax: (679)3m5f6

FRANCE

HE Ambassador Jean BRESSOT
Permanent Secretary for the South Pacific
Ministry of Forei gn Affaire
27,nte Oudinot
Paris 75007
FRANCE
Telephone (33-r) 4783 09 29
Fax: (33-1) 4666 93 41

Mme ChristianeA\mllNE
MinisGre dee affaires 6trangdres
Direction dee affairee 6conomiquee et financiires
Siclirection de I'environnement et des
coop6rations eectorielles
37, Quai d'Orsay
75700
Paris
FB.ANCE
Telephone: (33-1) 43L7 4484
Fax: (33-1) 43 17 5085

FRENCHPOLYNESIA

Mr Patrick Tahiata HOWELL
Minister for Employment Training and Environment
Spokesman for the Government
Papeete
FRENCHPOLYNESIA
Telephone: (689) 43 34 09
Fax: (689) 41 92 52

MrMoeavaATA
Special Advisor to the President for Foreign Affairs,
Regional Co-operation and International Air
Tlansport
Office of the Preeident
Papeete
FRENCH POLYNESIA
Telephone: (689) 41 04 31
Fax: (689) 43 20 le

MTTeTiiVALL,ALIX
Head of the Department for Environment
DeIe gation for the Environm ent
rue des Poilus tahitiens
PO Box 4562
Papeete
FRENCHPOLYNESIA
Telephone: (689) 43 24 09
Fax: (689) 41 92 52
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GUAM DTWTenGREEN
Director

MrJeeus SALAS PlanningandExternalAgencyDivision
DeputyAdministrator Departmentof Coneeryation
Guam Environmental ProtectionAgency PO Box 10 420,
GUAM Wellington
Telephone: (671)4728863 NEWZEALAND
Fax: (67L)4779402 Telephone: (64)447IO72q

Fax: (64)4471LO82
KIRIBATI

MTNigelMOORE
MrTabokaiKIRITOME DepuffDirector
Secnetary for Environment and SocialDevelopment South Pacifrc Divieion
Ministry of Environmentand Social Development Ministry of ForeignAffairs andTbade
PO Box 64 Private Bag 18 901
Bairiki, Tarawa Wellington
REPUBLIC OF KIRIBATI NEWZEAI"AND
Telephone: (686) 28 2LL|2,8OOA Telephone: (64) 4 4728877
Fax: (686)28202 Fax: (64)44729596

MrAndrew S. TEEM MTDavidBARTLE
Assistant Environment Co'ordinator Deputy Director
Ministry of Environment and SocialDevelopment Euvironment Division
PO Box 64 MinistryofForeignAffairsandTlade
Bairiki, Tarawa Private Bag 18901
REPUBLICOFKIRIBATI Wellington
Telephone: (686)23211128000 NEWZEALAND
Fax: (686) 28 202 Telephone: (64) 447gZLOz

Fax: (64') 4472857L
IIAURU

Mr Bill DOBBIE
MTRoxenAGADIO SecondSecrretary
Secretary New Zealand High Commiseion
Department of Island Development and Induetry PO Box 1876
EnvironmentUnit Apia
NAURU WESTERNSAI{OA
Telephone: (674) .144 3181 Telephone: (685) 21 711
Fax: (674)444979L Fax: (685)20086

NEWZEAI.AND NIUE

HEMTPeteTHEENAN MrBradleyPUNU
High Commigsioner Secretaryto Government
NewZealandHigh0ommission Alofi
POBox 1876 MIJE
Apia Telephone: (683)4200
WESTERNSAMOA Fax: (683r4n44206
Telephone: (685)21 711
Fax: (685) 20 086 PAPUA NEWGUINEA

MrMiseiell-tVE
Acting Assistant Secretary Policy and Planning
Deparhent of Environment and Coneeryation
PortMoresby
PAPUA NEW GIIINEA
Telephone: (675)327 1046
Fax: (675)327 1900
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TONGA

I\rIr Sione Latu ila TONGILAVA
Secretary for r.onds, Sunrey and Natural Reeourcea
Minietry of Lands, Survey and NaturalReeources
PO Box 5
Nuku'alofa
TONGA
Telephone: (676)23611
Fax: (676)23216

TWALU

Hon. KamutaI"ATASI
PrimeMinisier
Goverament ofTuvalu
Office ofthe Prime Minister
PrivateMailBag
Funafuti
TWALU
Telephone: (688)20841
Fax: (688) 20 819

MTApisaiIELEMIA
First Secretary
TuvaluEmbaesy
Suva
FIJI

UN|TED STATES OFAMERICA

Me Constance C.ARVIS
ScienceAfrairs Officer
Office of OceanAfrairs
Bureau of Oceans and Internationsl

Environm ental and Scientific Affairs
Departmentof State
Washington DC 20520
UNI1ED STAIES OF AI\,IERICA
Telephone: (202)647 9692
Fax: (202) 647 1106

Mr RobertT. YAIvIATE
ChargedAftairee
Embassy of the United States of America
Apia
WESTERNSA}IOA
Telephone: (685)22696
Fax: (685) 22 030

CommanderJim MILBURY
Office of Marine Environment Protection
Fourteenth Coast Guard Dietrict
PJKK Federal Building, Suite I r09A
300AlaMoanaBlvd
Honolulu, III 90050-4982
UMTED STATES OFAMERICA
Telephone: (808) 541 2118
Fax: (808) 541 2116

Mr ChristopherE. STEIN
Superintendent
National Park of American Samoa
Departmentof Interior
Pago Pago 96?99
AMERICANSAIVIOA
Telephone: (684)633 7082
Fax: (684)6337085

VANUATU

Hon.EdwardTAMBISARJ
Minister for Health and Environment
Ministry of Health, Environment, Population
and Righte of Children

Private MailBag
REPTJBLIC OFVANUATU
Telephone: (678') 22 9LJl22 347
Fax: (678)23L42

IvIrErnestBANI
Head
Enviro''mentUnit
Private Mail Bag 063
PortVila
VANUATT.J
Telephone: (678)25302
Fax: (678)23142

WALLISANDFUTUNA

Mr Pascal NIUTOUA
Territorid Counsellor
WALLISAND FUT1JNA
Telephone: (681) ?2 2504
Fax: (68r)722054

Mr Taputai PESAIVIINO
Territorial Counsellor
WALLIS AND FUTUNA
Telephone: (681) 722504
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WESTERN SAMOA

MrMose PouviSUA
Secretary for Foreigp Affairs
Ministry of Foreigp Affairs
Apia
WESTERNSAIVIOA
Telephone: (685) 21 500
Fax: (685) 21 504

Mrs Fa'a- aueili I€inafo TUIiliIALEALI'IFANO
Director
Department of Lands, Suweye and Environnent
Apia
WESTERNSAMOA
Telephone: (685) 22 481
Fax: (685)23 176

Mr Terry TO'OMATA
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Political Divieion
Ministry of Foreign Afrairs
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Telephone: (685)21 500
Fax: (685) 21 504
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Department of Lands, Surveye and Environment
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Telephone: (685) 22 481
Fax: (685) 23 176
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Attorney Generale Office
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Telephone: (685)20295
Fax: (685) 22 118

IvIr Cedric SCHUSTER
Department of Lands, Surveye and Environm'ent
Apia
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Telephone: (685)22481
Fax: (685) 23 176
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Forum Secretariat
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FIJI
Telepbone: (679) 312600
Fax: (679)300 192
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Secretary-Creneral
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Telephone: (687)262000
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Senior Administration OQcer
South Pacifi c Commiesion
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NEW CALEDONIA
Telephone: (687) 26 20 00
Fax: (687) 26 38 18
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DrElspethYOUNG
National Centre for Development Sludiee
Environrnental Management and Develqrment
Reeearch School ofPacific snd Asinn Studiee
Australian National University 0200
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AUSTRALIA
Telephone: (616)2495628
Fax: (61.6) 249 6570
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Mr HaTiDEWAN
Reeident Representative
FAO
Private Mail Bag
Apia
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Telephone: (686)22L27
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EVS/ENRiID, United Nations ESCAP

