4th Meeting of the (Interim) Pollution Regional Advisory Group (P-RAG)

Baku 11-13 October 2005

Minutes of Meeting

1. The (Interim) Pollution Regional Advisory Group (P-RAG) held its 4th meeting at the former CEP Programme Coordination Unit office in Baku, 11-13 October 2005. There were 22 participants: 
· 4 representatives of Azerbaijan, 
· 3 representatives of I.R. Iran, 
· 2 representatives from each of Kazakhstan, Russian Federation and Turkmenistan, 
· 4 participants from the CEP-PCU, and
·  5 international consultants/experts. 
The list of participants is given in Annex 1.

2. The meeting opened with a welcome address given by Mr Ghaffarzadeh (CEP-SAP Project Manager). He briefed the meeting on the latest CEP news, most important of which was on the ratification of the Framework Convention by the lower chamber of Kazakhstan Parliament. He also briefed the meeting on the IV P-RAG Agenda  emphasizing the need to address the meeting objectives as follows:
· Road map for formulation of  the  Regional POPs Action Plan and Pilot Projects
· Development of Regional Pollution Monitoring Programme in the Caspian Sea 

· The future GEF Strategic Partnership in Caspian region

Dr. Ghaffarzadeh noted that the papers for discussion (Annexes 3, 4) were distributed among the countries one month ago, therefore participants needed to fully prepared for effective contribution in this meeting. He advised the participants to come to concrete decisions on the issues being discussed. 
3.  Participants adopted the agenda of the meeting (Annex 2), selected the meeting reporter (Mr. Myroshnychenko) and agreed on the proposal to select the Sessions’  Chairs on  the rotation principle. 

4. Representative of Azerbaijan Mr Zeynalov gave an overview on POPs activities of the country (Annex 5). He informed the meeting that the Stockholm Convention was ratified by Azerbaijan on December 12, 2003 and the POPs Enabling Project in the country has been supported by UNIDO. At present the project was in its second phase for preparation of inventory, which was planned to be completed in March, 2006.The National Implementation Plan expected to be completed at the end of 2006. In this connection working groups were formed comprising representatives from different ministries, such as Ministry of Environment, Ministry of Agriculture and other relevant bodies.

5. Representative of Iran Dr. Mashinchian gave an overview on POPs activities in his country (Annex 6). He explained that the POPs enabling project, supported by UNDP, started one year ago coordinated by the Department of Environment (DOE). The project progress was successful and close to its completion by priority setting in this respect. Many meetings were organized at local level in different provinces and national level as well. Sets of brochures and posters regarding POPs were published and a specific web site was developed both in Farsi and English language. Assessment of POPs emission and Inventory of POPs pesticides has been completed, while the inventory of PCBs is about to be completed. Since the Inventory of POPs grouped into provincial level, regrouping of the available data is needed to prepare a PCBs inventory in Iranian Caspian watershed. POPs pesticides monitoring on various media has been conducted by DOE in more than 30 provinces. Sampling included soil, agricultural products, animals, birds, and food. Analysis of the samples has been completed, but the final report has not been submitted. Monitoring of PCBs has also been conducted including sampling of transformer, river sediments, animals and food. DOE was responsible for the analyses of PCBs samples, but the analyses have not been performed yet, he added.

6. Dr. Mashinchian also informed the meeting about the Southern Leg of SSC-2005, which was conducted in Caspian waters adjacent to the Iran and Turkmenistan coastal area. He informed that some of the Iranian laboratories took part in Proficiency Test organized by Marine Environment Laboratory of IAEA, Monaco the results of which indicated that to some extent the Iranian laboratories have acceptable capabilities for analyses of POPs and Metals.

7. It was stated that all Caspian countries have difficulties in analyses of dioxin and furans measurements in terms of methodology, analytical skills and instrument, which vary from country to country. 

