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Addendum

Summary of the discussion in the Committee

I. Twenty-three delegations made statements during the first meeting, giving

their views on the Special Programme Resources (SPR) proposals, which can 

summarized as follows.

2. With regard to the presentation of the programming document, some
delegations remarked that the programme proposals varied greatly in quality
and scope, and that they did not all follow the guidelines agreed upon at the

special session of the Governing Council in February 19gl. The need for a

general introduction was stressed, together with a brief summary of the
objectives and criteria of the SPR. Particular concern was expressed over the

need to improve the assessments of prior experience for each programme during

the fourth cycle and to draw lessons of experience for the fifth cycle.

3. Many delegations discussed the role of the SPR, stressing that they
should be of a catalytic nature and could be used as seed money to carry out

innovative and experimental initiatives, which should then be followed up
through other scrces of funding. They should facilitate resource mobilization

and be complementary to the country, regional and interregional indicative
planning figures (IPFs). Clearer focus was thus required to ensure that

specific and realistic objectives were chosen for the limited resources

available, so that once achieved, SPR resources can be reoriented to other
purposes. The great value of the SPR as a coordinating tool for UNDP and

governments was also emphasized.

/...

91-30463 2716d (E)



DP/1991/SCPM/L.7/Add. I

English

Page 2

4. Some delegations raised the question of the modalities
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