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Introduction

The Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) Subregional 
Headquarters for the Caribbean and the Department for International Development (DFID) o f the 
United Kingdom and Northern Ireland convened a High-Level Advisory Committee (HLAC) 
meeting o f the project “Review o f the Economics o f Climate Change (RECC)” . The meeting 
was held at the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean, Port o f Spain, Trinidad and 
Tobago, on Thursday 12 M arch 2009.

An agenda and list o f participants are annexed to this report.

A g e n d a  ite m  1 
W e lco m e  and  open in g  re m a rk s

Opening remarks were delivered by Mr. Neil Pierre, Director, ECLAC Subregional 
Headquarters for the Caribbean and Ms. Simone Banister, Head, Corporate Management, DFID 
o f the United Kingdom and Northern Ireland, Barbados,

Mr. Pierre recalled the proceedings o f the Expert Group M eeting o f 13 February 2009 
that was convened in Barbados at which the project studies were presented. He indicated that 
this meeting was the follow-up that sought to, once more, present the project document for future 
phases o f the project for discussion and approval by the HLAC. He presented the new proposed 
organizational structure o f the project and stressed the necessity to mobilize resources in support 
o f continuation o f the initiative. Mr. Pierre mentioned that the European Union (EU), Inter- 
American Development Bank (IDB), Caribbean Development Bank (CDB), DFID, the World 
Bank and the Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) had been approached as 
collaborators and, to date, there had been positive feedback from these organizations. In closing, 
he reiterated that economic growth in this current climate might not be sustainable and this 
therefore needed to be at the core o f climate change in the world today.

Ms. Simone Banister began by expressing enthusiasm that DFID was the co-sponsor of 
the project and made reference to the other RECCs that are currently being implemented in 
Central and South America. She acknowledged the important role o f the HLAC, indicating that 
these representatives could influence policy makers, ensure that the study had an effect and was 
relevant to each country. Also, HLAC members were needed to bring on board local expertise 
for the future phases o f the project and to make certain that the individual studies coming out of 
each country were o f a high standard. She focused on the impacts o f climate change on economic 
development, especially to the economies o f Small Island Developing States (SIDS).

Ms. Banister articulated D FID ’s priority with climate change in the Caribbean within the 
context o f the largely coastal populations. She indicated that the responsibility to mitigate against 
climate change should be that o f the developed countries which contributed the most green house 
gases while developing countries should give priority to adaptation. She indicated that the United 
Kingdom was providing funding to ensure that concrete measures be put in place for both 
adaptation and mitigation. The United Kingdom had allocated £800M globally for climate 
change o f which £35M would be allocated to the Caribbean under the Pilot Programme for 
Climate Change Resilience (PPCR) to support work on highly vulnerable sectors. W orking with
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the link between disaster management and reducing climate change was o f importance here. She 
stressed that disaster risk reduction (DRR) needed to be climate sensitive in reducing 
vulnerability. Ms. Banister indicated that DFID was providing support in terms o f establishment 
o f a Centre for Climate and Development, which included the setting up o f a climate centre help 
desk, which would provide support for the countries that requested it. She reminded the 
participants that the cost o f acting now would be less than coping with the effects o f climate 
change.

Ms. Elizabeth Thorne o f the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean 
expressed gratitude to DFID for supporting ECLAC with the project, the Caribbean Community 
Climate Change Centre (CCCCC) for technical support to ensure efficient execution o f the 
project, and the government representatives for their role as HLAC members.

A g e n d a  ite m  2
T he  R ev iew  o f  th e  E conom ics  o f  C lim a te  C hange  in  th e  C a rib b e a n

During this session, the final study o f Phase 1 consisting o f a project document for the 
future phases o f the project was presented by the CCCCC. The discussion sessions were aimed at 
collecting feedback and comments from the members o f the HLAC on the proposed project 
document in order to realize its finalization.

