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1 
Objectives of the Meeting

The Agenda, as presented in Annex I, comprises the following objectives: 

· To review the existing ambient contaminant monitoring programmes of the littoral States in the Caspian Region;  

· To present on-going ambient contaminant monitoring activities funded by the CEP;

· To discuss existing proposals for the formation of a reference laboratory  

· To present modern and conventional views on development of ambient monitoring;

· To develop a proposal for a Caspian regional contaminant monitoring programme.

2 
Participation 
2.1 The list of participants is presented in Annex II. Delegates from Turkmenistan were absent from the workshop.

3
Introductory Remarks
3.1 Mr. Hosseini (CEP-NFP, I.R Iran) commented briefly on the two cruises previously carried out for contaminant monitoring of the Caspian Sea and extended gratitude to IAEA and those involved. He commented that the workshop was not decision-making body, but rather a forum for discussion of transboundary issues of contaminant monitoring. Mr. Hosseini expressed the view that the main future considerations will be (a) the formation of a reference laboratory, and (b) the need to create the required legal framework for contaminant monitoring protocols. He emphasized the value needed for growth of regional human capacity to strengthen the technical capacity of each of the Caspian countries.  He expressed his gratitude to the I.R of Iran’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of Environment and also UNDP for staging this important meeting.

3.2 Mr. Ferdowsi (UNDP/TEHRAN) commented that among regional environmental activities, the CEP stands out practicing co-operative work to common objective. He emphasized that the CEP also provides a platform for private sector to achieve sustainable resources, and also to encourage littoral countries and stakeholders to reach a convention as a logical step in the CEP.

3.3 Mr. Ghaffarzadeh (CEP/PCU) commented that ERACL has been very active and effective during the previous year and has contributed in no small way to the Transboundary Diagnostic Analysis (TDA) and has participated in fairly large number of national and regional meetings and workshops as well as taking part in quite a few surveys and studies. Mr. Ghaffarzadeh expressed the view that the ERACL Themes has been at the heart of, and in the driving seat of the two very successful cruises in the Caspian Sea, without which, the information required for the TDA would have not been sufficient. (See Annex IIIa for full transcript) 

3.4 Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) initially provided a welcome speech for all delegates of the meeting (see Annex IIIb for full transcript), and subsequently introduced the agenda and asked for amendments. The following amendments were requested:

· Presentation of Eco-Tox project by Igor Mitrofanov in Session 3 was cancelled. 

· Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) requested that Session 3 includes a presentation of the CASPAS programme, which was, in his opinion, the basis for complex monitoring for the Caspian environment. It was agreed the Session 6 would be used to discuss the merits of the CASPAS programme in relation to the CEP programme. 

Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R.- Iran) acted as the Chairman for the opening session of the workshop. Mr. Sheikholeslami proposed that the chair be rotated between country representatives and international consultants. The following order of chairperson was agreed for the meeting:

Session 2: Mr. Gadjiyev (Azerbaijan)

Session 3: Mr. Muztazin (Kazakhstan)

Session 4: Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation)

Session 5: Mr. Jensen (DHI - TACIS/CEP Team Leader)

Session 6: Mr. de Mora (IAEA)

Session 7: Mr. Reynolds (Halcrow) 

Mr. Reynolds acted as Rapporteur. 

4 Existing Ambient Contaminant Monitoring Programmes in the Caspian Region

4.1
Azerbaijan: Mr. Gadjiyev stated that regular information about the condition of environmental pollution has been collected by the State Committee for more than a thirty year period. Measures have been taken on the pollution entering and in the Caspian Sea The material in this presentation was available in hard copy, but a version in electronic format was not provided.

