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Part 1 : Summary

The present record summarises the discussions held during a Workshop on Environmental
Performance Indicators (EPI) held at Split 1 in Croatia from the 26th to the 28th November
1988 on the initiative of Mediterranean Action Plan Regional Activity Centre (MAP/RAC): Blue
Plan, with financial contributions from the METAP and LIFE programmes, in co-operation
with the Croatian State Directorate for the Protection of Nature and Environment and the
MAP/RAC : Priority Actions Program (PAP/RAC).

The workshop brought together 25 experts representing four Mediterranean countries (Albania,
Croatia, Slovenia, Turkey) ) and had the benefit of technical back-up from two French experts,
an expert observer from the Cairo seminar, an expert from the World Bank and three Blue Plan
experts. It was part of the follow-up to the Regional Meeting on EPIs held in Beirut in
December 1997 and was concluding the last sub-regional consultation after two other
workshops of the same type in two other Mediterranean sub-regions.

After a reminder of the context, of some definitions, methods and an awakening to the
usefulness and limitations of applying Environmental Performance Indicators through a few
examples, the workshop allowed above all the common problems for the four countries, as well
as a minimum set of EPIs for monitoring them to be defined, for four priority subjects in the
Mediterranean?.

The subjects touched upon in the presence of the experts appointed by the 4 countries were: air
pollution (local and global), solid waste and water, as a resource in terms of quantity and
quality.

The definition of common problems and the selection of a restricted number of indicators by
subject allowed a list of twenty or so priority indicators for these 4 subjects to be agreed upon.

The workshop, in addition to the preparatory questionnaires for it (sent out to the countries
and analysed by Blue Plan), also allowed the availability of data for calculating these indicators
to be assessed.

The experts nevertheless stressed the need to carry this work further at the level of each
country; this is in order to set the tools required for their application to work and for their
calculation on a permanent basis. Recommendations were formulated to this end which begin
with raising the awareness of decision-makers.

The workshop demonstrated the usefulness of a uniform approach in the Mediterranean on
EPIs (harmonisation of lists and definitions) which must take place over time.

The Workshop Timetable and the list of participants are supplied as an appendix.

1 In the premises of the Priority Action Program /regional Activity Centre
2 of the METAP program.
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Part 2 : A Record of the Workshop

1 1 Session n°l: Opening and Introduction

1.1 1.1 Introduction

After a welcome address to all participants, Mister Alersahdar Bjelica, as a representative of
PAP/RAC Director, introduced the Workshop by strongly focusing on the importance of
environmental issues for all the countries in the region and the need to fight pollution by all
means. Mr. Randic, Director of the Office for sea protection of the Croatian State Directorate for
the Protection of nature and the Environment, insisted on the fruitful cooperation with both
METAP and the MAP which is stronger years after years ; he also stressed the importance of
this subject as indicators are strategic tools for the improved monitoring of environmental
issues.

After thanking the representative from Croatia, PAP/RAC and all participants, Aline Comeau,
the Scientific Director of Blue Plan, drew a quick overview of the history of the METAP
programme and its achievements since 1990. The METAP programme is now in its third phase,
and aims through the environmental performance indicators project at developing the capacity
to use and devise indicators, alongside a continual sharing of knowledge and expertise.

1.2 1.2 Historical Background and Context

The general context of the project and a presentation of the different parties -Mediterranean
Action Plan (MAP)/Blue Plan, and METAP- are set out in the appendix to this record.

As an introduction to the Workshop, Aline Comeau provided a brief historical background to
the work on Environmental Performance Indicators to explain where we stand today, and what
progress has taken place since 1996. The item set out in the Appendix: "Historical
Background” summarises the different phases of this project.

IN 1996 : AGREEMENT ON COMMON CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

This joint activity by METAP and MAP/Blue Plan was initiated through a regional workshop in
Damascus in January 1996. This workshop focused mainly on the definition and agreement of a
common conceptual framework for indicators ; participants there recognised the usefulness of
the Pressure -State - Response framework of OECD. This first workshop was useful for
identifying parties’ needs and in drawing up a schedule of activity for the coming years.

