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-} INTRODUCT ION

f. The second session of the Consultative Group for Desertification Control
INalrobl, [12-14 March 1980) was preceded by a meeting of the Co-sponsors on
f0"and || March. The draft report:of the Consultative Group on the sesslon
(DESCON 2/37) and the background papers presented to 1+ can be made avallable
to members of the Governing Council. ' s .

2. The sesslion was attended by the fol lowing co-sponsors of the Consuftative
Group: United Nations Department of Technlcal Co-operation for Development,
Unlted Natlons Environment Programme, Unlted Natlons Industrial Deve lopment
Organlization, United Nations Development Programme, Food and Agriculture
Organlizatlon of the Unlted Nations, Unlted Natlons Educational, Sclentific
and Cultural Organization and World ‘Meteorologlcal Organtzation. '

3. The following core members were represented: France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, India, Iran, lrag, Kenya, Mexico, Niger, Senegal, Sudan, Union
of Soviet Socialist Republi¢s, United States of America, Upper Volta,
United Nations Sudano-Sahelian Office, World Bank, International Fund for
Agricultural Development, Arab‘Bank for Economic Development in Africa, and
Permanent Inter-State Committee’ on Drought Controf in the Sahel.,

4. Observers or Invited participants from the fol lowling Governments attended
the meetlng: ‘Australla, Belglum, Denmark, Egypt, italy, Japan, Kuwalt,
Netherlands, Nigerla, Saudi Arabla, Somalla, Sweden, Switzerland, and Unlted
Kingdom of Great Britaln and Northern Ireland. Lo L

5. Invlted participants from the World Food Programme:and Tﬁe international:
Labour Organfsation also attended the meeting.

I{. PREPARAT IONS .FOR THE SECOND SESSION
OF THE CONSULTATIVE GROUP

6. During January - March 1980, missions headed by senlor offlicers of UNEP,
In which representatives of the Desert!flication Unit and UNSO particlpated,
visited varlous co-sponsors, potential donor countries and Institutions to
consult on the preparations for The Consultative Group's second sesslon on

level; the Executlve DIrector expressed his gratitude for thls durlnglfhe
Group's second session. :

11, PROJECT PROPOSALS

7. A total of 27 project proposals were presented to the Group. Of these
20, from 43 countrles of the Sudano Sahellan-reglon, were submltted by the -
Unlted Nations Sudano-Sahelian Office, while 7, from 5 countries, were
submitted by the Desert! flcation Unit. '
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8. All the project proposals submitted by Governments for consideration by
the Consultative Group were supported by written assurances, addressed to
the.Executive Director-of .UNEP or the Director of the UNSO, indicating the
priorify accorded to the projects, their technical correcfness, agreement to.
the costing and the level of financial commitment to the project by the
Government. Most of the projects had 60 per cent or more of their 10Tal
cost secured before presentation to the Consultative Group.

v, RESULTS OF THE SESSlON

;-A. Rev:ew of prOJecfs

9. To. faC|ll+aTe The Group s work, the Execuflve Director of UNEP, proposed
on behalf of the co=sponsors, that ad hoc groups of interested parties should
meet to discuss the 27 projects presenfed to the meeting. The Group agreed

to this procedure. ~ '

10.  Twenty-six projects received declarations of support from one or more of -
the categories of participants, namely: donor countries, United Natlons
organizations, and financial institutions. Two projects received declarations
of support from United Nations organizations only. One project.received declara-
tion of support. from a financial ‘institution. Seven projects received
declarations of support from donor countries. Fourteen projects received
declarations of support” -from: two- cafegor|es of participants; - of these," suppor*
for {1 came:from donor: coun+rles and United Nations organizaflons, of the- remaun~
Ing three, two. recetved support from United Nations agencies and financial.
institutions and one from a financial institution and a donor country. Only

two projects received declaraTions of support from.all three. cafegories of
participants: .¢ .= -

B, Foliow up Action and Co-ordination of
offers to Finance Projects., . -

it ~The Consu|+a+|ve Group agreed that:

(a) UNEP would |mmed|a+ely convey the declaraflons Qf suppor+ Yo pofenfial
donors and recipsenfs, as approprnafe, . -

(b) Where co—ordtnafton of confrlbufions fo lndlvidual projects- was
needed the main: responsibillfy rested with recnpuen+ Governments, which: should
make specific arrangements with potential donors and co-ordinate action at the
field level, with competent international bodies providing advice on request.