4.2
Islamic Republic of Iran: Mr. Sheikholeslami focused his presentation on the monitoring activities which are carried out with the I.R Iran and their relationship and involvement to ambient contaminant monitoring within the Caspian Sea. In summary, the organizations within the I.R Iran as listed by Mr. Sheikholeslami have specific monitoring functions e.g. oil, health, agricultural impacts etc. However, Mr. Sheikholeslami explained that these organizations except for Department Of the Environment do not have the experience of conducting ambient monitoring with an emphasis on organic and inorganic contaminants. Hence, in the I.R of Iran, the Department Of the Environment(DOE) has the leading role in this activity with support from governmental and non-governmental organizations when necessary.  Details of Mr. Sheikholeslami’s presentation are given in Annex IVa
4.3         Kazakhstan: Mr. Muztazin informed the meeting that two monitoring stations, under the responsibility of Hydromet, have been provided with automated equipment. He explained that Kazakhstan plan for three further monitoring stations to be placed near oil developments. Mr. Muztazin also stated that in the future Kazakhstan contemplate an eastern line of monitoring stations to observe water level fluctuation. In relation to the progress of monitoring of environmental pollution, Kazakhstan propose to further use of river channels and use of north part of the sea, whilst also conducting observations four times a year for physical, chemical and hydrobiological parameters. The assessment of contaminant pollution by Kazakhstan revealed that the northern territorial waters are least contaminated, however, emergencies resulting from oil contamination of well closing and transportation have been reported.  The issue of reducing the risk of emergencies is a direct activity within Hydromet. They also provide weather forecast, wind, storm, Hydro-metrological phenomenon, water level ice regime, specialised regime, analysis of sea-water for detergents, and data on hydrobiological, deep water zones. 


In summary, Mr. Muztazin stated that Kazakhstan has the intention of: (i) equipping stations with reliable monitoring equipment, (ii) equipping stations with technical observation equipment, and (iii) improving the present data collection system. He emphasized the intention of Kazakhstan to integrate their efforts for monitoring in the Caspian Sea within the remit of the proposed CASPAS programme. Details of presentation are given in Annex IVb(E)&IVb(R) both in English and Russian language. 
4.4
Russian Federation: Mr. Vasiliev presented a view of complex monitoring performed by Hydromet for hydrochemical and hydrobiological parameters as well as monitoring of the sea level. Monitoring of pollution by the Russian Federation is deemed to be inclusive of all areas, and therefore is regarded as ‘complex monitoring’. Mr. Vasiliev explained that in the Soviet period, the complex monitoring was performed for 35 years as a responsibility of the State Oceanographic Institute. In respect to the monitoring of the Caspian Sea, in cross-section there were previously 11 northern stations, 9 stations in middle, and 10 in the southern region. There were also 35 monitoring stations on the west coast and 25 on east coast. With respect to hydrochemistry, water was routinely analysed for O2, pH, P, Si, NO2, NO3, Al, and heavy metals, while sediment was analysed sediment for heavy metals also. Benthos, plankton, oil, and microorganism structure was also determined. Mr. Vasiliev emphasized the need not to invent a new system. He emphasized that the reinstatement of the previous system would provide a benefit in the present day. He further stressed that the previous system, which was fully acceptable for 35 years, also covered emergency systems, using air mapping forecasts sources of pollution. In Mr. Vasiliev’s view, the previous Hydromet monitoring system fully meets the requirements of Caspian programme. 

With respect to legal issues Mr. Vasiliev commented that due to present situation ships                     are not allowed to travel in Turkmenistan territorial waters. Ships presently travel to the middle of the Caspian adjacent to the coast of Turkmenistan. He also informed the meeting that the responsibility for monitoring in the Russian Federation was transferred by decree in 1998 to the Environmental State Committee for compliance (source monitoring), while ambient monitoring is the responsibility of the Committee of Hydrometeorology. 

Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) asked how many organisations are dealing with contaminant monitoring in the Russian Federation. Mr. Vasiliev replied that, in the complex monitoring view, Hydromet is the lead organization with limited tasks and additional parameters carried out by the State Environmental Committee, the Ministry of Health and by the Fisheries Committee. Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R.- Iran) also asked about present data exchange. Mr. Vasiliev replied that a system of exchange of information between the Russian Federation, Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan exists internationally, and nationally, the interchange of data is performed with Ministry of the Environment and the Ministry of Health.

Mr. Amir-Ebrahimi (PPA-CEP) asked whether there were simplified results of previous studies for the public. Mr. Vasiliev informed the meeting that during the past 5/6 years, public participation has been steadily addressed. The Russian Federation has organised public speeches in relation to environmental conditions. Mr. Vasiliev also stated that on 23rd March, the International Meteorological Day, discussions were held with NGO representatives to determine how environmental issues could be presented to the population.