8. Representative of Kazakhstan Mr. Akhmetov gave an overview on POPs activities in the country (Annex 7). He informed the meeting that Kazakhstan signed Stockholm Convention on 21/05/2001 and ratification of the convention was underway. The POPs Enabling Project has started from February, 2003 with support of UNDP. The inventory of POPs completed, but more work was needed on to assess the status of POPs in stockpiles. National Implementation Plan (NIP) has been drafted too, he added. Noting that Kazakhstan did not have capabilities to provide full spectra of POPs analysis, and announced that creation of a specialized laboratory for these purposes has been considered as one of future tasks at national level. He continued to note that the findings in Kazakhstan had shown that the Caspian region in KZ territory could not be considered as the Hot Spot area in terms of POPs, however there was probability of increasing of unintentional POPs due to growing activity of Oil & Gas industry in this region. In this connection, he concluded that it was important to conduct more detailed and specific inventory for the Caspian Region. Answering on questions, Mr. Akhmetov informed, that application of pesticides decreased 4 times comparing to the Soviet period. He pointed out that most of pesticide stockpiles were located in the Southern part of Kazakhstan, and probability of pollution transfer from these regions to the Caspian was very low.

9. Representative of Russia Mr. Revich gave an overview on POPs activities in his country. He explained that Russian Federation has signed the Stockholm Convention but ratification process might need a longer period, most probably be done on May 2006. He explained that Russia organized many international and regional meeting and conferences on POPs. The enabling project in Russia supported by GEF, but financing has not been made yet and that inventorying was  being carried out in framework of other projects. PCB inventory was completed and the Ministry of Agriculture and Ministry of Health Protection wase conducting the inventory of pesticides too. There were several POPs related programs focused on hot spots, such as Arctic region, lake Baykal, Bashkiria. Works on destruction of POPs have been carried out including development of disposal facilities (technologies). Russian laboratories were capable to perform analysis of POPs, while 4 of them are capable to conduct dioxins and furans analysis located in different region of the Russia. He added. Mr. Revich gave a presentation on POPs Public Awareness Activities in Russia (Annex 8), including information about publications, meetings and web sites. His presentation did not include the status of POPs in Caspian region but he pointed out, that PCB inventory was completed, pesticides inventory was being performed by related ministries without assistance from outside of the country, but the NIP was not enforced since Stockholm Convention has not been ratified yet.

10. Representative of Turkmenistan Ms. Tsura gave an overview on POPs activities in her country (Annex 9). She explained that Turkmenistan was not a signatory to the Stockholm Convention. Pesticides were not in use from year 1980, she said. Taking into account that transboundary transfer of POPs was a major issue for Turkmenistan, eco-monitoring must be included in their activities along with upgrading of their limited capacity for POPs analyses, she concluded.  She noted that there were no DDT applications in the region but added that absence of POPs applications in recent years did  not mean the absence of POPs .  Mr. Ghaffarzadeh offered support from CEP to highlight POPs issues in Turkmenistan.

11. On the basis of the countries presentations Dr. Ghaffarzadeh summed up the regional status as follows:
· I.R. Iran and Kazakhstan are most advanced in implementation of enabling programme supported by UNDP. 

· Russia has completed the inventory of PCB, but NIP has not been started yet. 

· Azerbaijan is at the starting point but actively heading for implementation of enabling programme.

· Turkmenistan is not a signatory to Stockholm Convention and does not have enabling project.

· He concluded that in addition to national POPs activities, the region needed to find out the ways for regional cooperation on POPs issue too, which a regional initiation is rather new in its kind with no experience in similar area.

12. Azerbaijan’s participant confirmed that POPs and other PTS was a regional problem and cooperation between countries was required in areas of information and knowledge exchange, methodologies, technologies and public participation. Representative of Russia concluded that when POPs will reach Caspian they will be finally distributed through the whole basin, so it was important to investigate POPs fluxes both from rivers and atmosphere, sources of PCBs, contribution of Oil & Gas Industry. Development of a regional inventory for the POPs, development of maps, establishing sampling sites for monitoring were his suggestion at regional level. He recommended that dioxins and furans should not be considered as the priority since needed technologies dealing with them are expensive. Iranian representatives stressed the need for regional cooperation in areas of information and technology exchange and in destruction and disposal of POPs. Kazakhstan representative noted that though pesticides were not considered as a problem in Caspian region, the unintentional POPs emission could become a real problem in nearest future and should be included into regional action plan.
13. Mr. Ghaffarzadeh summarized the discussion as follows:

· There are need for regional cooperation in POPs related issues

· A Regional POPs Action Plan needs to be developed

· Regional POPs Inventory and maps should be developed 

· The Action Plan should set up the regional priorities.
14.  Mr. Ghaffarzadeh presented a summary report on POPs related activities of the CEP-SAP project, covering following:

· An Inter- Agency Agreement (IAA) has been made with IAEA regarding technical support, mainly for SSC-2005

· 2 contracts were granted to Russian institutes for study of contaminant fluxes from Volga (desk study and field study). Report will be submitted at the beginning of the next year.