Mr ChoeiKONDA
Envimnmental Management Expert
Environm ent SectionlEnvironment,
Natural Resopsegs [\rlann gement Divieion
EVS/ENRMD, United Nations ESCAP
Bangkok
fiIAII"AI{D
Telepbone: (66) 2 288 f688
Fax (66)22881025

EUROPEANUNION

MTGeTdJARCHOW
Head'of Delegation of the European
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Private Mail Bag
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FIJI
Telephone: (679)313633
Fax: (679)3003?0
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First Secretary, Eonomics
Delegation of the European Commiseion
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European Commission
Private Mail Bag
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Telephone: (679) 313633
Fax: (679)300370
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Regident Counsellor
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Telephone: (685)20070
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Fa'asao Savait
Manager
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SeondSecretary
Embassy of the Federal Republic of Germany
Vysllington
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Telephone: (64)44736063
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Fax: (685)21993 RoyalExchange

Sydney, NSW2000
PACIFIC CONCERNS RESOURCE CENTRE AUSIR.ALIA

Telephone: (612)2d7 8133
MTVikIoTKAISIEPO Far (612)247 4579
Assistant Director
Environment UNITED }.|AflONS DEITELOPIUIENT PROGRAIIilIE
Pacific Concerns Reeource Centre
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Annex 2: Opening Address by Hon. Fa'aso'otauloa Pati,
Minister of Lands, Surveys and Environment,
Government of Western Samoa

ReverendMilo Siilata,

Mr Chairperson,

Hon, Prime Minister Kamuta Latasi,

Hon. Ministers of State,

Representatives of the Member Countries andAd-
ministrations,

Dr Vili Fuavao, Director of SPREP

Representatives of Regional Organisations and Insti-
tutions,

Membersof the Diplomatic Corps,

Visiting Observers,

Ladies and Gentleman,

On behalf of the Goverrunent of West€rn Samoa, I
am highly honoured to welcome you all here today to
the Eighth SPREPMeeting, the annual management
meeting for the South Pacific Regional Environment
Programme.

I am also very pleased to address you now as this is
the first SPREP Meeting at which SPREP is a com-
pletely independent regional body. I congratulate the
member countries of SPREP for the remarkably short
period of time that they took to have the SPREP
Agreement corne into operation" thus granting SPREP
the autonomy which it currently enjoye, and sepa-
rating it amicably fron the South Pacific Commie-
eion.

The coming into force of the SPREP Agreement ie a
signifi.cant event for both the region and Weetern
Sa-oa. As a consequenoe, SPREP is now the re-
gion'e newest regional organisation, completing a long
process which etarted in 1991. SPREP haa aleo at-
tained full legal standing not only in our country but
in our region, as well ae an advanced position in the
international arena. Furthermore we as Member
governments of SPREP have demonetrated to the
people of the Pacific and the world our commitnent
towards protecting not only our national environ-
ments but both our regional and global environments
and our collective efforts in addressing the environ-
mental probleme that eurround ue. In particular
my country, Weetern Snmoa, remains steadfast in
its opposition to activitiee that endanger the safeff of
our Pacific enviro"ment. SPREP also provides the
platform from which to make our region'e contribu-
tions to pmtecting the orrcrall envimnment of the globe.

The Government ofWeetern Sarnoa which hae been
and still is a strong supporter of SPREP and its work
programng accords great eignificance to hosting the
SPREP Headquarters here in West€rn Samoa, and
we perceive this ae another instance of our sincere
commitment to our precious but fragile environnent.

I also congratulate the Director of SPREP, Dr Vili
Fuavao, on the new etatus achieved for this very
important orga n i ssti6n in the South Pacific re gion.
I am eure you will all agree with me that there is a
high level of commitment and profeeeional ability
amongst the Sectetariat etaff.

As thie ig the first time the SPREP Secretariat hae
hosted aSPREPMeeting, we also applaud DrFr.nvao
and his etafr on their dedicated perfomance and com-
mendable preparatione which have brought ue to,
gether here in Apia for thie meeting.

As you are aware, SPREP began hosting a eeriee of
important mssfings over the past week here in Apia,
which will culminate with the end of thie meeting on
Friday. I greatly appreciate the uneelfish efforts of
delegates and the SPREP Secretariat during the past
weekend where major decieions were made inprepa-
ration for thin meeting commencing today.

lvlr Chairman, ladies and gentlem.en, you have a chal-
lenge before you which is to deliberate and make de-
cieions on various important issues aa eet out on the
agenda. The previoue recent SPREP Meetings were
concentrated on institutional, legal and procedural
meetings eetabliehing SPREP ae a regional entity.
However, thie particular SPREP Meeting ie geared
towarde studying and directing SPREP'e work pro-
gtamme and budget. I am confident that improved
guidelinee and directionsfor SPREP wiU eneue ftom
.thie meeting and ehould facilitate and aleo encour-
age greater cooperation between member countriea
acrogg our vastregion.

I aleo note that the agenda providee an opportunity
for you to examine various regional and international
acjivitiee in which SPREP and our Member coun-
triee are involved and also methods and approachee
we can utilise aa a group to achieve eustainable de-

' velopment, or our goale of balancing our curr€nt e@-
nomic development, which relies heavify on our natu-
ral rpeourcee, with maintaining and even enhanring
these natrlral resourcee snd the environment ou which
they depend, for the eake of the future generatione -
eur shildrsa and grandchildren.
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In spite of your busy schedule and workload, I trust ture of SPREP reliee sn our participation and coop-
that before you leave our ehores you would have hail eration and contributions an{ more importantly, the
the opportunity to sight part of our environment and value we place upon the protection and presenation
to experience Samoan hospitality and culture. We of oru unique Pacific environment.
haveprideinourheritageandwiehtoshareitwith . r r r r ,i -.,.h
yorr. bt behalf of the Government of We lE r8 now my greaE preasure u) oecrare open ure Ergnu

moa I wish you welt in your delibe""tio".tfr,? irl" sPREPMeeti"s' 
-

next three days. I respectfully urge you all to honorr Soifua.
your respective countries'commitments, as the fu-
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Annex 3: Address by the SecretaryGeneralof the South Pacific Commission (SPC),
MrAti George Sokomanu

Mr Chairman,

Distinguished Representatives to the Eighth SPREP
Meeting,

Directorof SPREP,

Heads of SPOCC Organisatione,

Ladiesand Gentlemen,

It is with great pleasure that I represent the South
Pacifrc Commission at this historical gathering,
marking the first SPREP Meeting held under what
is now a legally recognised intergovernmental, re-
gional organisation, having the eeme etatua ae those
already in existence in thie, our Pacific region.

Mr Chairman, please acceptmy sincer€ congratula-
tions to your Meeting and to the current Director
and his predecessors for this monumental achieve-
ment. I am eure that our Island countriee and teri-
tories will only etand to Sain from this major mile-
stone in the history of this organisation. And it is
my hope that this organisation will continue to eerye
without fear and prejudice the needs of the region,
and that it will achieve the main purpose of its ex-
istence.

Mr Chairman, the South Pacific Commission is
proud to have been associated with the embryonic
development of SPREP, when this viable seed wae
sown some two decades ago. The active involvement
of the four major players then, namely UNEP,
ESCAP, SPEC (now the Forum Sesetadrat), and SPC
ensured that SPREP during its infancy and devel-
opment was given all possible reeourcee.