The material in this presentation was available in hard copy, but a version in electronic format was not provided.

5
The CEP On-Going Ambient Contaminant Monitoring Activities
5.1 Preliminary results of the ASTP cruise were presented by Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran). The cruise was conducted to aid in the collection of baseline data for the TDA. A total of 100 stations were selected in shallow waters, with relatively few locations selected at depths below 100 meters. The first cruise of Russian and Azerbaijan waters was completed in Oct-Nov 2000. This was followed by a second cruise covering I.R. Iran and Kazakhstan. The first batch of samples were sent to the IAEA laboratory in Monaco and are now available for review and interpretation. The Russian laboratories are currently processing samples taken from Russian waters. In response to a question by Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) concerning the participation of Russian scientists and crew during the cruises, it was noted that the cruise covering the Russian part contained a crew made up entirely of Russian nationals. In addition, Russian nationals were also present during the cruise within Kazakhstan and IR-Iran coastal waters. The summary of ASTP cruise activities are presented in Annex Va. 

5.2 Mr. de Mora (IAEA, Monaco) followed the overview of the ASTP cruise with a presentation of the preliminary data including representation of the Goldberg (industrial/agricultural ratio) and weathering (resolved/unresolved) indices. 

5.3
Mr. Jensen (DHI, Denmark - TACIS/CEP Team Leader) commented on the measurement of nutrients in the water phase. Mr. Sheikholeslami replied that limited measurements were undertaken during the cruise. Mrs. Husevnova (CCPC/CEP) enquired about the measurements of dioxins within the area of Baku bay. Mr. de Mora replied that dioxins were not measured by IAEA laboratory.

5.4
A question was raised about the reliability of data provided by oil companies. Mr. Sheikholeslami replied that oil companies give EIA data freely although other data are not provided. Mr. Asgarov (BP) indicated that BP provided £30,000 to emergency response plan and £25,000 on the TDA. Regarding the data, Mr. Asgarov stated in his personal opinion, that all countries should work together for the transfer of data. He claimed that BP has carried out baseline studies in the contract (original) area and will present this information to the littoral countries of CEP as soon as approval from our different partners is received.

5.5
Mr. Vasiliev (Russian Federation) held the opinion that two cruise surveys were not representative of the status of the Caspian Sea. He asked the meeting representatives how the data would be linked with the available historic database held by Hydromet in the Russian Federation. Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) also queried the legality of the cruise within Russian federation territorial waters, stating that no co-ordination with the Ministry of foreign affairs or the Ministry of Science and Technology took place prior to the cruise. He reiterated Mr. Vasiliev’s view that the dataset held by Hydromet must be included in the baseline study. Mr. Maximov stated that the Russian Hydrometeriological services possess reliable data and were ready to negotiate. In reply, Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) stated that the work plan of the cruise had been passes throughout the process by all national Focal Points. Further questions relating to the use of Hydrometeriological data were deferred until Session 6.

5.6 Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) gave a brief presentation on the proposed CASPAS programme. As CASPAS programme coordinator he stressed the need for interaction with the CEP. Mr. Maximov informed the meeting that the fluctuation of the water level is no good without data – this data and information, provided by Hydromets, meteorological data (sea level changes, etc), which constitutes the basis of every branch of economy, is performed by Hydromet services. The main objectives of the CASPAS programme is the creation of the regional transfer of information on the state of the air and water in Caspian Sea by undertaking complex researches for identifying the records of fluctuation of forecasts. A hard copy of the basic principals of the CASPAS programme was provided to the meeting.

5.7 Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) questioned the investment required for Hydromet to undertake the CASPAS programme. Mr. Maximov stated that program is costly, foreseeing the usage of satellite equipment and operation of original system in the field of pollution. As an expert assumption, the capacity required for this activity is up to $50m. Mr. Maximov added that at the moment there are emergency tasks in a project on establishment of real time collection of transfer of data by satellite. The beginning stage this work is estimated at $18m, with a total of $6m external monies required for infrastructure/equipment. 