· A contract was granted to Azerbaijan for study of contaminant fluxes from Kura

· Future study are planned to be conducted on Ural, and Sefidroud rivers 
15. 

He further informed that CEP-SAP was in close contact  with new upcoming EU-TACIS Project on Water Quality in the Caspian Sea and  encouraged countries to support EU TASIS Project to fill the gaps in this regards.
16. 

Mr. Ghaffarzadeh briefed the meeting on actions taken under the CEP-SAP to pursue the development of Regional Action Plan for POPs noting that there were no precedent for such plan. He had followed the issue with different international organizations including UNIODO, IAEA, FAO and UNEP but had received limited feedback. In consultation with UNEP, it had been suggested that the Regional Action Plan (RAP) could be developed with assistance of an International Consultant who would closely work with a prominent National Consultant in each littoral states. It had also been suggested that the RAP should include inventory, fluxes, priorities, cost estimate, and resources mobilization issues. The effective contribution of national experts would be the most advantage of this approach.

17.  Following the discussion, all participants agreed to support the idea for involvement of National Consultants along with international expert for development POPs RAP, and stressed that RAP should not be limited only to POPs, it should cover the PTS too which are important in Caspian Sea. In this connection, Mr. Ghaffarzadeh suggested that the RAP could include the 12 POPs priorities compounds at the beginning and gradually could be extended to all PTS priorities in the region.

18.  Representative of IAEA Mr. S. De Mora noted that  the CEP Phase I had identified that the major POPs problem in Caspian were DDT, Lindane, Petroleum Hydrocarbons (PH), and some of trace metals. He concluded that the capacity of the region was limited for POPs/PTS analysis, which must be considered in a realistic RAP development.

19. Considering that monitoring of POPs-PTS should be a part of future RAP, the meeting requested Mr. De Mora to provide international experience in development of regional monitoring.

20. Mr. .De Mora gave a presentation entitled “Regional Marine Monitoring Programme: A Strategy and Global Experiences” (Annex 10) with examples from Black Sea, Mediterranean and Western Indian Ocean regions. He concluded that a Regional Marine Monitoring Programme should be based on National Programmes and thekey parameters should be well defined. Programme should cover the issues such as data exchange and centralizing of data in joint database, QA/QC, upgrading of laboratories capacity and etc, he added.n lesson learned from the presentation and the ensuing  discussion was that countries should be realistic in development of a doable RAP. Therefore, the ideas on extending of sampling media to Biota and parameters such as TBT, Cr6, radionuclides were not supported by the meeting. However, the meeting reached to conclusion that any further development could be considered in future along with experience gained by littoral states.
21. On the second day, the session was chaired by Mr. Mashinchian from I.R.Iran and continued with discussion on POPs Pilot Projects. Mr. Ghaffarzadeh briefed the meeting on this issue, which was illustrated in the discussion papers (Annex 4). He informed that the suggested POPs pesticides pilot projects which were recommended by the PRAG IIII were not feasible in terms of cost, custom provisions and finally practicability of the suggested activities. 
22. 

The 3 options for the utilization of the funds earmarked under the CEPSAP for POPs pilot projects,  as presented in the Discussion Paper, were fully discussed and finally the meeting recommended as follows: 

· Given that the earmarked funds should be used in the most cost effective way and bearing in mind that  each of the Caspian countries had different priorities then the earmarked  budget for pilot project should be spent in a way that could  attract additional funds, that it  should be allocated for the projects that are in direct relation with pesticide issues of the country in question  and that it should attract effective contribution of all Caspian countries.
· Considering the above mentioned agreed criteria, the fund can be utilized as an extraordinary and flexible Matched Small Grant Programme from which all countries could benefit.
23. Session 3 namely the “Development of Regional Pollution Monitoring Programme (RPMP) in the Caspian Sea” was chaired by representative of Kazakhstan Mr. Akhmetov. He gave a floor to Mr. Sheikholeslami, who made a brief introduction to the session (Annex 3). Also Mr. De Mora, referred the meeting on his previous presentation in session 2 (Annex 10) that a RPMP should cover the most priority items at first such as DDT and then it can be improved in future by covering of the new priority parameters. The meeting finally agreed on the following recommendations for the development of RPMP in Caspian Sea

· Sampling media: bottom sediments of coastal waters

· Contaminant parameters: DDT, Lindane, TPH for Organic Compounds. TM: Hg, Cu, Zn. For Metals. 