The 199495 Annual Report of SPREP provides a short
history ofthis orgqnisation. I, therefore, need not
trace it again. However, allow me juet to mention
that the South Pacifrc Commission has had a cor-
dial and dose aesociation with SPREP since its for-
mal establishment in 1980. The Programme was
housed in the SPC Headquartere in Noumea, and
reeourced by external and core SPC funds and fully
eerviced by the Commiesion's Adminietrative and
Financial Services until a decade laterwhen, after
gaining autonomous statue, SPREP moved to ite
Headquarters here in Apia. I am proud to say that
during all theee evolutionary changes to the organi-
eation, the South Pacific Commission wae fully com-
mitted to this transition.

Hence, the 30th ofAuguet 1995 ie when, if you like,
SPREP came of age, reaching a legally recognised
internationaUregional organisational etatus, and
joined other suchorganisatione sendng the interests
of the Pacificregion.

Mr Chairman, whilst all these difrerent organisa,
tione involved in the Pacifrc region have different
mandates to follow, I believe there is a united con-
mon goal which we all share. And that is, to provide
a senrice to this region, for the betterment of its peo-
ples, be it in envimnmental matters, developmental,
educational, scientific and/or economic mattere.

Mr Chairman, lest we forget, the mnin reaeon of our
mere exiet€nce ie to cater for the interests of the is-
land countriee and territories that we serye. And I
say thie, not only for this organisation, but aleo all
other organinations involved in thie very region of
ours, induding our shareholdere. No one organiea-
tion, and./or shareholder, can lay legitirnate claim to
be a leading role model, and that whatever they eay
should be Been as gospel. Such an attitude can only
Iead to the demiee of our reg'ion and our failure to
fulfiI our mandatee. We will serve our purpose if all
partners involved work together to achieve this
united common goal. It is my prayer that the differ-
ent organisations involved in tbe regioa together with
shareholders, work towards this end.

Let me, Mr Chairman, end by quoting a Chinese
saying, which is not only reflective of the closeneee
of the SPC'a associationwith SPREP, butone which
I hope will guide us with the way we go about in
carrying out our reeponsibilities to thie region we
Serve:

"pe nsf, s/a lk in front of ne, for I may not follow,

Do not walk behind me, for I may not lead,

Juetwalkbeside me, andbe afriend."

Thankyou.

Soifua.
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Annex 4: Opening Address by Director, Dr Vili A. Fuavao

Mr Prime Minister,

Pastor Milo $iilafs,

MrChairman,

Honourable Ministers,

Menbereof the Diplomatic Corps,

Heade of Regional Organisatione,

Distinguished Delegates,

Obsenzers,

Ladies and Gentlenen,

I have to say that I am eomewhat overwhelmed at
actually being present thie morning on the occasion
of the opening of the firet SPREP Meeting since the
organisation geinsd full, legal autonomy. To those
goverrunents which made thie possible by ratifying
e1 ggceding to the SPREP Agreement, I express my
appreciation. To those whose constitutional proesseg
are etill under way, I look fonrard to your joining us
8@n-

I am overvhelmed, too, at the high-level eupport given
to our new etatus evidenced by the presence in thie
room of the Honourable Prime Minist€r of Tuvalu-
an old fiend of SPREFe I might add - and of Hon-
ourable Ministers from French Polyneeia, Papua
New Guinea and Vanuatu. For you to make time
available in your buey schedules to be with us today
ie an indication of your support and commitment to
SPREP and the ideale it stands for. On behalf of the
meeting, I would like to convey my thanke to you for
coming all this way to deliberate with us on vital
issuee affecting the course ofourregion s future de-
velopment.

My thanlrn aleo to the Hon. Fa'aeo'otauloa Pati, Min-
igtet of I.rnds, Suweys and Environnent of Weetern
Samoa, not only for his gracious opening addrese but
also for the eupport and commitment which his gov-
ernment showe at all tines towards SPREP. With-
out your wholehearted cooperation from the outset,
the eetablishment of an independent SPREP would
have been a muchmore diflicultexercise.

Speeting of that I would like to acknowledge the ae-
sistanc€ of the South Pacifrc Commiesion over the
many yeare it hosted SPREP at its Headquarters in
Noumea. It is moet frtting that the Secretary-Gen-
eral, Ati George Sokomanu, is able to be with us to-
day and we thanlr hin for hie gracioue message.

At this etage I tbink it would be appropriate aleo to
mention the presence in our midst once more of del-

egations from Guam and French Polyneeia. It is
well known that you have overcome considerable dif-
ficulties of principle in order to take up your eeatg
again 2; a SPREP Meeting and on behalf of all the
membership I would like to acknowledge the efforts
and compromise you have undoubtedly made to join
us today. Welcone back.

This is also the first SPREP Meeting which we in
the Secretariat bave hosted ourselves. We have tried
to do everything right. However, if there is some-
thing we might have miesed that you need, please
let us know.

For this year's agenda, we have tried to concentrate
on Work Programme iseues. That is why you have
before you a rather long list of items dealing with
reports on our activities during the past year. These
are grouped under three headings - International,
Regional and Work Programme. I hope you find them
useful. If you need further information, or have any
guestione, on these reports, please let us know.
SPREP'o prograynme offrcers are here to assist you
with the technical details.

Work Programme matters I would like to highlight
for you as being ofparticular significance include the
report of yesterday's Advisory Committee on imple-
mentation of the outcomes of the Barbados Confer-
ence, the status of the region's strategy for dealing
with the Global Environment Facility, the region's
input to the Conference to be held in Washington DC
later this month to frnalise a Global Programme of
Action for the Protection of the Marine Environment
from Land-Based Activities and the recent conclu-
sionof the Waigani Conventionon Hazardous Wastes.
A lot of work has been put into these issues by SPRDP
members and the Secretariat and I hope this Meet-
ing can agree on and advance any outstanding is-
sue8.

Despite the Secretariat'e best intentions, it wae not
possible to avoid institutional iesues altogether on
your agenda. All of them have been raised before,
and no doubt eome wiU be raieed again. This is be-
cause they deal with issues of fundamental signifi-
cance to the way your Secretariat is structured, how
it operates and even how it is physically accommo-
dated.

One of these issues is the major question of the fre-
quency of future SPREP Meetinge. The Secretari-
at's viewe are well known - we are convinced that it
would be more cogt-effective and efficient ifthe SPREP
Meeting were held less frequently than every year.
Otrr reasons are set out clearly, I believe, in the work-
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ing paper which I ask you to consider carefully and
come to a definite decision one way or the other.

Another major issue is the Review of Terme and Con-
ditions of Employment of SPOCC organisations. The
Secretariat's salaries and terme and conditione of
employment have now been under review continu-
ously for four yeare - since the special Meeting in
1991 in fact. This has brought enormous uncertain-
ties to management and staffalike. A Sub-commit-
tee which you established last year has worked hard
to produce recommendations on the SPOCC review
which were someti:nes controversial. The Secretariat
strongly endorses the Sub-committee's re@mmenda-
tions and pleads with this Meeting to endoree them
so that SPREP can operate under a fully settled sys-

tem for the first time eince its move from Noumea to
Apia.

The other matter I want to bring to your attention is
the need for this Meeting to decide on a deeign con'
cept for a new headquarters for the organisation. This
will enable firnding pogsibilities to be pureued to their
fulleet extent. Our temporary headquarters has
reached its capacity. We have exhaueted dl options
for extending existing temporary buildings. T'lre only
option now ie to put up.new buildings. I am con'
vinced that this should only happen at the new eite
atAvele. We therefore need to move ahead as quickly
as poseible on the new headquartere proposals. We
are putting up a display ofthe seven entries in the
design competition and later in the Meeting the Chair'
man of the judging panel will brief you on the panels
findings a tr d recommendations.