IN 1997 : IDENTIFYING RELEVANT INDICATORS TO ASSESS PRIORITY ISSUES

As a consequence, a second regional workshop was organised in December 1997 in Beirut to
continue the activity of identifying and selecting relevant environmental performance
indicators for the monitoring/assessment of the main issues and national policies, and also at
local level within project frameworks. This workshop was very productive and came out with a
first list of relevant indicators for the follow-up of 4 issues: management of water resources,
water demand management, industrial pollution, and solid waste. This workshop was also an
opportunity to test the World Bank approach to identifying environmental performance
indicators within the framework of technical projects. It was then concluded that the use of EPI
at project level should focus on assessing impacts and outcomes of the project.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 2
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IN 1998 : SELECTING RELEVANT AND PRIME INDICATORS FOR ASSESSING
ENVIRONMENTAL PERFORMANCE FOR A GIVEN ISSUE

The Beirut Workshop recommended deeper study, at sub-regional and national level, using
experts in each topic, of the set of indicators in order to agree upon a common set, with a
procedure for definition and calculation. This is the goal of the three sub-regional workshops
which have been organised from September to date:

* in Rabat, from the 26t to the 28t September 1998 a gathering including Morocco,
Tunisia, Algeria, and Lebanon,

* in Cairo, from the 8t" to the 10t" of November a meeting with Egypt, Syria, Cyprus, and
the Palestinian Authority, with a Lebanese observer from the Rabat workshop.

* In Split, from the 26t to the 28t" November for Croatia, Slovenia, Albania, and Turkey,
with an Egyptian observer from the Cairo workshop.

1.3 Objectives and Workshop Organisation

As a continuation of the work at Beirut, the Workshop aimed at a deeper understanding of the
relationship between : issues - indicators and at a better assessment of the conditions
necessary for the calculation of such indicators.

It aimed also at a technical debate among experts of a topic. This is the reason why the
industrial pollution issue (tackled in Beirut) was split into the various types of industrial
pollution (air pollution, solid and liquid wastes).

Consequently, four topics were considered amongst the three METAP 111 priorities: (1) air
pollution ; (2) solid waste (urban and industrial) ; (3) water resources and demand (quantitative
aspects of water management) ; (4) Water pollution and waste water management (qualitative
aspects of water management).

The workshop goals were several :

EPlI AT NATIONAL LEVEL:

This concerned favouring exchanges on common issues, between managers for the 4 topics
coming from various Mediterranean countries, validating the relevance of a set of indicators for
the monitoring/assessment of these issues, selecting a small number of them and lastly
appraising the conditions for their calculation.

Working in small groups was suggested, including specialists in each subject coming
from the 4 countries represented.

Group discussions followed an approach described later on and were enriched by a
guestionnaire sent out previously to participants by Blue Plan.

EPl AT PROJECT LEVEL :

This concerned awakening participants to the uses of EPI in the various stages of project cycles.
Focus was put upon measuring environmental impacts and outcomes of projects.

This activity formed the subject of a plenary session (cf. session 5).

CONCEPT AND DEFINITION OF EPI

Furthermore, group work was preceded by a brief reminder about EPIs (in order to make all
participants agree on a common vocabulary and conceptual framework, and to re-position the
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exercise within the context of current initiatives), and by the account of two concrete
experiments on the use of EPIs in the field of air (ATMO index in France) and landfill
management (in France).

1.4 Presentation of Participants

The workshop brought together 25 participants : experts from Albania, Croatia, Slovenia and
Turkey, an Egyptian expert on water resources who had participated in the Cairo Workshop,
and two experts invited from France. Three persons from Blue Plan were facilitating the
discussions with the help of Mr Kamel Amer from Egypt and Mr. Hamilton from the World
Bank. A detailed list of participants is provided in the Appendix.

Sitting at a round table, participants were asked to present their expectations from the
workshop. Most participants insisted on their interest in the work on Environmental
Performance Indicators, and their willingness to exchange expertises and to put the use of
indicators in everyday management of environmental problems into practice. Reporting on the
State of Environment was often mentioned as one type of exercise which uses indicators. Stress
should be put on issues neglected up to now such as : waste management and air pollution.

Participants felt that the preparatory questionnaire was useful to think over the issues but it
was difficult to fill since data availability is unbalanced depending upon the topic and some
definitions should be more precise.

It was also strongly recommended to refer to ongoing work on sustainable development
indicators carried out by the Mediterranean Sustainable Development Commission. A recent
workshop was held on this issue in june 1998 in Tunis (A copy of the reports was handed over
to the participants).

