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restored 17 days before it began, but 
the cuts for next autumn's mathe
matics course remain. 

More serious is the likelihood that 
UNDP funds will soon dry up al
together. UNDP has been suffering 
badly from inflation and from the 
failure of some countries, notably the 
USA, to pay up. Its projected shortfall 
for 1976 of $100 million means cutting 
back on many projects, and Trieste is 
a likely victim. Trieste is also likely to 
be hurt by the growing proportion of 
UNDP funds being assigned to 
individual nations rather than inter
national projects. 

The centre has always found living 
with UNDP a precarious business: 
meetings and courses have to be plan
ned two years ahead while UNDP 
commits itself for only a year at a time. 
The Swedish International Develop
ment Authority, which provides the 
bulk of the funds to support the 
centre's Associates (scientists from less 
developed countries who come to do 
research at the centre three times in 
five years for up to three months at a 
time), also votes funds annualiy. More 
stable are funds from the Italian 
government (currently providing 
$350,000 a year) and the International 
Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA) 
($225,000 a year), which votes funds on 
a two-yearly basis. To ease planning 
headaches and reduce the "rampant 
feeling of uncertainty" among the 
centre's small technical staff, an ad hoc 
consultative committee did in fact 
report to IAEA last summer that the 
unstable UNDP contribution should 
be taken over by the centre's stable 
sources of income. 

With luck that is what will now 
happen. TAEA and UNESCO have 
recently expressed a wish to compen-

sate the centre if UNDP funds dry up, 
and are proposing to increase their 
funding to $450,000 and $300,000 res
pectively. Two potential problems seem 
to have been overcome. The first was 
that the IAEA contribution has been 
no greater than that of UNESCO since 
1970, the year in which UNESCO first 
became a major source of funds. IAEA 
has however now agreed that its con
tribution need not be fixed at the 
UNESCO level, and indeed that with 
UNESCO's current impoverishment 
such a rule would be absurd. The other 
difficulty was that UNESCO's policy 
has been to fund a project for no more 
than 10 years, after which other sources 
of income (primarily national govern
ments) are supposed to have been 
found. But there is now hope that the 
rule will change, as the committee 
studying it recently reported to 
UNESCO that it is outdated, a relic of 
the era of centres set up by regional 
bodies. Certainly it would be short
sighted in the extreme to apply the 
rule to a centre used hy over 50 nations, 
most of them poor. 

There should thus be no fundamental 
difficulty. The centre's well-being will 
depend upon the attitudes of those 
attending the imminent executive 
board meetings of IAEA and UNESCO 
and their general conferences in 
September and November of this year. 
At Trieste there are worries parti
cularly about Britain's representative 
at UNESCO, Sir Harold Thompson, 
who is likely to repeat his view that 
Trieste is eating up too large a slice of 
UNESCO's $1 million basic science 
cake. and may sway some of the 
Commonwealth countries. Ironically, 
at the same time that British scientists 
have provided the strongest support for 
Trieste and the backbone of its teach-
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ing, the British government, through 
the international agencies, has caused it 
great worries. 

If the proposed increases are 
approved by IAEA and UNESCO the 
centre will be slightly better off than at 
present but will of course have to exist 
at this level of funding through the 
next four years' inflation. Next year is 
in any case bound to be a messy one 
because the present uncertainties about 
money make planning almost impos
sible. But this year's programme is the 
largest ever and it is hoped at least to 
maintain the present level of activity: 
three 3-month courses and around 
1 ,000 scientists passing through each 
year. New ideas are being tried; this 
summer there is a science teaching 
programme designed in particular for 
those scientists whose backgrounds are 
so weak that they cannot benefit from 
the other activities of the centre. The 
emphasis of the centre is on science at 
all cost; two of the three senior ad
ministrators as well as several secret
aries have recently been made 
redundant, with the inevitable result of 
reduced efficiency and some discontent 
among the remaining staff. 

If the UNDP funds are not replaced 
by those from IAEA and UNESCO, 
the centre's director Abdus Salem 
would prefer it to cloSe rather than to 
continue with a grotesquely reduced 
programme. Closure would be a 
tragedy. The centre educates, stimu
lates and boosts the morale of thou
sands of physicists from less developed 
countries. providing them with the sort 
of contact with their peers which any 
American or European scientist takes 
for granted. And it is really very 
cheap: its running costs are the 
equivalent of less than 1 % of Britain's 
SRC budget. 0 

JAPAN---------------------------------------------------------, 
China energy link weakens 
JAPAN's energy polky still accords an 
essential role to oil, even though the 
cr,isis precipitated in 1973 showed it 
to be the most vulnerable of the 
indus~rialised countries because of its 
great dependence on oil imports. Like 
those countries, however, Japan is 
now having to cope with an emerging 
glut of oil, and in the last couple of 
months !'e•lations with one compara
tively new supplier in par.ticular 
appear to have changed. 

The supplier is the People's Re
public of China, with which the level 
of Japan's two-way trade last year 
reached a record $3,800 millions. The 
two countries began their oil trade in 
I 973, and last year oil produced 
almost half of China's export earn
ings from Japan. 

In January there were reports, 

viewed at the .time rather sceptically 
by Japan's refiners and electricity 
companies, that China might buy 
over 60% more steel from Japan in 
return for Japan increasing its pur
chases of Chinese oil from 8 million 
tonnes last year to 10 miHion in 
1976. 

The following month, however, 
before any 1976 agreement was con
cluded, China advised Japan that its 
February shipment would be halved. 
The same was expected for March as 
well, and one theory had it that sup
plies were being diverted to North 
Korea. When the first contracts were 
finally agre.ed in early March, the 
trend was confirmed: one of Japan's 
two major importing consortia agreed 
a I2t% cut. The other principal 
buyer has since contracted to take a 

30% reduction. Japan's total imports 
of Chinese oil are thus unlikely to 
exceed 6.1 million tonnes, although 
there are options which, if exercised, 
would boost the total to 1975 levels. 

It now appears that the February 
reductions merely anticipated the 
smaHer contr.acts, and that .the reduc
tions themselves simply reflect Japan's 
oil needs at the present time (with 
the fact that China's oil is more ex
pensive and less easily processed also 
playing a part). China may stiU be 
hoping to cash .j,n on any upturn in 
Japanese demand, and might then 
be looking to offer longer-term oi>l 
contracts in return for the J a.panese 
steel it now seems to want and which 
Japan's steel companies (shareholders 
i.n the oil importing consortia) are 
keen to sell. For the moment it is 
China's political upheavals which may 
preclude immediate progress on this. 
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