· Complementary parameters: grain size, TOC, Al, CO3 and Fe

· Number of stations: 5 – 8

· Sampling frequency : once a year

· Timing: the same period all over the sea, presumably July – September.

· Sampling facilities: suitable grab to collect undisturbed surface sediment

· Using common guidelines for sampling, sample handling , sample preparation and analyses 
24. Participants discussed the laboratory needs for the RPMP. Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan representatives informed that at the moment there was no laboratory in their countries capable to fulfill all required analyses. That’s might be the same for the Russian laboratories located in Caspian coastal area.
25. 

All participants agreed that QA/AC procedures and training were very important. Participants requested the representative of MEL IAEA to consider possibilities for assistance with regards to these issues. Representatives of CEP and MEL assured that the assistance of MEL can be continued under CEP-SAP project in areas such as:

· Training

· Proficiency tests

· Fellowship

· Analysis of limited amount of split samples

· Providing qualified expert to set up and train the labs in the region

· Using the MEL as a reference laboratory for the RPMP in the region.
26. The participants recommended research on the following issues which  could improve knowledge and understanding of other contaminant issues in Caspian Sea which have not been dealt so far including:

· Assessment of contaminant fluxes of Ural river

· Investigation on Methyl Mercury 

· Investigation on TBT particularly in port areas

· Pilot pollution study using the suitable biota in Caspian Sea

· Investigation on air born pollutant fluxes associated with atmospheric fallout
· Using biomarkers techniques in regional monitoring programme

27. Considering the need for using common guideline in RPMP, Mr. Ghaffarzadeh informed that CEP will support developing of a common guidelines to be used in the region. He also mentioned that CEP would assist the countries towards establishment of a regional pollution monitoring programme too. The support will be provided on bases of countries commitment to implement the RPMP. He stressed that the countries should look for other funding sources such as national funds, upcoming response of EU TACS project, Oil & Gas Companies as well. 

28. Representative of AGIP KCO Mr. Rivas confirmed their readiness to provide support for environmental activities of their counterpart – Kazakhstan provided the required dialogue was pursued by Kazakh authorities .

29. Mr. Sheikholeslami said that countries should use national resources usually allocated for monitoring – in this case, CEP support will be more effective.

30. The meeting recommended CEP PCU to continue work on attracting funds for this activity from other sources too.

31. The session continued and chaired by Mr. Korshenko from Russia with discussion on issues concerning the regional coordination and integration mechanism.. Mr. Korshenko said that the P-RAG meeting itself was already a part of regional coordination mechanism. He said that the regional coordination could be achieved by data exchange and creation of joint data bank. PCU should be primary user of information in at current stage. Data should be accessible to everybody. Mr. Sheikholeslami supported idea that coordination of RMPM has been done by PCU together with P-RAG so far. Mr. Myroshnychenko stated that PCU was able to prepare proposal on data formats and data exchange. Mr. Ghaffarzadeh proposed to include data sharing issues into the proposed guideline, whereas Mr. Sheikholeslami suggested to prepare separate document in this regards.
32. Answering on questions regarding CEP data sharing policy Mr. Ghaffarzadeh stated that CEP assumed that data entered to PCU was already in public domain unless the data provider specified othewise. Representative of Iran suggested not to release raw data to the public. Mr. Sheikholeslami commented that raw data could be released after some period of restrictions. Russian representative suggested to use the approach of HELCOM, when all data became available to the public after publishing yearly report on the state of the environment. Finally, the meeting came to conclusion that data should be provided to PCU for sharing and agreed with the proposal of Mr. Myroshnychenko that formats would be developed by PCU on the basis of P-RAG recommendations and that the collected data would be used for the assessment of the state of Caspian Sea environment and its trend. The results of the assessment could also be used by P-RAG in developing of environmental directives for the region. Evaluation and revisiting of monitoring programme should be done after the first results of RPMP. This can be done with consultation among P-RAG members .
33. 
In discussion on the possible use of Biomarkers Technique in regional monitoring cooperation, Mr. Ghaffarzadeh informed that the Biomarkers workshop held in February 2005 was very useful and the countries have shown their interest on it. Mr. Sheikholeslami added that the different biomarker methods which were presented at workshop had varying price tags , some being expensive and some other cheap and effective. He suggested that some of the simple methods could be tried in the region as a pilot projects and gradually more sophisticated could an be applied at a later stage. 
34. Mr. Aas from the Caspian Environment Laboratory said that Biomarkers Technologies varied from pure biological to chemical and suggested the following idea:

· Organize a one week workshop with training

· Carry out pilot researches in Caspian countries

· Sharing the results among the region
35. Mr. Rivas commented, that one week workshop may not be enough, and training program should be organized with focus on clear objectives such as where and how the region would like to go with Biomarkers. Mr. Aas suggested to conduct separate research with use of Biomarkers Techniques and concluded that this technique could provide information about integrated impact of environmental stress on organisms too. Mr. De Mora said that the Biomarkers Techniques should be a complementary to traditional methods: if a problem would be discovered with Biomarkers it should be thoroughly investigated with measurements of other parameters. It was good to bring a new technology onboard, but the goals should clearly be defined at first, he stressed.

36. The meeting concluded that the work at research level should be continued without closing the door for further development of this technique in future. CEP wouldl follow up the way for cooperation particularly with oil companies who are interesting to use this technique in their monitoring programme at sea.
37. Starting the Session 4, Mr. Ghaffarzadeh informed the meeting ont the ongoing cooperation between CEP and MEL IAEA including preparation and implementation of SSC-2005. In this connection Mr. De Mora presented the results of the Proficiency Test conducted by CEP_MESL among Caspian laboratories (Annex 11), which unveiled problems with laboratory capacities in the region: only 3 laboratory were able to fulfill test on organic contaminants; results of both tests (organic and inorganic) in most laboratories were not satisfactory. The meeting felt that training on QA/QC was essential to solve one of the key root cause of poor performances of laboratories in the region. Mr. De Mora noted that the region should not be pessimistic on the status pointing out that similar situation was the case in the Mediterranean and Black Sea regions, but gradually the situation had improved by permanent exercises established between MESL and the countries.
38. Mr. Ghaffarzadeh informed that CEP would support those labs, which successfully passed Proficiency Test. He announced that the proficiency test results should be reported to NFPs in the upcoming Steering Committee.
39. 
Ms. Evans from the World Bank gave a presentation on the proposed GEF Strategic Partnership for Caspian SAP implementation (Annex 12). The concept of the partnership was to support the region by a 3rd Phase of GEF support to the CEP towards implementation of the SAP through co-financing and technical cooperation (WB, UNDP, UNEP, TACIS, private sector…) in the priority areas which had been identified in CEP-Phase-I & Phase-II including pollution, biodiversity and etc, she advised . Total amount of funds was estimated to be around 45 millions US$ for 10 years, 35M of which would be for investments, she added. Considering that preparatory work would take time, it was necessary to start the work as soon as possible in order to be ready at the end of Phase-II CEP-SAP, she advised adding that the proposed partnership required strong commitments from the countries as well as harmony between the Caspian Convention and the CEP processes. The meeting welcomed the initiative and recommended serous follow up to bring it to the attention of the Steering Committee.
40. Representative of Turkmenistan Ms. Orazdurdyyeva chaired the Session 5. Representative of Iran Mr. Fatemi briefed the meeting on a recent algal bloom observed in the Southern Caspian (Annex 13). Mr. Fatemi characterized it as a Red Tide (the size of affected area was 15 x300 km). He pointed out that the species identified was Cyanobacteria Nodularia, but more work was needed to identify if the species was endemic or an alien one. 
41. The meeting participants actively discussed the phenomena and concluded that more work was necessary to be done particularly by the I.R. Iran in order to prevent any prejudgment. The meeting agreed that the assessment of the bloom could be made by using satellite images since there were not systematic records from the past in hand. The meeting recommended CEP to contact ISPRA, IOC, UNESCO for any potential cooperation in this area. CEP could also provide limited support to genetically identify the species when morphological information was provided by the I.R.Iran .
42. The last item was public participation on POPs issues in the Caspian region. CEP project manager announced that limited support could be granted to the region if the countries could come up with new and effective ideas/proposal in this respect.
43. At the end, Mr. Ghaffarzadeh congratulated participants on the successful completion of the agenda, informed that next P-RAG meeting is planned for April 2006 and closed the meeting.[image: image1.png]