On finance issues, I have to express my deep concern
at the level of outetanding voluntary contributions

from Members goingback, in eome casee, nearly four
years. The Secretariat is now facing a ehortfall in
its Primary Function budget aa a dire"1*guh sf this
situation, which I might add applies aleo to the Apia
and SPREP Conventions budgetfunds. Deepite fre'
quentremindere from the Secretariat, the situation
has not improved in the past year. Of a core budget
of $500,000 a year, over $400,000 is currently out'
standing in respect of 1995 and earlier years. TIre
cumulative effect of this will soon give us cash'flow
problems. I would ask the Work Progtamme and
Budget Sub-committee to addrees thie and other fi-
nance mattere - euch as our propoeals to address
projections of increased expenditure and reduced in'
come -withthe utmost urgency and tocome up with
workable eolutions. Unless this i8 resolved, the Sec'
retariat facee financial crisis ir the yeare ahead.

Finally, in thie litany of good news and bad news, I
must mention the SPREP Action PIan which is now
due for revision. Later in the Meeting we will dis'
cuss how this is to proceed so as to ensur€ that SPREP
has a living document to carry it into the next cen'
tury with realistic gosle based on the clearly identi'
fied prioritiee of its Members.

It only lspainn for me now, Mr Chair, ladies and
gentlemen, to wishyou wellinyour deliberatione over

the next three days. In doing so let me say how pleased

I arn to see so many old friends of SPREP around the
table thie morning as well as eeveral new facee. It ire

good to have new blood and ideas coupled with tried
and teeted experienee. I will be following your dis-
cueeions thie week with great intereet and wish all
ofyou all the best.

Soifua.
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Annex 5: Rules of Procedure of the SpREp Meeting

Conbntr

Rule Sublect

I
2
3
4
o
6
7
8
I

10
11

t2
13

Page No.

30
30
30
3l
31
31
31
32
32
32
3il
33

33
33
33
33

33
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15
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Scoee
Definitione
Venues
Datee
Invitatione
Participation
Aeenda
Chair and Vice-Chair
Responsibilitiee
Conduct of Bueinegg
Decisiong
Reports
Committeee, Sub-cummittees
and Subeidiary Bodies
T.enguagee

Amendments
Repeab
Ove rriding Authority of the
Agreement

These Rulee shall apply to all SPREP Meetinge, in-
cluding committees, eub-committees and other eub-
eidiary bodiee eetablished by the SPREP Meeting
under Artide 3.4 of the Agreement.

Definitions
Rule 2

For the purposes oftheee Rules:

' 'Action Plan" meena tLre Actian Planfor Man-
aging the Natural Eesources and Enuiron-
rnentof tlw $uth PacifinReginn adoptedfrom
time to time by the SPREP Meeting, setting
the strategies and objectives of SPREp;

' lAgreement"meenatheAgrenment&stablish-
ing the Soutlt. Pacific Regianol Environment
Programme os a,n intergouernmentol or gani-
satian done at Apia on lG June lggS;

'Meeting" means any ffiinary or Spe-iql Meet-
ing of the Members, induding msstin gs of com-
mitteee, sub-committees and other subsidiarv
bodies;

'Membere" means thq, Parties to the Agree-
ment and, with the appropriate authorisation
of the Party having responsibility for its inter,
national affaire, each of the followirng:

' AmericanSamoa . NorthernMariana
' French Polynesia Ielande
' Guam . Tokelau
'New Caledonia WallisandFutuna

'?arties" means governments which have rati-
fied, aepted, appmved or aeded to the Agree-
ment;

"Ruled'meana the Rulee of Procedure adopted
by the SPREP Meeting at its first meeting as
an intergovernmental organisation at Apia,
Western Samoa, on L1 October lggb;

"Secretariaf, ' means the Secretariat of the South
Pacific Regional Environrnent Programme es,
tablished under Article 1.2 of the Agreement;

"Sessions" means plenary sessions of the Meet-
ing, induding meetings ofcommittees, sub-com-
mittees and other subsidiary bodies;

"SPREP'meane the South Pacific Regional
Environment Programme established pursu-
ant to Article 1. 1 of the Agreement as an inter-
governmental or ganisation;

"SPREP Meeting" means the organ of SPREP
established pursuant to Artide 1.2 of the Agree-
ment.

Venues
Rirle 3

1. Each Meeting shall decide the venue and tim-
ingof the nextMeeting.

2. Inunforeseencircumstances,theSecretariat
may, in consultation witb the Chair and the Mem-
bers, change the venue and timing of the next Meet-
ing.

3. The Secretariat shall make all necessary ar-
rangements for the'convening of Meetings.

Scope
Rule I

30



Anncx 6

Dates
Rule 4

l. As provided under Article 3.2 of the Agree-
ment, the Meeting shall be held at such times ae the
Meeting may determine and ehall be hosted by one of
the Members or by the Secretariat.

2. A SpecialMeeting maybe convened in accord-
ance with Article 3.2 of the Agreement no later than
six weeks after receipt by the Secretariat of a request
to this effect from a majority of Membere, or on a
date decided upon by the Meeting.

Invitations
Rule 5

1. The Secretariat ehall invite all Members to
nominate representatives to each Meeting.

2. The Secretariat shall also invite the Forum
Secretariat, the South Pacific Commission, the
United Nations Environment Programme and the
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the
Pacific to nominate advieers to eaeh Meeting.

3. The Secretariat may invite any State Member
of the United Nations, any State Member of any
United Nations Specialised Agency, any United Na-
tions Sp ecialised Agency, any inter govern-mental or-
ge ni gstisn 6r non- governm ental or ganisation w hich
has a d,irect concern in the protection of the natural
resources and environment of the South Paci-fic re-
gion to eachMeeting.

4. Invitations to representatives, advisers and
observers shall be sent by the Secretariat no later
than six weeks before the date of each Meeting.

5. Names of all representatives, advisers and ob-
servers ehall be advieed to the Secretariat before the
commencement of each Meeting. Any subsequent
changes shall also be norified to the Secretariat.

Participation
Rule 6

l. Plenary sessions ehallbe open to thoee invited
to attend, unless the Meeting decides otherwise.

2. Sessione of committees, sub-committeee and
other subsidiary bodiee shall be held in closed ses-
sion, unless the Meeting decides otherwiee.

3. Advisers and obeervers may, with the consent
of the Chair, addrese the Meeting and participate in
its d.iscussions.

Agenda
Rule 7

1. The Secretariat, in coneultation with the
Chair, shall prepare a Provisionsl [gsndg for each
Meeting. The Pmvisionel dggnds ehall be circulated
to Members no later than eix months prior to the
date of the Meeting.

2. The Provisional Agenda ehall include, with-
out limitation:

' any iteme whichthe previous Meetinghaere-
quested be included;

' any iteme in respect of which the previoue
Meeting hae not completed coneideratiorq

' a report by the Director on the activitiee of
SPREP;

' a review by the Sesetariat of progrees with
the implementation of the SPREP work pro-
gtamme and an integrated work programme
and budget for the next financial period;

' a report by the Secretariat on any administra-
tive and financial implicatione of new propos-
als;and

' any matterproposed by a Member or the Sec-
retariat.

3, Agenda items proposed by Members following
circulation of the ProvisionalAgenda ehall be com-
municated to the Secretariat no later than three
months before the Meeting and ehall be incorporated
in a Revieed Provisional Agenda. Working or back-
ground paper's for euch iteme ehall aleo reach the
Secretariat no later than three months before the
Meeting.

4. The Revieed ProvisionalAgenda ehell Ss qir-
culated by the Secretariat to Members with the Work-
ing Papers for the Meeting no later tban eix weeke
before the Meeting.

5. WhenadoptingtheAgendaforaldeeting,Mem-
bers may add, delete, defer or amend iteme.

6. The ProvieionalAgendafor a SpecidMeeting
shall include only thoee items proposed by a Member
or Membere for that Meeting and shall be circulated
to Membere at the eame time as the invitation to the
Special Meeting. A Speeial Meeting shall deal only
with itens on ite Provieional Agenda.
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Ghalr and Vlce4halr
Rule 8

1. PureuanttoArtide 4.l oftheAgreement, and
eubject to Rule 8.2, the role of Chair shall rotate al-
phabetically.

2. Where a Meeting ie hoetedby the Seeetariat,
the Meeting shall appoint by coneensus a Chair in
accordance with Rule 8.1. Where a Meeting is not
hosted by the Seaetariat, the Chair ehall be provided
by the delegation of the host country.

e. Subject to Article 4.1 of the Agreement, the
role of the Vice-Chair ehaU rstate alphabetically
whether or not the Meeting is hosted by the Secre-
tariat.