The main comments were as follows:

1. The project should aim at building on the work that had already been done in the 
region on climate change. The Caribbean was far ahead in its adaptation planning as compared to 
other regions and many countries had undertaken impact studies and vulnerability assessments in 
Stages I and II o f their adaptation plans. The project should build on such initiatives as well as 
maximize on existing institutional capacity especially at institutions such as the Caribbean 
Institute o f M eteorology and Hydrology (CIMH), the Caribbean Environment and Health 
Institute (CEHI), the Institute o f Meteorology o f Cuba, and regional universities.

2. It was suggested that in addition to adaptation the region should explore its 
mitigation potential and its contributions to the global agenda on emissions reductions. It was 
emphasized that a strategy to avoid deforestation be considered for inclusion in section 8.9 on 
page 28 o f the project document, and that mention be made o f the conservation o f forests as part 
o f a mitigation policy in section 12.6 on page 29. Reference to floods should also be inserted in 
section 6.6 on page 27. It was stated that adaptation should be viewed as part o f a mitigative 
strategy for the region. The suggestion was also made that 10.5 be adjusted to read ‘Assessment 
o f policies to conserve water, reduce water use and enhance supply, including technologies like 
desalination’.

3. Suggestion was made for the findings o f ongoing country studies that might be 
relevant to climate change to feed into the RECC process in the Caribbean. For example, the 
ongoing study being done by McKinsey in Guyana on the opportunity costs o f deforestation 
could inform the sectoral study on forestry. On the other hand, findings from the RECC studies 
in the Caribbean could also inform the papers to be submitted by the region to the United
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Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) ahead o f the climate change 
negotiations in Copenhagen in 2009 as well as inform policy makers at the event.

4. It was suggested that Phase 4 o f the project on institutional strengthening be 
mainstreamed into Phases II and III. In order to speed up progress on Phase II ahead of 
Copenhagen 2009, a first set o f countries comprising the nine in which consultations were held 
be identified as priority countries for participation (Phase IIA) and, subsequently, a second set of 
countries would comprise the 13 that were not part o f Phase I (Phase IIB). For countries 
participating in Phase IIA, there would be less emphasis on national capacity-building and, 
therefore, international technical expertise would be brought in to support the work o f the 
national focal points. National capacity-building would be emphasized in countries participating 
in Phase IIB. The studies in phase IIA should also be representative o f different sectors vital to 
Caribbean economies in order to meaningfully inform the COP15 negotiations.

5. It was highlighted that transfer o f technology would be a key component o f the 
COP15 negotiations and that the region needed to reflect on mitigation policies, namely the shift 
to low carbon energy systems and the role o f technology transfer in that process. The tourism 
study o f the RECC in the Caribbean should analyze the effects that the inclusion o f emissions 
from the aviation industry in the post-Kyoto accords might have on Caribbean tourism. It was 
suggested that ECLAC present the RECC in the Caribbean at the forthcoming ministerial 
meeting o f the Association o f Caribbean States (ACS) on tourism in April 2009.

6. The point was reiterated that mitigation in the region should consist mainly of 
shifts to low carbon energy systems, such as shifting to renewable energy sources and 
articulating national energy policies and, in this context, the important work of ECLAC in the 
areas o f promoting biofuels and geothermal energy in the region was cited. M ention was also 
made o f a project funded by the IDB aimed at analyzing the use o f energy in the tourism sector 
in pilot countries in the region. In the area o f tourism, it was suggested that the region should aim 
at branding itself as a carbon neutral destination in the future.

7. Recommendation was made for the ACS to be part o f the Steering Committee of 
the project. The potential role o f the Caribbean Community (CARICOM) Climate Change Task 
Force in the governance structure o f the project should also be explored.

8. It was recommended to insert on page 27 a reference for funding o f specific 
adaptation programmes and projects as part o f Stage III o f the adaptation planning o f countries.

9. Section 8.4 on page 28 should reflect the position o f the Alliance o f Small Island 
States (AOSIS) on carbon capture and storage.