5.8 Mr. Maximov stated that CEP would be one of the most important beneficiaries of the CASPAS programme. He added that CEP steering committee chairman and CASCOMP have signed a Memorandum of Understanding. Mr. Maximov also stressed that the CASPCOM is in full co-operation with the WMO. 

.

6
Modern and Conventional Views on the Development of an Ambient Monitoring Programme


6.1 Mr. Reynolds (Halcrow, UK) gave a presentation on the use of Environmental Quality Objectives (EQOs) and Environmental Quality Standards (EQSs) for prioritising pollution control activities and to aid in establishing realistic goals for water and sediment quality improvement in the Caspian Sea. A copy of the full presentation is provided in Annex VIa. 

6.2 Mr. Reynolds explained that for the protection and improvement of ecosystems, the framework of EQO/EQS aims to apply water and sediment quality objectives to all Caspian Sea areas, whereas for human uses, objectives would apply only to those areas that are (or intended to be) exploited for such use. In this way, the proposed management framework considers the protection and improvement of aquatic ecosystems as a separate issue to maintaining waters for specific human uses. The following issues were considered during the meeting in relation to the adoption of EQOs and EQSs:

· An overview of the International Conventions, which provide the guidelines for management of marine ecosystems 

· A brief account of the methods used for deriving EQSs. 

· The requirements for establishing environmental quality standards and objectives, and the provision of an approach for the prioritisation of parameters for monitoring which are relevant to each marine water use. 
· A comparison between standards used in the Caspian region and EU. A proposal was made for a) water and sediment quality standards for all regional marine waters, and b) a maximum concentration for each parameter which, if reached, would act as a prompt for the regulatory authorities to carry out necessary remedial action. The maximum concentration for each parameter is referred to in this document as the ‘critical level for action’. 

· The proposal of 5-point classification schemes that describe the water and sediment quality required for each use. 

· Guidance and recommendations for the implementation of the proposed management framework by regulatory authorities. 

· Recommendations for future development of EQOs in the Caspian Sea.

A proposal for the future development of EQOs in the Caspian Sea was provided during the meeting (Annex VIb). This proposal was based on the Black Sea EQO/EQS project proposal, which is included as Annex VIc 

6.3 Mr. Andersen (RF – Rogland Research, Norway) provided an overview of biomarkers and their applicability to the TDA in relation to the rapid and cost effective identification of contaminant hotspots within the Caspian Sea. A copy of the presentation sheets, which detail the EU experience to date with biomarkers, is supplied in Annex VId. Mr. Andersen stated that biomarkers are a valuable ‘add-on’ to a contaminant monitoring programme and would not either replace or compete with traditional methods. He also pointed out their value in rapid cost-effective assessment of an emergency situation, such as a chemical spill. Following a discussion related to the mortality of seals within the Caspian Sea, Mr. Vasiliev (Russian Federation) held the opinion that without a diverse approach, issues such as those affecting seal mortality can not be determined. In reply, Mr. Andersen pointed out that the approach of biomarkers would have readily indicated the existence of chemically induced problems before they are passed up the food chain. 

6.4 In relation to presentation of Mr. Andersen, Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) explained the objectives of ambient monitoring in two stages: firstly, the determination of the transboundary diagnostic analysis, i.e. using available data within a short period of time. Secondly, the longer term objectives, i.e. national level objectives approaching regional objectives. He stated clearly that the CEP needs to find a short-cut approach to understand the immediate problems being faced within the Caspian Sea. Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) stated that he believed that both the approach of biomarkers would give a short-cut result.  

6.5 Mr. Ghaffarzadeh (CEP/PCU) reminded the meeting that the deadline for the first draft of the TDA was October 2001. With this in mind he suggested that the use of biomarkers might be included in the collection of baseline data if the countries were willing to co-operate.  A specific Terms of Reference would be required by the PCU in the very near future if biomarkers were to be included in the current the programme. A general outline for a 2-year programme of work is presented in Annex VIe.

7
Regional Co-operation and Establishment of a Regional Reference Laboratory

7.1 Mr. de Mora (IAEA, Monaco) provided an overview for the formation of a regional reference laboratory. His presentation included an overview of (i) the tasks required of a reference laboratory, (ii) the human and physical resources required in setting up a reference laboratory, and (iii) the step-wise approach of transformation of an existing laboratory into a reference center.