4. PureuanttoArticle 4.1 oftheAgreementand
subject to Rule 8.3, the appointment of the Vie-Chair
shallbe made from the delegationof another counhy
other than that of the host couutry.

5. The Chair and Vice-Chair shall remain in of-
fice until their eucceseore are appointed at the next
Meeting. At the firet eeesion of each Meeting, the
current Chair shall preeide until a successor is ap-
pointed by the Meeting.

6. The Chairmayexercise the speakingrightsof
hie/her delegation in the absence ofanother repre-
eentative of the sa-e delegation atthe Meeting.

7 . In addition to any other functions confer:ed by
these Rules, the Chair shall declare the Meeting open
and closed, d.irect discugsiong, ensute obeervance of
these Rules, accord the right to speak and arurounce
conseneua and decieions.

8. Inthe absence of the Chairfrom the Meeting,
the Vice-Chair ehall assume the duties of the Chair
inthe meantime.

9. Should the Chair resign or otherwise become
unable to complete a term of office, the Vice-Chair
shall assume the dutiee of the Chair.

Responslbilitiee
Rule 9

1. The Secretariat shall be responsible for ar-
rangements for and adminietration of Meetings, in-
cluding secretarial anil interpretation and transla-
tion senrices and printing and circulation of docu-
ments. It shall have cuetody of the archives of Meet-
ings and shall generdlyperform all other work which
the Meeting may require.

2. The host country shall be responsible for pro-
viding the venue for the Meeting, arrangements for
accommodation and transport, communicatione fa-
cilitiee, eecretarial facilitiee and aesistance and sta-
tionery and office supplies.

3. The host country shall also be responsible for
meeting the direct additional costs to the Secretariat
of hosting the Meeting in the host country over and
above the cost of holding the Meeting at the Secre-
tariat's Headquarters. Such additional costs would
normally indude airfaree and per diems for the Secre-
tariat team, and for the interpreters and hanslators,
and airfreight costs for necessary conference equip-
ment such as computers and simultaneous interpre-
tation equipment.

Conduct of Business
Rule 10

1. Two-thirde of Members shall constitute a quo-
rum.

2. Inraising a pointof order concerning the Meet-
ing's procedrlre, a representative may not speak on
the substance of the matter under discussion. Any
point of order shall be decided immediately by the
Chair. A representative may appeal against the rul-
ing of the Chair which appeal shall immediately be
put to the Meeting for decision. The Chair's ruling
shall etand unless overruled by a consensus decision
of the Meeting.

3. Substantive motions and amendments shall
normally be circulated to Members with the Work-
ing Papers for the Meeting at which they are to be
considered. However, unless any represenfslivg sa lls
for a postponement, the Chair may permit discus-
sion and consideration of amendments withoutpre-
vious circulation.

4. Subject to Rule 10.2, the following motions shall
have precedence, in order, over all other proposals or
potions before the Meeting:

' to suspend a sitting;

' to adjourna sitting;

' to adjourn debate on the question under dis'
cussion; and

' to close debate on the question under discus-
sion.

5. Permission to speak on a motion under Rule
10.4 shall be granted only to the proposer and to one

speaker in favour and two against. The motion shall
then be put to the Meeting for decision.
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6. If two or more proposals relate to the same
question, the Meeting, unless it decides otherwise,
shall decide on the proposals in the order in which
they have been tabled.

7. Any representative may request that parts of
a proposal or of an amendment be decided separately.
If an objection is made to the request for a division,
the Chair shall permit two Members to speak, one in
favour and the other against. The request shall then
be put to the Meeting for decision.

8. Ifa request under Rule 10.? is adopted, those
parts ofthe proposal shall then be decided as a whole.
If all the operative parts of a proposal or an amend-
ment have been rejected, the proposal or amendment
shall be considered to be rejected as a whole.

L A motion is considered to be an amendment to
a proposal if it adds to, deletes from, or revises part
o( that proposal. An amendment shall be decided
before the proposal to which it relates is decided. If
the amendment is adopted, the amended proposal
shall then be decided.

10. If two or more amendments are moved to a
proposal, the Meeting shall first decide on the amend-
ment furthest removed in substance from the origi-
nal proposal, then on the amendment next furthest
removed, and so on until all amendments have been
decided. The Chair shall determine the order of deci-
sion on amendments under this RuIe.

11. A proposal or motion may be withdrawn by its
proposer at any time before a decision has been
reached, provided the motion has not been amended.
A w ithdrawn proposal or motion may be rerntroduced
by any other representative.

L2. When a proposal has been either adopted or
rejected, it may not be reconeidered at the same Bes-

sion, unless the Meeting decidee otherwise. Permis-
sion to speak on a motion to reconsider ehall be ac-
corded only to the mover and euch other person as
the Chair may decide.

Decisions
Rule 1l

1. InaccordancewithArtide4oftheAgreement,
the work of the Meeting shall be conducted on the
basis of corrsensus of all Members, taking into ac-
count the practices and proceduree ofthe South Pa-
cificregion.

2. In the event that a decision is required, that
decision shall be taken by consensus of the Parties
which conaensus ehall ensure that the views of all
Members have been properly considered and taken
into account in reaching that consensus.

Reports
Rule 12

The Report adopted by each Meeting sball be printed
and cuculated by the Secretariat to Memberg as soon
as possible after each Meeting.

Committees, Sub-committees and Subsidlary
Bodies

Rule 13

1. The Meeting may convene euch committeee,
sub-committees and subsidiary bodiee as may be re-
quired for the effective traneaction ofits businesg,
during or between Meetinge, either ofrepreeentativee
or of experts to consider issues of a specraliFed nattlre
and to report back to the Meeting.

2. Unless otherwise decided, the Meeting shall
determine the terms ofreference for each suchcon'
mittee, sub-committee or subsidiary body and ehdl
also appoint a convenor for each such group.

Languages
Rule 14

The working languages for Meetinge shall be Eng'
Iish and French.

Amendments
Rule 15

These Rules may be amended by coneensus decision
ofthe Meeting

Repeals
Rule 16

Theee Rules ehall supersede any existing Rulee of
Procedure ae may have been adopted by the SPREP
Meeting.

Overriding Authorlty of tho Agmement
Rule.lT

In the event of any conflict between any provieion of
these Rules and the Agreement, the Agreement ehall
prevail.
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Annex 6: Agenda

1. Officiirl Opening
2. Appolntment of Cheir
3. Adoption ofAgenda andWorking Procedures

4. MattereArising fromSeventh SPBEP Meeting
5. Direc'tot'a Overview

6. Policy

6.1 FtequencyofFuture SPREPMeetings

6.2 Review ofTerms and Conditions ofEmployment of SPOCC Organisations

6.3 AppointnentofSelectionAdvisoryCommittee

7. Reporte

7.1 Ingtitutional

7.1.1 Director's Annual Report for lgg4lgS

7 .L.2 Agreement Establiehing SPREP - Statue Report

7.1.3 Membership Status of Guam and French Polyneeia

7.1.4 NewHeadquarters

7.1.6 Review of InstitutionalArrangements in Marine Resources Sector

7-2 Regional

7-2.1 Regional Convention on Hazardoue Wastes

7.2.2 Peglonal Mechanie- 1s lrnplement Barbados Conference Outcomes

7.2.3 Second Regronal Meeting of Meteorological Services Directors

7.2.4 Action Strategy for Nature Coneervation in the South Pacific

7 -2.5 Action Plan for Wetland Conservation in the South pacific

7.3 International

7.3.1 Global Environment Facility: Regional Strategy

7.3.2 Global Programme of Action for the Protection of the Marine Environment

fr om Land-Baeed Activities

7.3.3 International Coral Reef Initiative

7.3.4 Convention on Biological Diversity

7.3.5 Framework Conventionon Climate Change

7.3.6 The Vienna Convention and Montreal Protocol

7.3.7 Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild
FloraandFauna (CITES)