The Slovenian participants expressed their concern on the geographical scope of the workshop :
was it meant for implementing national strategies or for comparing countries performance at
Mediterranean level ? It was answered that the main long term objective was the national
environmental policies strentghening but that for practical reasons it was easier to work,
exchange and compare experience at sub-regional level, on common issues.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 4
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2 Session n°2 : A Reminder about Environmental Performance
Indicators (EPI)

2.1 A Reminder about EPI

Aline Comeau (PB) briefly summed up the basic concepts on Environmental Performance
Indicators and the OECD reference framework adopted during previous workshops (Damascus
96, and Beirut 97). A focus paper was handed out in the session. The main definitions and
functions which the indicators must comply with, in order to be useful for the
monitoring/assessment of issues can be restated here.

Definitions and Main Functions of Environmental Indicators

Indicator: A parameter, or a value derived from parameters, which points to, provides
information about, describes the state of a phenomenon/environment/area, with a
significance extending beyond that directly associated with a parameter value.

Major functions of indicators:

» to assess conditions and trends over time,

* to compare places and situations,

e to assess conditions and trends in relation to goals and targets,
¢ to provide early warning information,

» to anticipate future conditions and trends.
Sources : OCDE ; Gallopin in ICSU-SCOPE, 1997

In the last years, the emphasis in the use of indicators has shifted from descriptive indicators
useful to show trends in degradation or improvement of a situation to performance
indicators, that show not only trends but distance to a set goal or target.

Target 1 Target 2 Target 3

1980 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1992 1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010

Source : OCDE

This target associated with a time schedule may be as specified in policy, or a reference value
such as a WHO guideline for safe levels of pollution concentrations in water or air.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 5
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The selection criteria for developing and choosing one type of indicator or another, refer to three
aspects : policy relevance, analytical soundness and measurability. The major factor for
identifying a good indicator is checking that it allows relating the issue to actions taken.

Necessary Properties for Indicators
Policy Relevance < Indicators should be easy to interpret,
» They should show trends over time,
* They should be responsive to changes in the environment and related
human activities,
» They should refer to a threshold or a reference value against which
conditions can be compared (for performance indicators).

Analytical e Indicators should be theoretically well founded in technical and scientific
Soundness terms.
Measurability * Indicators should be calculated from data that is readily available or

made available at a reasonable cost;

» Data should be documented and of known quality;

» Data and indicators should be updated at regular intervals in accordance
with reliable procedures.

Analytical » Indicators should be theoretically well founded in technical and scientific
Soundness terms.
Measurability * Indicators should be calculated from data that is readily available or

made available at a reasonable cost;

» Data should be documented and of known quality;

» Data and indicators should be updated at regular intervals in accordance
with reliable procedures.

Various approaches are used to present in sequence a set of indicators that can assist the
analysis and understanding of environmental problems. Choosing a conceptual framework and
keeping track of it is more important than the conceptual framework itself.

The conceptual framework that was agreed upon in the previous workshop on the performance
assessment program (PPM) is the Pressure State response framework (PSR) of the OECD. It is
widely used internationally to classify environmental indicators. In fact, it is simple and
effective : it shows the sources of environmental stress (pressure P); the state of the natural
resources (state S) and the responses by society to reduce the pressure (responses R) ; this
framework is flexible and can be applied to a number of environmental issues.

It was used to classify problems and indicators during the workshop.

Apart from the present workshop that focused on environmental performance indicators (and
so related to objectives in environmental policy), it is important to recall the existence of many
on-going initiatives in the Mediterranean, especially those concerning sustainable
development indicators. These indicators have a wider scope and cover socio-economic aspects
in addition to the environmental field. The main current initiatives in the Mediterranean on
this subject are described in the Appendix under “ Context ”.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 6
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2.2 Presentation and Examples of EPI Use

For the sake of pragmatism, it was deemed useful to introduce the themed sessions with a
description, in plenary session, of two concrete examples of the use of EPIs in France.

2.3 Air Pollution, the ATMO and Ozone Indexes to inform the
population

A NETWORK FOR AIR QUALITY

Mr. Géraud, from the Qualitair 06 network (France), first of all described the monitoring
system set up gradually in the region of the Alpes Maritimes (history, institutional and
technical organisation).

The Qualitair 06 network works 24 hrs a day, thanks to a network of 12 fixed stations3. Major
pollutants continuously measured by the network are: CO, SOz, particulates, O3z and NOx.
Ozone is mainly measured in the Mediterranean basin in summer.