In this respect, Mr. de Mora provided an overview of the services provided by IAEA, Monaco. A copy of the presentation is provided in Annex VIIa. Mrs. Huseynova (Azerbaijan) asked whether in or out-house standards were used for auditing in laboratories. Mr. de Mora replied that IAEA buy in reference materials on a needs basis and also produce reference materials themselves.

7.2 Mr. Jensen (DHI - Tacis/CEP Team Leader) presented experience with establishment of reference laboratories. His presentation focused on the experience from a project in Egypt where a reference laboratory was established parallel with the implementation of a coastal water monitoring and an air monitoring programme. The ref-lab trained the monitoring laboratories in new analytical methods, conducted proficiency test among the laboratories and assisted with implementation of QA/QC procedures. The monitoring laboratories were able during the project period to produce reliable and quality controlled results by this assistance from the ref-lab. A similar strategy could be implemented in the Caspian Sea Region

7.3 Mr. Jensen also presented a proposal carried out on behalf of TACIS for building a reference laboratory structure for the CEP.  His presentation covered the following items: (i) the existing laboratory capacity in the Caspian Sea, (ii) the requirements for laboratories in the CEP, (iii) the training needs in connection with the implementation of a reference laboratory structure, (iv) suggested monitoring parameters and existing laboratory upgrading costs, and (v) the decision process for defining laboratory capabilities. A copy of the presentation is provided in Annex VIIb. In connection with assessment of existing laboratory capacities and capabilities in the Caspian sea Countries, Mrs. Latifa M.Huseynova has given a presentation describing the existing situation of laboratories in the region. A copy of the presentation provided in Annex VIIc.

7.4 The system of laboratories proposed by Mr. Jensen for environmental monitoring of the Caspian Sea would consist of reference laboratories with differing capabilities in each of the littoral countries. The proposal for reference laboratories in the region consists of the following:

· State Inspectorate, Baku, Azerbaijan – general QA/QC and ecotoxicology

· Central DOE, Tehran, I.R. Iran – basic physical/chemical parameters

· Inspectorate Astrakhan, Russian Federation – inorganics (soil, sediment and biota)

· Food and Drug, Tehran, I.R Iran – organics in biota and sediments

· Sanitary and Epidemic Station, Atyrau, Kazakhstan – radioisotopes and microbiology

· Caspian Fisheries, Russian Federation – hydrobiological parameters

· State Committee for ecology, Baku, Azerbaijan – sampling procedures

7.5 Mr. Vasiliev (Russian Federation) expressed the opinion that more discussion was required in the choosing and functions of the reference laboratories. Mrs. Huseynova (Azerbaijan) replied that this was the second meeting to discuss the reference laboratories and that Russian Federation representatives were present at the first meeting and were aware of all developments through their NFP. Mr. Vasiliev (Russian Federation) also expressed the view that complex monitoring, as prescribed under the CASPAS programme, would rely on the foundation of one reference laboratory (or center) in each country which is capable of performing all of the functions of the individual reference laboratories proposed by Mr. Jensen. In reply, Mr. Jensen said it is sensible and essential to build-up expertise around the Caspian Sea. He added that the situation in the region is that good experts are present but the main issue is one of QA/QC which is undoubtedly lacking. 

7.6 Mr. Muztazin (Kazakhstan) questioned the legality of the Kazakhstan laboratory to carry out ambient monitoring on behalf of the Kazakhstan Government. Mrs. Huseynova replied that the laboratories were chosen in response to those suggested by the Kazakhstan NFP. 

8 Priority list of Contaminants for an Ambient Monitoring Programme in the Caspian Sea

8.1
Mr. Reynolds (Halcrow, UK) provided the meeting with a priority list of parameters which are currently agreed for the ambient monitoring programme of the Black Sea Environmental Programme in line with the requirements of the Bucharest Convention. The list of parameters are broadly in agreement with those selected for the Caspian Sea by the TACIS team leader, Mr. Jensen. The proposed list is presented in Annex VIII.