7.4 WorkProeramme

7.4.1 Coastal Protection

7.4.2 Environmental Education

7.4.3 Environmental Impact Assessment

7.4.{ Library and Information Centre

34



Anrrx t

7.4.5 Population and Environment

7.4.6 South Pacific Biodirueity Conseryation Progranme

7.4.7 Year of the Sea Turtle

7.4.8 Pollution Prevention, Waste Minimieation atrd Management

7.4.9 Global Clinate Change and Sea-Level Rise

7.4.10 Capacity 2l and RelatedActivities

8. Items Proposed by Member Countries

9. Finance

9.1 StatusofMemberContributions

9.2 Report on 1994 Caeh Flow

9.3 AuttitedAnnualAccor:ntsfor 1994

9.4 AppoinhentofAuditore

9.5 Rulee Governing Quotations and Tendering Procedures

10. WorkProgrammeendBudget

f 0. 1 Primary Function Budget Options to Addreee Projectione of Increased

Expenditure and Reduced Income

10.2 Evaluation of Scientific Aspects of Implementation of Work Programme

10.3 Work Progreynme Review for 1994

Revised Budget for 1995

Proposed Work Programme and Budget for 1996

Indicative Work Programme and Budget for 1997 and 1998

11. Statements by Observers

12. Other Business

Proposal for a Regional START Networkfor Oceania

13. Date andVenue of NertMeeting
14. Adoption of Report

15. Close

36



Annrr 7

Annex 7: New Headquarten$ Proposal - Selection of Architect (Agenda ltem 7.1.4)

Report of the Sub-committee on new headquarters complex design competition

1. theSeventhSPREPMeetingagreedtoinvite
eeven architecte'companies to participate in the de-
eign competition for the new SPREP Headquarters
complex. The companiea were:

' ArchitectsPacific

' EDce-EnvironmentalDesign Group Pty Ltd

' PhiltipeFlagelArchitecture

' Jnimi Associates Ltd

' JasmaxArchitects

' G.M. Meredith &Aesociates Ltd

' GazzardSheldon

2. The invitatione went out on 20 October 1994.

3. Representatives of the companies met in Apia
on 25 January 1995 for eite visit and were briefed on
the rulee of the eompetition. All submissione were
receivedby the cloeing date of the competition.

4. TheSub-committ€e (Jury) metfrom 7to 9June
1995 in Apia to review seven invited Architectural
Design Competition eubmissions, made an assees-
ment of each, and provided thie report to the 1995
SPREPMeeting.

Jury Membere

5. The eelectionofthe Sub-committee (Jury) was
done calefully to getarthitects with appropriate back-
ground and experience. To eneur€ independent judg-
ing and fairneee, architects from countries partici-
pating in the deeign eompetition were not considered.

6. TheJuryconeistedof:

Mr Joseph Farrell, AIA, Principal, Architects
Hawaii Ltd (Jury Chairman)

Dr Christopher Yif; tlrchitectural Historian
Professor, University of Hawaii

Mre Makurita Baaro, Secretary for Foreign
Afraire (Kiribati), Chair of the Seventh SPREP
Meetirg

Mr Moee Sua, Secretary for Foreign Affairs
laterreplacedby

Mr Terry To'omata, Ministry of Foreign Af-
faire, Weetern Samoa

Dr Vili Fuavao, Director, SPREP

I!ft'Donnld Stewart, Deputy Director, SPREP

7. Dr Yip is an architectural historian from the
School of Architecture, University of Hawaii, and Mr
Joseph Farrell, Architects Hawaii Ltd, has over 30
years in major design experience in the Pacific Is-
lands. This was a good cross-section of administra-
tion, government and the architectural profession to
whom the competing architects were unknow n, elim i -

nating bias. Mrs Makurita Baaro did not make it,
due to cancellation of airline flights.

Design Criteria

8. The Jury used both the Master Plan Report
(adoptedby the Sixth SPREPMeeting) and the Func-
tional Design Brief prepared by ARUP, dated August
1993, as a guide and the criteria for assessrng the
competition designs. The commendable quality of
the Master Plan Report andARUP's report and brief
added greatly to the success of this competition. The
criteria used to assess the designs were:

' general design quality and ability from desrgns
provided;

' aprominent Conference Centre;

. appropriate functions;

' economicaldesigu

' durable materials:

' low maintenance;

' good buildine siting;
. Iandscaping;

' relationshiptoneighbouringbuildings;

' environmental design and ability to blend
buildings with the surroundings;

' great weight was given to ARIJP's recommen-
dations that desigus appropriately express the
Pacific Islands and the aims and objectives of
SPREP; and

' the Jury added one more criterion and that
was that the design needed to demonstrate the
architect's capability to carry out the balance
of his/her work in an experienced and aesthetic
way.
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Jury Process

9. All Jury nembers stufied ARUPs Master Plan
Report and Functional Design Brief, visited the site
and the surrounding areas of Apia prior to the fol-
lowing judging process:

' The Jury fust discussed the design criteria
and gave Jury numbers to each project.

' Collectively, they then reviewed and discussed
all of the submissions.

' The Jury members then individually studied
each submission, making notes for the subse-
quent discussion and evaluation.

' Each submission was then individually dis-
cussed in detail, with each juror systemati-
cally explaining his positive and negative
thoughts about each project.

' All seven submissions were next displayed and
each juror assigned a numeric rating to each
submission. These ratings were then aver-
aged for the Jury's final rating for each com-
petitor. All jurors agteed.

' The Jury then recorded the posihve and nega-
tive comments for each competitor, which the
Chairmanwill use to grve directionto the suc-
cessful architect in finalising the design of the
Headquarters complex.

' Lastly, the Chairman prepared this report.

General Jury Statement

10. Each submission had something good to offer,
and each had shortcomings. In general, there were
good functional site €rrangements and the Confer-
ence Centre was prominently located, as required.
There were some interesting Samoan forms and
other good sloped roof schemes. However, one sub-
mission stood out as a well-designed scheme which
the Jury felt expressed better what the SPREP Head-
quarters should be like.

11. The Chairman and members of the Jury ap-
preciate the opportunity of assisting the SPREP
Membership in its worthwhile goals of ensuring an
appropriate Headquarters complex for SPREP and
for preserving our Pacific Island environment. The
Jury wishes aleo to acknowledge the good work of
the seven companies who eubmitted designs for the
competition. They were all good, which made the
work of the Jury difficultindeed.

12. The results of the assessment are as follows:

Companies Points
scored out
of10

Phillipe FlagelArchitectnre 2

G.M. Meredith & Associates Ltd 3.4

ED Ge-Environmental Design

Group Pty Ltd 4

JasmaxArchitects 4

JaimiAesociates Ltd 4.2

Architects pacific 5

GazzardSheldou 7

Recommendatione

13. The Jury strongly recommende that:

' GazzardSheldonArchitects be engaged to tle-
sign the SPREP Headquartere complex. lbe
submission by Gazzard Qheldon displayed
highly competent profeseional abiliff and
came closest to producing the moet eucceeeful
design and would require the leaet revieions.

. The Chairman and members of the Jury be
maintained to oversee the finalisation of the
design by the architect.

Respectfully submitted,

Joseph Farrell, AIA

Chairman

37



Anner 8

Annex 8: Report of the work Programme and Budget sub-committee

The Sub-conrnittee met on 12 October to consider all
itemeunderAgenda Item l0: WorkProgramme and
Budget. New Zealand was elected Chafu.

