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Issues for Discussion & Decision in Connection to Conducting of Pesticides Pilot Project in the Region
Background: 
The screening survey of coastal sediments in the first phase of GEF support to CEP clearly demonstrated that Persistent Toxic Substances (PTS), in particular organochlorinated pollutants were one of the main transboundary concerns for the Caspian Sea. Evidence of their destructive presence and impact on the environment was also indicated in seal, sturgeon and bony fish tissue biopsies undertaken by the World Bank’s Ecotoxicology project. Despite this evidence, actions to prevent further damaging discharges, in either the NCAPs or the SAP were limited for a number of reasons.

Reflecting this concern the CEP-SAP project , under ACTIVITY E2 of OUTCOME E ,envisaged  two pilot project areas where a survey of usage and stockpiling of pesticides and  a stakeholder education programme would be undertaken and the use of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) would be demonstrated in coordinationd with any national POPs Enabling Activity inventories to avoid duplication.
Selection of two pilot areas was discussed in detail during 3rd P-RAG meeting, Tehran, March 6-8, 2000. The meeting suggested that IPM was not feasible at this stage in the region and instead  proposed to share the earmarked budget between the 5 littoral states to carry out five projects on disposal of obsolete pesticides, one in each littoral state, to include: Identification of obsolete pesticides stockpile, collection of pesticides to a safe storage site and finally disposal of pesticides.

PCU pursued this proposal but it turned out that it was not practical due to number of reasons such as; insufficient available budget to conduct the proposed projects at desirable levels , difficulties in conducting of needed inventories and stockpile assessment in each country, difficulties for analysis of the pesticides samples due to restriction in samples transportation among the countries and uncertainty involved in available cost effective technology for disposal/phase out of the chlorinated pesticides. 

Noting the impracticability of the RAG III proposal this paper sets out a number of options open to the region to pursue the objective of the project document.

Options for  discussion 
OPTION-I: 
ASTP findings in CEP-I clearly showed that the high value of DDT found in sediment of coastal areas adjacent to the Azerbaijan and Iran. This trend was observed with other chlorinated pesticides found in this area too. These values well correlated with significant usage of pesticides in agricultural practices in their respective near watershed to the Caspian Sea
. 
The region could therefore return to the provisions of the project document to select two pilot project areas conducted in Azerbaijan and Iran. Each will be selected in one of the most extensive agricultural lands located  in near watershed where the application of pesticides have immediate threat to the Caspian Sea environment. Under this option most of the earmarked budget would be used for the pilot areas and some funding would be made available for the other three countries to be used for sensitization activities. 
OPTION-2: 
Assessment of existing national PTS/POPs monitoring programme in the region showed that the Caspian countries national capacity in this connection needed to be improved. It might include development of common guideline for sampling and sample handling and analyses;  training particularly in connection to sample analysis and improvement of analytical laboratory skills such as application of bio marker techniques; upgrading of the laboratory facility for measurements of selected important parameters, application of new techniques and etc. Certainly the improvement of Caspian countries capacity finally will create a better ground for establishment and implementation of a regional pollution monitoring programme in the region. 
OPTION-3 
The experience achieved by conducting of MSGP in the region cleared out that there are many new projects/ideas that due to shortage of budget can not be implemented. The region might wish to divert the available budget under ACTIVITY E2 of OUTCOME E for implementation of more number of MSGP projects in the region.  