10. It was felt that the project document could define a strategy for disaster risk 
reduction in the context o f climate change. It was suggested that the disaster risk reduction 
initiative being carried out by the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) Barbados 
Office and the Organisation o f Eastern Caribbean States (OECS) could inform the analysis of 
extreme events that would be covered in the RECC in the Caribbean. In this respect DFID 
referred to a six-month project that was on course in five pilot countries in the region and that 
aimed at informing the disaster management plans o f these countries through the conduct of 
detailed climate change impact assessment in the tourism sector. This type o f bottom-up
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initiative was considered to be relevant in terms o f linking adaptation on climate change to 
disaster preparedness.

11. It was mentioned that the Caribbean Tourism Organization (CTO) has lent 
support for the project and/or wider involvement in other climate change-related projects; such 
projects include CARIBSAVE, CHENACT and two disaster risk management projects with the 
Caribbean Disaster Emergency Response Agency (CDERA). It was noted that that 
organization’s involvement in these projects was important for two main reasons: firstly, tourism 
would be accorded priority in the RECC project; and, secondly, that HLAC recognize the need to 
collate information about which related initiatives were being undertaken/planned in the region 
as a guide for the project, to avoid duplication o f efforts, create synergies among them and as 
inputs to the Copenhagen meeting preparations

12. It was suggested that the tourism section in the project document -  S e c t io n  1 7 -  
I t e m  1 7 .7  -  should include mitigation as an option as the region’s focus is on both adaptation and 
mitigation strategies.

13. It was suggested that the use o f general guidelines would be effective in 
developing the tools o f Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) which could be integrated 
into the climate change public policy-making process. The SEA was identified as an appropriate 
process indicator o f Result 4 on page 24 o f the project document and should be included.

14. It was suggested that an inventory be made o f ongoing initiatives in the area of 
sustainable development in the Caribbean so that the project could build synergies with these 
existing initiatives as far as was relevant (for example, the UNDP disaster risk management 
initiative).

15. The setting o f guidelines on strategic environmental assessment should be 
included as a desired activity within the project.

16. The RECC in the Caribbean should aim to address H aiti’s special challenges and 
needs and identify avenues for interventions in Haiti. It was suggested that work on adaptation 
cover both Haiti and the Dominican Republic and, in particular, opportunities for joint 
intervention by both countries in relation to preserving any common resources they might share.

17. It was proposed that ECLAC, the CCCCC and DFID approach the Chancellor of 
the University o f the W est Indies (UWI) and discuss opportunities o f collaboration with the 
university in the RECCC process. The Association o f Caribbean Tertiary Institutions was also 
cited as a potential collaborator.

18. The forthcoming Commonwealth Heads o f Government M eeting (CHOGM) in 
Trinidad and Tobago in November 2009 was viewed as an excellent opportunity to highlight the 
issue o f climate change and the RECC project in the Caribbean with an aim o f engaging the 
political directorate on the climate change debate ahead o f COP15 in Copenhagen.

19. It was pointed out that this RECC in the Caribbean was only one o f 14 RECCs 
being conducted globally and that the aim o f these RECCs was to inform policy makers on the
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global climate change debate and the responsibilities o f each region regarding taking actions to 
address climate change. It was necessary for these regional studies to be comparable to a certain 
extent in terms o f methodologies used and assumptions made. There was a set o f assumptions 
that would need to be common across all these studies (for example, assumptions made on the 
course o f future world energy prices, world population growth rates). The assumptions made in 
the RECC studies will need to be clear and transparent as the results achieved would be sensitive 
to the assumptions made. There would be a need for sensitivity analysis. The RECC studies in 
the Caribbean might consist o f a mix o f both qualitative assessments and quantitative modeling, 
under a range o f various emissions scenarios. The HLAC would have an important role to play 
in terms o f verifying the assumptions made for the Caribbean studies and commenting on the 
credibility o f the results reached.

A g e n d a  3 
Roles and  fu n c tio n s  o f  th e  H ig h -L e v e l A d v is o ry  C o m m itte e

ECLAC presented the Terms o f Reference for the HLAC to the meeting for finalization 
and approval. The meeting was also apprised o f the present status o f nominees to the HLAC.