Investment costs in this type of network are high : about 500,000 FF for a central position,
50,000 FF/station for the on-line acquisition unit and 80,000 FF in average for each analyser.
This does not include the cost of fitting out the premises.

The running costs of a network of this kind (12 stations, and 4 staff) must not be under-
estimated: they come to 3 million Francs per annum. These are borne by various sources of
funding including a State aid (from special taxation on industrial emissions).

Network efficiency depends on the appropriate siting of the measuring stations and regular
calibration of measuring instruments. The siting choice of a fixed station must, in addition, be
based on a deep knowledge of the following criteria: weather conditions, the relief, the
movement of air masses, the probable various sources of emission (industry, transport).
Analyses of population densities, traffic flows and population types are also necessary.

THE OZONE INDEX AND ATMO INDEX

Two EPIs were presented, used in major French cities: the ATMO index and the Os
concentration index.

O3 concentration gives rise to communications made to the public when it exceeds certain
thresholds. At 180ug/m3 and only when this value is reached at two fixed stations at least, the
population which is most vulnerable to respiratory problems (children, the aged, pregnant
women) is invited to stop carrying out sporting activity. At 360ug/m3, traffic is restricted and
the whole population is concerned.

Oz is a good tracer because it reveals the presence of NOx, poorly burned hydrocarbons, VOCM
and VOCNM.

In order to meet the demand for information from politicians and the public at large, a simple
summary indicator for air quality has been devised by a working group for France. This is the
ATMO index, which takes several pollutants into account (O3, SO2, NOx, particulates) and
weighted according to their level . This indicator can only be any of 10 values between 1 and 10.

3 Most of them are “ base ” stations

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 7
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It is calculated on an hour basis. Beyond certain values set for the pollutants included in the
index, there can be an obligation, for public local authorities, to inform the population or
regulate traffic (See appendix for more details).

This indicator is calculated daily from the maximum value for the average maximum amount of
each pollutant and selecting the most restraining pollutant. It is published in the press and is
accessible by telephone, Minitel or Internet.

This is a good example of a summary indicator which brings together several parameters, and
which facilitates an understanding by the public at large and the comparison of regulatory
thresholds.

2.4 Waste Management : Using EPIs to Manage Waste in Landfill

Mr. Duval from a Firm of Consulting Engineers, ICE Ingénierie Conseil Environnement in
France, presented management tools for landfill. In sanitary landfill, indicators for local goals
can be devised.

The focus of monitoring should be the major pollution sources from a landfill such as lixiviates,
bio-gas and harmful side-effects: landscape changes, noise, odours, light waste as plastic bags
being blown away, and animals such as birds, insects or rats. Reducing these environmental
problems involves implementing certain controls for landfill: a laboratory to analyse waste
entering the site, a treatment unit where waste is stabilised with chemical compounds, a cell
system to allow waste dumps to be retraced, water-proof membrane installations, a bio-gas and
lixiviates collection system etc.....

The efficiency of these controls can be measured using EPIs: the amounts of bio-gas recovered,
compacting efficiencies, surface exchanges between waste and the soil and water cycle. Bruno
Duval presented three water cycle EPIs :

« effective rainfall: this is the difference between total rainfall and evapo-transpiration.
Effective rainfall depends on climate. In France, it is often equal to lixiviate volumes. In
any case, effective rainfall is the most significant component of lixiviates.

« amount of waste water. It varies from 0 to 100 I/t.

* ratio of the volume of lixiviates to the volume of effective rainfall. It varies between 0.10
to 0.50. This indicator gives data on landfill management. In sanitary landfill, this ratio
will be low, whereas in uncontrolled tipping, it will be very high. The amount of
lixiviates can be calculated as follows: it equals the (effective rainfall + waste water
amount - amount of variation in water quantity). If the measured amount of lixiviates
is different from the calculated lixiviates, it implies there is a risk of lixiviate “release”.

Other EPIs are used for other types of waste management practices (incineration plants,
composting and recycling) but their application is most obvious for sanitary landfill.