9 General Discussion

9.1 Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) commented that since Hydromet exists in the Russian Federation and other NIS states, the structure hasn’t changed too much since the break up of the Soviet Union. However, in the I.R. of Iran, there is a difference. There is a meteorological organization in the I.R of Iran, but they have little or no experience for water contamination. The Ministry for the Environment in the I.R. of Iran has the responsibility of ambient as well as general compliance monitoring. Mr. Sheikholeslami stressed that the views of the I.R of Iran and the Russia Federation were very different with regard to ambient monitoring. The problem is needed to be faced in the CEP programme.

9.2 Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) replied that the understandings of internal organization within the Russian Federation are distorting the perception of responsibilities. He added that decisions about internal organizations are not of great importance.

9.4
Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) commented that difficulties exist when making arrangements for monitoring/survey exercises with the Russian Federation, since contact must first be made through the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Mr. Sheikholeslami also added that the inception of CEP was conducted by country representatives from Ministries of Foreign Affairs. He proposed that the problem is now how to implement the workplan.

9.5
Mr. de Mora (IAEA, Monaco) commented that the basic problem of responsibility for monitoring and specific analysis exists when national representatives (i.e. technical experts) sit together to discuss an international programme. Mr. de Mora explained that in the MEDPOL programme the countries have to inform IAEA (the international reference laboratory), which national laboratories are assuming responsibility for the programme since laboratories have been known to change throughout the duration of the programme.

9.6
Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) expressed the view that one needs to know the whole interaction that takes place in the Caspian Sea and not limit an environmental programme to one or two actions. He commented that if CEP needs to familiarize themselves further with the actual and proposed actions of the littoral countries before they could assume the role of a leading environmental agency in the region.

9.7
Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) asked for clarity concerning the operation of the CASPAS programme. He asked the Russian delegate to explain what the CEP should do, while bearing in mind that a limited amount of money exists to solve problems. 

9.8
Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) suggested that CEP has an incorrect understanding of what CASPAS is. He stated that it has been devised by Hydromet and could not be implemented by a single country. It is therefore a regional programme supported by all countries. Secondly, CASPAS is an on-going programme. He explained that there is a Federal programme outlined in Russia concerned with the level of the sea, and another programme for Hydromet concerning complex monitoring. Mr. Maximov stated that 83% of the inflow to the Caspian Sea is from the Volga, and therefore it is important to monitor flow and contaminants. Thirdly, the CASPAS programme does not need anything from the CEP. On the contrary, the CEP is thought of as an end-user of the CASPAS programme. The CEP will need data generated from the CASPAS programme. Mr. Maximov asked the meeting to take appropriate decisions on their recommendations concerning the CASPAS programme. 

9.9
Mr. Sheikholeslami (I.R. Iran) suggested that the recommendations of the Russian federation delegates should be raised in a higher level Steering Committee. Mr. Maximov (Russian Federation) replied that on 20th October 2000, a Memorandum of understanding was signed by CASPCOM and the CEP Steering Committee chairman (this MOU has not been approved by CEP programme Coordinator) and that all internal aspects within Russia are solved.

9.10
Mr. Gadjiyev (Azerbaijan) stated that the programme (CASPAS) was working successfully for 35 years. He expressed the wish to restore this programme with modern requirements, i.e. computers, satellite usage, different internal organizations.

9.11
Mr. Kamza  reiterated the view that the meeting was not a decision-making body, and as such should concentrate on scientific issues. With this in mind, Mr. Kamza pointed out that most experts are concentrating on their national monitoring programmes, whereas the need for a regional concept is paramount.

10
Decisions and Recommendations
10.1
Mr. Ghaffarzadeh (CEP/PCU) read out the following statement ‘The recommendation of this working group reflect the views of the present technical experts and while of value in considering the future road-map, the recommendation will not be binding for CEP unless processed through the appropriate institutional mechanism. Cooperation between the CEP and other projects will be formalized on the basis of the CEP document the Intuitional Arrangement’.

10.2 Mr. Reynolds (Halcrow, UK) summarized the decisions and recommendations arising from the meeting. Since agreement was not reached with regard to the position of the CASPAS programme in relation to the CEP, it was the express wish of the meeting to indicate which delegation was in agreement or disagreement with the wording of the CASPAS and other proposals. A copy of the decisions and recommendations is provided in Annex IX and X.
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