UNDP resident representative would extend al! required assistance to Governments
in that respect;

(c) Co-ordination shouldvbe‘adap*ed_fo the nature of each speclficvw“
project; T ' B

(d) There shouid be no duplication or overlapping of existing
co-ordinating mechanisms;
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(e) The Consultative Group's role of mobilizing financing did not
Imply centrallzation of that funct!on;

__(f) The catalytlc. and co-ordinating role of UNEP In -the whole’process
was recognlzed. | . R -

{2, " Representatives of donor countries indicated that the appropriate o
authorTties In their countries would make early contact with prospectivée
reciplents of assistance, in order to facillitate those arrangements, and
that they would keep the Executive Dlrector informed of actlons taken,

I3. . Representatives of donor Institutions reiterated the need for requests
from potential recepient countries to comply with the rutes and regulations
of their Institutions. R EE AR

14, The Executive Director of UNEP refterated the fact that the local UNDP.
resldent representative was also the representative of UNEP. He" further con-
_.flrmad that pfogress reports would be submitted to the Consultative Group“on

- predects supported by financlal resources raised with Its asslstance, to-allow
the Group to exerclse its co-ordinating function In respect of such projects

and enable 1+, where necessary to assist in the solution of problems that mlght
arise, o s

C. Future work of the Consultative Group

t5. The Group agreed to The: Execulive Director's proposals regarding I+s
future work: :

(a) That the Interval between circulation of project documents and the
convening of Consultative Group meetings would be Increased from three +o
six months; . e .- . : S

(b) That three months after receipt of the documents, UNEP/UNSO missions
would be sent to potential donors to ascertain their interest in specific
projects or project components; ' ' e

" (e) That potential recipients would then be invited to contact potential
donors to answer queries and provide further information.

16. That procedure would ensure that by the time of the Group's meeting,
donors wouldbe In a better position to envisage specific comm!tments, They
could then Indlcate whether the whole sum required for a glven project could
be provided, or whether gaps remained which the Consulfative Group could then
seek ‘1o have fl|led. o o
I7. The Executlve Director also suggested tha+t the Giroup would revlew a
smaller number of projects at each of [+s meetlngs, which could be held at
mcr- frequent intervals, The Group expressed support for that suggestlion also,
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.. General remarks

18. I+ was wldely emphasized that deser+lfica+lon control was no+ an
Isolated activity, but an integral -art of the economic and soclal develop-
ment of the countries concerned. In that connexlon, the need for UNEP and
UNSO to glve more support to the promotion of actlon at the national level,
and also within the framework of CILSS, which took an overall approach fo
the problem at the level .of the Sahelian region, was stressed,

19. The main aim of +he Consulfafive Group's second sesslon was fo move to
the operational phase of Its activitles, The Executive Director indicated
his satisfaction that that goal had been achieved, Although no specific
commitments had been forthcoming, the results of the Consultative Group's
meeting In ferms of support for projects could be considered a ‘post+ive
flrst step In mobillzing resources to comba+ desertificatlion.

20. The Executlve Dfrec+or Indlcated that because of his expecfaflon fhaf,
more po+en+lal donors would opt to become members of the core group, he would
expect the Group not to Insist on the celllng of 30 members. The meefing
ralsed no objection.

ﬁ2[ AT the closlng meeting of the sesslon, the representatives of Australla
- and Japan announced that thelr Governments had declded to change thelr status
In the Group from observers to members of the core group. .

V.  SUGGESTED ACTION BY THE
GOVERNING COUNCIL

22, . .The. Governlng Councll nay wish to:

(a) Take nofe of +he presen+ 1eport and approve The agreemenf recorded
thereln; .

{b) Take note with - appreuiafion of the work of the Consu|+a+|ve Group
at 11S second session and of the declarations of support expressed by ‘several
participants during the session, and urge them o Trans|a+e these declaraflons
Into specific comm|+men+s In the near fu+ure :

(c) Request the Execufivn Dlrecfor to follow up the resu|+s of the work
of the Group's second session W|1h a view Yo ensuring proper lmplemenfaflon
of the agreements reached; :

(d) Call on the Consu!+a+|»e Group to lnfenSIfy its efforts to assist
the Executive Director in the mobilization of financial resources needed for
the implementation of the Plan of Action to Combat Desertification.