Several questions were raised after the presentation :

e Can we compare the efficiency of incinerator and landfills regarding the treatment of
gases, especially for greenhouse gases ? It is difficult to answer directly to this question
as these are two very different ways of management but it should be said that
incinerator are producing in addition to the greenhouse gases, toxic gases and acid rains
ones.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 8
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If we do a comparison of impacts of both management strategies, it can summarised

as follow :
Landfill Incineration
lixiviates ultimate waste (saline pollution resulting

h from the treatment of gases)
greenhouse gases

toxic and greenhouses gases

* France declared that in 2002, it will be forbidden to landfill solid wastes. Why and what
are the consequence ?

— It is a hot issue today in France and a very expensive choice. It is linked to the
strengthening of EC regulations on gas emissions for incinerators and landfills.

— In France, industrial wastes are treated in 13 treatment plants (of which 12 are
managed by only one company). 58 % of Municipal Waste end up in landfills (only
600 are sanitary landfills out of a total of 6000 landfills).

* What do you do with Hospital Waste ? Is incineration the best choice ?
— Today, there is a tendency to split hospital wastes in two categories : non-hazardous

(90% of the total volume) and hazardous (10% of the total volume) waste. Non-
hazardous are sterilised before being disposed of as municipal wastes.

These examples above show the practical usefulness of Performance Indicators, but
also the need to carefully define target values or performance criteria in order to
measure whether or not there has been progress.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 9
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3  Session 2 : Organisation and Working Methodology for
the Thematic Groups

After this general restatement of the definition and practical uses of EPIs, the session carried
on with a discussion on the organisation of work in thematic groups.

Four work-groups of a dozen people were set up over two half-days* (group 1: air pollution;
group 2: waste management ; group 3: water demand and resources; group 4: water pollution).
The aim of the work-groups was to select an initial set of Environmental Performance
Indicators which best matched the issues of the subject in the Mediterranean and to analyse
the terms for their calculation.

The work-groups also had the aim of identifying steps to be taken and requirements for
achieving the practical set-up of this series of thematic indicators for raising the awareness of
decision-makers or for informing the public.

The pre-workshop questionnaire, drawn up by Blue Plan, had the goal of structuring group
discussions around the various following stages, for each of the 4 subjects:

1) Exchanges on problems and current strategies (1h)
*  Presentation by one country of its main problems and current national strategy :

Country Issue
Albania waste
Slovenia water pollution
Croatia air
Turkey water resources and demands
. Debate on the *“ common ” problems as they arise from various responses on the
questionnaires.
2) Discussion on the relevance of the proposed set of indicators (30 mins)
. Does the list cover and describe the problems encountered?
. Does the list describe strategies/ responses?
. Suggestions for adding or deleting indicators
3) Selection of 5 prime indicators (30 mins)
4) Discussion on the 5 selected indicators : (1hr)
. Are the definitions put forward in the questionnaires clear ?
. Is the data available , over the short, medium or long term ?
5) Necessary action for the calculation of these 5 indicators (30 mns)
6) Conclusions and recommendations (30 mns): actions needed to achieve the

calculation of these indicators.

In addition to this general methodology, it was proposed by the Mrs Melanija Lesnjak to look at
issues for a topic at different levels (international, regional, national, local) and look at the
following items “ issue-causes-solutions ” to select relevant indicators. The results can therefore
be clearly presented in this form. An example was presented on the air pollution issue.

4 See the composition of groups at the start of part 3.
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2 4 Sessions 3, 4 and 6 : Thematic Groups

In order to reflect the quality and intensity of debate, detailed records are provided in Part 3
below ; these records include also the main points discussed in the plenary session after each

group presentation (session 6).

In groups 3 and 4 the participants insisted on the need for grouping both issues under the

general topic of * water management ” and the usefulness of considering some prerequisites

before choosing EPI, such as :

1. effective institutions equipped with relevant management tools including policies, action
plans and a proper legal framework as well as monitoring system.

2. the assurance of the availability of financial

implementation of the above mentioned policies and plans.

