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Dear Colleagues,  

  

It is a great pleasure to welcome you to Damascus, Syrian Arab Republic for the Third 

Steering Committee Meeting of the WHO/UNEP Project for countries of the Eastern 

Mediterranean Region. This project is supported by the Global Environment Facility (GEF). 

Let me seize this opportunity to sincerely thank His Excellency Dr Mohamed Maher Al 

Hossamy, Minister of Health, for agreeing to host this second meeting in a row, in his 

beautiful country, and for honouring us with his presence here today.  

 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

 

Join me to congratulate the Islamic Republic of Iran for ratifying the Stockholm 

Convention. This is a requirement in order to be able to access UNEP/GEF resources under 

this project. Other countries in the Region that have ratified the Convention and are 

participating in the project include Djibouti, Egypt, Jordan, Morocco, Sudan, Syrian Arab 

Republic and Yemen. Allow me on behalf of the project countries and WHO to thank 

UNEP/GEF for supporting this project with financial resources. Your commitment is highly 

appreciated. 

  

Dear Colleagues, 

 

Two years ago, I established the Steering Committee on which you serve, to provide 

leadership and guidance to the Regional Project on the Demonstration of Sustainable 
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Alternatives to DDT and Strengthening of National Vector Control Capabilities in the 

Region. I wish to thank you wholeheartedly for serving so diligently as members of this 

Committee, notwithstanding your busy schedules, and for the guidance so effectively 

provided.  

  

This Committee has a number of remarkable achievements. Allow me to list them. First, 

the Committee supported the development and finalization of guidelines and tools which 

countries have used to carry out comprehensive national vector control needs assessments 

(VCNA). This followed a request by Member States to WHO to make such tools available 

for the development of national integrated vector management plans. Second, the 

Committee supported project countries to review their national VCNA reports – in particular 

the identification of needs, opportunities and constraints in implementing vector control at 

country level. Through this support, eight of our 13 vector-borne disease-endemic countries 

have national integrated vector management plans and are now seeking financial support 

from UNEP/GEF and FAO to implement those plans.  

 

Ladies and Gentlemen,  

 

In January 2007, an Expert Drafting Committee was convened in Alexandria, Egypt to 

draft a full project proposal to be submitted to UNEP/GEF. The Drafting Committee 

reviewed the contributions from the eight countries and developed a draft project proposal 

which you will review and finalize during the coming two days. The project brief has the 

following objectives: 

 

1) To demonstrate viability, availability, sustainability and cost-effectiveness of the vector 

control alternatives to DDT, based on the principles of integrated vector management;  

2) To strengthen national capacities for the planning, implementation and evaluation of the 

application of alternatives to DDT based on the principles of integrated vector 

management;  

3) To strengthen national capacities for the sound management of DDT and other public 

health pesticides and safeguarding of POPs-containing pesticide wastes; and 

4) To disseminate good practices, demonstrated alternatives and lessons learned in the 

participating countries.  
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The project will benefit the global community in terms of reduced POPs emissions (in 

particular: DDT); and it will benefit the local population in terms of reduced vector-borne 

disease transmission levels and, consequently, increased agricultural productivity and 

tourism. I understand that, because of its uniqueness the project will also share the 

demonstration project results with the countries in other WHO Regions.  

  

Dear Colleagues,  

  

As mentioned earlier, the objectives of this Committee have been achieved. As the 

project moves towards full implementation, project countries will face challenges of a 

different nature. For example, harmonization of demonstration activities in countries with 

different social and epidemiological settings; monitoring and evaluation of activities; 

analysis of demonstration results – including cost-effective analysis of alternatives; and 

evidence for the sustainable dissemination of alternatives will require a different 

arrangement.  

 

As we are now moving to the realm of more technical issues, you may wish to consider 

the establishment of a regional scientific and technical advisory committee to support these 

activities. At national level, national coordinating committees will be established which will 

rely on the scientific and technical advisory committee as a regional resource. I therefore 

challenge you to recommend to the Regional Office, the best arrangements to coordinate and 

manage this project. 

 

I thank you once again for your leadership and guidance and I wish you a pleasant stay in 

Damascus, I look forward to fruitful deliberations during the meeting and to your clear 

recommendations for the completion of the PDF-B phase of this project. 

 