Agenda ltem {0.1: Prlmary Function Budget:
Optlone to Address Proiections of
Incrcased Erpenditure and Reduced
Income

1. AttheSeventhSPREPMeetingtheSecretariat
wae direct€d to present the Eighth SPREP Meeting
with options to address the problem ofprojected an-
nual deficits in the Primary Function Budget. This
paper preeents only one option - that of increasing
member contributions eufficiently to cover budgeted
Primary Function expenditure in l gg6.

2. The Sub-committee is sympathetic to the con-
cerns raised by the Secretariat in this paper and to
their concerne about the non-payment or late pay-
ment recorde of many Members as covered in Item
9.1 (Status of Member Voluntary Contributions).
Clearly the existing budget eituation is untenable,
income is not meeting expenditures in the primary
Functione. The Director has already warned the
Meeting that the Secretariat may soon have to grap-
ple withcash-flow problems as a coneequence of non-
payment by Membere of the 19gb contributions. This
Meeting must face up to these coneerns.

3. The Sub-committee doee not believe that the
answer lies in simply adopting the Secretariat's op-
tion ae presented in this paper. The issue is more
oomplex.

(1) Non-payment of contributions is part of the
problem,

(2) The voluntary or "optional'nature of contri-
butions is part of the problem.

(3) The etatic level of Members' contributions is
partof the problem.

(4) The.failure of the Secretariat to contain ex-
penditure in the Primary Function Budget is
part of the problem.

4. The Sub-committee diecussed all four issues
and has a nurnber of recommendations to submit to
the Meeting for coneideration. The issues will be
diecuesed in turn with specific recommendations af-
tereach.

5. Non-payment and late payment of Members'
contributions have hampered the work of the Secre-
tariat and therefore of our organisation for a numbel
of years. Repeated requests for payment contirrue to
be made. Yet late payments continue to be the pat-
tern and the shortfall fronr members is about ltSD
85,000 per annum. As noted in the table in WP g.l.
the situation for lgg5 is extremely serious.

6. On the one hand it is reasonable for the Secre-
tariat to budget for income from Members of Sb00.000
on the presumption that all Members are willing to
pay for, and therefore "control", the "core" services of
SPREP. On the other hand, such budgeting rs unr-e-
alistic if non-payment of contributions continues.

7. The Sub-committee notes that an important
factor in achieving a balance between income and
expenditure for the Primary Function Budget is the
prompt payment by all Members of their respective
contributions each year.

8. The Sub-committee recorrurlends that:

(a) delegates of Members currently with outstand-
ing contributions pursue the issue of payment with
their relevant authorities;

(b) Members pay their contributions early in the
year to assist with the cash-flow requirements of the
Secretariat.

Status of Contrib utions

9. The status of members'contributions was dis-
cussed atlength and, in the view of the Sub-commit-
tee, is strongly linked with the problems of non-pay-
ment or late payment of contributions.

10, Members'contributionsarepresentlyvolun-
tary. Some members on the Sub-committee expressed
the view that obtaining payments from their govern-
ments is much easier if contributions are assessed
rather than voluntary. Voluntary contnbutions can
be grven lower pnonty and are *s1g likely to be seen
as "optional" than assessed contributions.

11. The Sub-committee noted that with the entry
into force of the SPREP Agreement it is important
for the newest regional organisation to be financially
secure, while maintaining the high levels of profes-
sionalism it has already achieved. SPREP is out of
step with all other regional organisations which re-
quire their Members to pay assessed contributions.

38



Anncx 8

12. The Sub-committee therefore recomrnends
that the Meeting:

(a) note these points;

(b) consider the merits of moving to a system of
assessed contributions (the United States did not
snpport recommendation (b)); and

(c) further consider this matter at the Ninth
SPREP Meeting.

Le ue I o f Mem b e rs' Contrib ut io ns

13. The Sub-committee discussed the Secretariat's
proposal to increase the level of Members'contribu-
tions. These amounts have not increased since 19g0.
The Sub-committee accepts that, even allowing for
increased efficiencies, the budgets required to sup-
port the Primary Functions have increased over this
time.

14- The Sub-committee is aware of the importance
Members attach to controlling the Primary Func-
tions of the Secretariat and believes some increase in
menrbership contributions is now justified. With a
target of holding expenditure levels at 1995 levels
(which are lower than the 1996 levels recommended
by the Secretariat as the benchmark), an increase in
total Members' contributions of about USD 75,000
per year would be necessary to raise sufficient in-
come to produce a balancedbudget.

15. An increase of $75,000 from Members repre-
sents an average increase of 15 per cent on the exist-
ing contributions by Members (see Table I to this
Report of the Work Programme and Bud get Sub-com-
mittee).

16. The Sub-committee, aftercarefi.rlconsideration,
therefore recorunends that the Meeting agree to
address the question of an increase in contributions
at the Ninth SPREP Meeting. (The United States
did not support this recommendation.)

17. The Sub-committee also discussed the Secre-
tariatproposal that contributions in subsequent years
be calculated on the basis ofthe previous year's con-
tributions, and adjusted for inflation so as to main-
tain zero growth in real terms. The Sub-committee
was reluctant at this time to propoee an automatic
adjustment for in{lation as it believes the Secretariat
can continue its positive efforts to increase financial
efhciencies and effectiveness in its operations.

18. The level of Members'contributions should also
be considered in the context offuture changes in the
amount of activity required in the Primary Func-
tions.

19. The Sub-committee recommends that the
Secretariat report to the Ninth SPREP Meeting on
this matter in the context of budget projections, ac-
tivity levels, and efficiency gains in the Primary
Functions area.

Projected Budget Deficit 1996 -1998

20. The Sub-committee noted with concern the
projected budget deficit as provided in Attachment I
to Working Paper 10.3 which projects a growing cu.
mulative deficit to a figure of over $250,000 by 1998.
It does not believe expenditure should proceed on this
basis, nor that membership contributions should riee
to a level necessary to meet this level of ehortfall.

21. Concern was also e:rpressed that projected in-
creasea in expenditure of the Primary Function
Budget exceeded projected incomes by a significant
margin in each of the next three years. Given that
Meetings have not added to the activities to be cov-
ered by the Primary Function Budget, the Sub-com-
mittee found it hard to accept some of the increases
proposed in this area. However, it refrained from
identifying specific areas where e4penditure could be
cut as this is a task for the Director to manage.

22. The Sub-committee therefore recomraends
that the Meeting direct the Secretariatto review its
Primary Function expenditure projections and hold
expenditures in 199G-1998 to levels much closer to
those given for 1995 and constrained by projected
incomes.

Agenda ltem 10.2: Evaluation of Scientific
Aspects of lmplementation of th6
Work Programme

23. The Sub-committee considered the Secretari.
at's paper and noted the detailed review mechanisms
that were already being applied to major program mes
of work. With thie in mind, and noting the rela-
tively I i m ilsd number of non-reviewed projects, plue
budget constraints, the Sub-committee felt that it
was not necessary to implement a regular pmgramme
of scientific review of projects.

24. The Sub-committee recommende that:-

(a) the present ad, hoc arrangements within
SPREP of scientific reviewe ofprojecte be continued;

(b) Similarly,presentarrangements,whereappli-
cable, for reviewe of projects by regional committeee
becontinued: and
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(c) independent scientific review by a panel of ex-
perts ofeelected projecte be an option that could be
employed at the request of the SPREP Meeting.

Agenda ltem 10.3: Work Programme Review for
t9g4

25. The Sub-conmittee congratulatee the Secre-
tariat on the quality of the Budget and Work Pro-
gmmme papers and for the iletail of the material pre-
eented. The Sub-committee reviewed all of the mate-
rial presented under Agenda Item 10. 3. Comments
on the indicative budgets have already been made
under Item 10.1 w,ith regard to the need to balance
budgets.