The following table summarises the final set of indicators selected as they arose from each

group sessions:

SET OF PRIME SELECTED INDICATORS PER THEME :

Cost Recovery

INDICATOR PSR N° of the Number of values
Quest. (*) sheet provided in the
Type guestionnaire

Air (groupl)
SOx emissions P 3 41
NOx emissions P 4 23
Frequency of excess over standards E 9 33
Expenditures devoted to air pollution R 14 0
abatement
Proportion of Clean Fuels in Total Fuel - 0
Consumption
Solid Waste (group2)
Municipal Solid Waste Generation P 1 56
Destination of Collected Municipal Waste R 4 8
Hazardous Waste Generation P 8 8
Contaminated area 9 1

R - 0

(*) N° of the sheet : refers to the previous questionnaire (see list in Appendix); for new indicators, a new indicator

sheet should be drawn up.

resources which enables the
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SET OF PRIME SELECTED INDICATORS PER THEME

INDICATOR PSR N° of the Number of values
Quest.(sheet provided in the
T ' guestionnaire

ype (**)

Water resources and demand (group3)

Aquifer Over Exploitation Index P 4 0

On-farm Irrigation Efficiency P 10 4

Exploitation Index P 11 4

Drinking Water Demand Efficiency P 15 7

Cost Recovery Rate P - 0

Pollution and Water Quality (group4)

Water Quality Indicator E 1 13

Agro-Chemicals Use Indicators P 2’ 7

Drinking Water Supply Compliance Indicators P 5 1

Waste Water Collection and Treatment Indicator R 6’ 6

Industrial Waste Water Treatment R 8’ 1

(*)N° of the sheet : refers to the previous questionnaire; for new indicators, a new indicator sheet should be
drawn up.

(**) present the sum of the number of values provided in the questionnaire from the four countries, but they are
not the values themselves.
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3 5 Session n°5 : Environmental Performance Indicators in
Projects

1.1 5.1 Use of EPIs in Following-up Environmental Projects

Kirk Hamilton (World Bank) presented the methodological framework used by the World Bank
for integrating Environmental Performance Indicators in the monitoring/assessment of
projects.

Reference was made to the document distributed during the Workshop entitled * Performance
Indicators for Projects on : Frameworks and Examples from METAP ”, which details the most
recent views on this matter, and presents seven sample projects.

Project level indicators can have many use, including : planning, forecasting and early warning
during implementation, assessing results, benchmarks, and quality control, .. The most
commonly used project indicators concern input, output and risks. These are not our subject
here, since the focus is mostly on purely environmental project features. Projects can be varied,
dealing with for example: institutional strengthening, water supply and sanitation,
management of natural resources, pollution abatement, and waste management.

This wide variety of projects means that no single list of project-level indicators will be
universally applicable. There are, however, broad principles that can be applied in indicator
development from the early stages of project planning. These principles, combined with a
simple framework, comprise the basic tool-kit for project level indicators. These are : relevance,
linkage, selectivity, spatial and temporal coverage, practicality and client ownership.

Projects are generally divided into components or sub-projects. The performance of each
component can be measured thanks to a specifically tailored set of EPIs. Two major types of
indicators are: impact indicators (which relate to stated project goals), and outcome / output
indicators (which measure the achievement of specific component objectives).

Examples of ongoing METAP projects were presented to illustrate the use of EPIs in project
planning, implementation, assessment and monitoring,...). They showed that EPIs are
important components of quality control.

Answering a question concerning the appropriate relative costs of developing indicators within
a project, Kirk Hamilton explained that this cost should be included in a project but obviously
without being disproportionate, when compared to the total project cost.

There is much concern at the World Bank to improve project monitoring and evaluation
systems and EPIs are being used more and more by project managers. EPIs should be drawn
up at the design stage, involving the project team (WB and Correspondents).

It was emphasised that most of the indicators selected during the Workshop were also
mentioned in the example put forward in the Lebanon by Mr Hamilton (except for the %age for
private sector which should be considered specific to this project).

Mr Hamilton also answered a question on whether there already was an existing training
course on EPIs, on announcing that the World Bank was soon to publish a commentary on this
topic. He will later provide information on existing training courses.

It was concluded that devising indicators is a useful and continuous process which can be
applied regardless of scale both nationally and project level.

Blue Plan - 21/12/98 13



Record of the Sub-regional Workshop on Environmental Performance Indicators, Split, 26-28 November
1998

4 6 Session n°7 : Conclusions and Recommendations

1.1 6.1 Debate on Workshop Achievements and Findings

The last session following the discussion on Group Works reports was devoted to a debate on
the main findings and recommendations of the Workshop. It was chaired by Ms Mastrovic.

Mr Kamel Amer (Egypt) introduced the debate with a comparison between the workshop
results in Cairo and at Split. In Split, the proportion of female participants was higher than in
Cairo.

Despite the fact that at Cairo people were brought together from very different countries (Syria,
Egypt, Jordan, Palesti