26. The Sub-committee draws to the attention of
the Meeting the importance of work under the Envi-
ronmental Education, Inforuation and Co-ordination
Divisio4 while 166i1g '\at much of the required fund-

ing was still unsecured beyond 1996. To the extent
that this work on Capacity 21 picks up on the Na-
tional Environmental Management Strategies
(NEMS) projects, and otherpriority work for mem-
ber countries, it is a priority for the region.

27. The Sub-committee commends the Secretariat
on its initiatives to obtain further funding for other
WorkProgramme areas and notes the major impor-
tance tothe region of fundingfor implementingwork
onthe Climate Change and the CoastalManagement
and Planning Projects.

28. TheSub-committeerecomrnends:

(a) that the Secretariat provide similar informa-
tion as provided under Agenda Item 10.3 to Mem-
bers on an annual basis:

@) approvalof the Work Programme and Budget
proposals as contained in Agenda Item 10.3, subject
to the Meeting's decisions taken under Agenda Item
10.3.
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Table I to the Report of the Work Programme and Budget Sub+ommittee
of the Eighth SPREP Meeting

COMPARATIVE TABLE OF MEMBERS' CONTRIBUTIONS

COUNTRY

AnedcanSarnoa
Arstda
Cook lslands
FSM
Fi
France
French Polynesia

G.6n
Kiribati

Marshall lslands
Na,ru
New Caledonia
New Zealand
Nir-re

Norfiem Marianm
Palau
Papua New Guinea
Pitcairn lsland
Solornon lslands
Tokelau
Tonga
Twdu
United StatesArnerica
Vauah.r
Wallis & Futuna lslrds
Westem Sarnoa

CURRENT
CONTRIBUTION

USD

5,725
104,055

5,725
5,725

11,445
75,440
11,445
11,445
5,725
5,725

11,445
1',t,445
33,820

5,725
5,725
5,725

11,445
5,725

1'1,445
5,725
5,725
5,725

109,255
11,445
5,725

11,445

INCREASE
CURRENT

CONTRIBUTION
USD
10%

6,298
114,461

6,298
6,298

12,590
82.984
12,590
12,590
6,298
6,298

12,590
12,590
37,202
6,298
6,298
6,298

12,590
6,298

12,590
6,298
6,298
6,298

1 20,1 81
12,590
6,298

12,590

INCREASE
CURRENT

CONTRIBUTION
USD
15%

6,584
119,663

6,584
6,584

13,162
86,756
13,'t62
13,162
6,584
6,584

13,162
't3,162
38,893

6,584
6,584
6,584

13,162
6,584

13j62
6,584
6,584
6,584

125,643
13,162
6,584

13,'t62

INCREASE
CURRENT

CONTRIBUTION
USD
20o/o

6,870
124,866

6,870
6,870

13,734
90,s28
't3,7U
13,734
6,870
6,870

13,734
13,7U
40,584

6,870
6,870
6,870

13,7U
6,870

't3,7U
6,870
6,870
6,870

131,106
13,734
6,870

13,734

o/^

1.145o/o
20.811%

1.145%
1.145%
2.289o/o

15.088%
2.289o/o
2.289%
1.145%
1.145%
2.289o/o
2.289%
6.764%
1.145o/o
'1 .145o/o
1.145%
2.289%
1.145o/o
2.289%
1.145o/o
1.145Vo
1.145%

21.851%
2.289%
1.145%
2.289o/o

500.000 550.012 575,005 600.000
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Annex 9: Statements by Observers

Observers' etatements, outlining environmental ac-
tivities and collaboration with SPREP, were presented
as followe:

l. The Ambassador of Switzerland to New
Zealand highlighted the benefits of locating the Sec-
retariat for the Convention on BiodivergiW (CBD) in
Geneva.

2. The representative of the International
Ocean Institute of the University of the South Pa-
cific drew the attention of the Meeting to the impor-
tance of the United Nations Convention on the Law
of the Sea to the protection of the marine environ-
ment and to the Independent World Commission on
the Oceans curently under way. UnderAgenda Item
7.4.6, the USP-IOI also expressed its desire to work
with SPREP in the educational components of the
South Paci-fi,c Biodiversity Conservation Programme
(SPBCP).

3. Mr Eldon Haines, representing the Univer-
sity of Oregon, informed the Meeting of the nature
of the Micronesia/South Pacific Program of the Uni-
veraity of Oregon and invited those interested in tech-
nical assistance to make further contact with him.

4. MrGerdJarchow,representingtheEuropean
Commission, outlined the European Union's policy
onenvironment. He informed the Meeting of a project
proposal on waete awareness and education in the
Pacific currently being appraised by SPREP and the
EU and which the EU expects to fund up to ECU
500,000.

5. Mr P.H.C. Lucas representingIUCN recalled
the Iong history of dose collaboration between SPREP
and IUCN. The production of a four-volume pubiica-
tion called A Global Representotiue Systern of Ma-
rine hotected Areas which contains a substantial
Pacific eection; technical aesistance for the SPREP/
GEF Scoping Workshop ; and support for the imple-
mentation of the Action Stratery for Nature Conser-
vation in the South Pacific are some of the activities
IUCNhas recently undertaken in support of SPREP
and its Member countries. IUCN also has plans for
a regionalMembers' meeting in mid- 1996 organised
by the Auetralian Committee of IUCN. Mr Lucas
reiterated IUCNe continuing supportto SPREP and
expreesed the deeire to eee IUCN/SPREP relations
continue to evolve.

6. Mr Hari Dewan, representing the Food and
Agriculture Organization of the United Na-
tions (FAO), paid tribute to the work carried out by
SPREP and the excellent cooperation between FAO
and SPREP in areas euch as suetainable manage-
mentof naturalreeources including land, forests and

coastal and marine resources. As a result of this
cooperation, the recent Heads of Forestry Meeling
had unaninously agreed that the South Pacific Re-
gional Forestry Programme be handed to SPREP at
the completion of the present phase. FAO and SPREP
will also jointly convene a South Pacific Technical
Consuliation on Small Island Developing States and
Sustainable Development of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries in Apia in March 1996.

7. Mr Koroseta To'o, Director of the O le
Siosiomaga Society, a non-government organisa-
tion (NGO) in Western Samoa, expressed his appre-
ciation for the opportunity to participate at the Eighth
SPREPMeeting. O le Siosiomaga Society is develop-
ing active partnerships between governments and
NGOs. He expressed the opinion that there was room
for greater participation by NGOs in the work of
SPREP and requested that NGOs be given official
status in the work of the organisation. Mr To'o then
presented a resolution, on behalf of a number of NGOs,
in protest against ntrclear testing by France in the
Pacific.

8. Dr ElspethYoung. r'epresenting ihe National
Centre for Development Studies (NCDS) of the
Australian National University, informed the Meet-
ing of the Envi-r'onmental Mana gement Program m e

of the NCDS.

9. Mr Trevor Sankey, representing the United
Nations Education. Scientifrc and Cultural Or-
ganisation (UNESCO) office for the Pacific States,
outlined activities in support of the sustainable de-
velopment of Pacific islands. He highlighted
UNESCO's Communications Programme with
SPREP, the Science Education in Pacific Schools
Programme, a microbial technology network and the
Vaka Moana project.

10. Mr Anthony Patten, representing the United
Nations Development Prograrrune (UNDP),
noted the support UNDP continues to provide
through SPREP to Pacific Island countries. He high-
Iighted the South Pacific Biodiversity Conservation
Programme and the Pacific Capacity 21 projectwhich
both place a strong emphasis on peoples' participa-
tion. Mr Patten also reported that the GEF Scoping
and Training Workshop convened jointly by UNDP
and SPREP had successfully developed a Pacfic Is-
land Climate Change Assistance Programme, devel-
oped a request for project development funds and rec-
ommended modalities for access by NGOs in the Pa-
cific to the GEF Small Gr4nts Scheme. On behalf of
UNDP he looked forward to a continuing close rela-
tionship betweenUNDP and SPREP.

42