Clarification o f the roles and functions o f the HLAC

There was much discussion on the roles and functions o f the HLAC. The first point that 
was raised was whether or not the HLAC had functions o f governance. The importance of 
having ministers on the HLAC was emphasized as it was felt that this would promote political 
endorsement o f the project.

It was stated that the HLAC was technical in nature while the Steering Committee would 
engage political representatives. However, ministerial representative o f the Steering Committee 
would designate the technical expert o f the HLAC.

There was a call for a clarification o f the roles and functions o f the HLAC. There was 
specific query as to whether the HLAC would function as an advisory or review body. It was 
noted that functions suggested a specific task - reviewing the studies; whereas the role was the 
overall responsibility o f the HLAC. It was agreed that these specifics had to be fleshed out in the 
project document. Advocacy was suggested as an additional function o f the HLAC, but there 
were doubts as to how this would be incorporated.

In developing country teams it was suggested that there might be a need to bring in 
foreign expertise as needed. M ember States felt that the HLAC should have an input in 
approving these foreign technical persons. It was explained that the suggestion for the inclusion 
o f foreign expertise was made in an effort to hasten the pace o f the project in preparation for 
Copenhagen. However, it was noted that national climate change groups or teams could liaise 
with the HLAC to determine this, as needed. In this regard the HLAC representatives were 
expected to collaborate closely with the chairperson for the national climate change committee. 
It was suggested that this relationship be reflected in the overall organizational structure by 
constructing a direct line from the national climate change bodies to the HLAC. The meeting 
then suggested that the language on page 36, section 7.1.2 National Climate Change should be 
changed.
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Another point that was raised was that the HLAC focal point should have the 
responsibility o f sensitizing national teams ensuring that were fully appraised o f the activities 
required in the project. It was emphasized that the HLAC was not a decision-making forum, but 
was responsible for reviewing the RECC studies which would then be referred to the Steering 
Committee. One representative cautioned against the possibility o f this committee duplicating 
work already being done by similar committees addressing climate change. It was then 
suggested that a scoping study would identify such activities.

The meeting was informed that the CCCCC would be the sole implementing agency. 
CDERA would function as a collaborative agency.

It was recommended that ECLAC negotiate with CARICOM to use the HLAC to make 
interventions at Copenhagen, especially with respect to the findings o f this study. ECLAC 
agreed that CARICOM, ECLAC and UNDP would have to sort through the most suitable 
response structure for the region. The advantage o f having ECLAC spearheading this project 
was applauded as it covered 23 countries, including those o f CARICOM.

One representative suggested that the goals and objectives be clearly linked to each 
activity with specific reference to the logframe. It was noted that the logframe provided good 
guidance as it highlighted specificities regarding measurable data.

Regional collaboration

A representative queried the involvement o f the University o f Havana in the project, 
especially considering their expertise in the area o f modelling. The meeting was assured that the 
Cubans had always been and continued to be very supportive and willing to share their expertise 
with the region.

Evaluation o f the HLAC

The meeting agreed that monitoring and evaluation o f the project extended to the HLAC 
as it was felt that the committee’s impact should be so assessed.

HLAC meetings

It was agreed that the number o f meetings could be increased and would not have 
budgetary implications as the redirection funds from Phase IV could accommodate this. The 
meeting agreed that the HLAC meetings could comprise a mixture o f face-to-face, virtual 
(teleconferencing) meetings and via email. The meeting agreed that outcomes o f the HLAC 
meetings could take the format o f a communiqué which would be shared with the Steering 
Committee, national bodies, implementing agencies and the Project Coordinating Unit (PCU) 
and these parties could decide the best way o f disseminating this information.

Election o f a Chairperson

It was suggested that the chair o f the HLAC should be a governmental representative who 
should also serve as the chairperson o f the Steering Committee. It was widely agreed that this
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might be most effective as policy makers would respond best to their peers, however, the 
duration o f the chairmanship was still to be determined. A recommendation was made for 
Trinidad and Tobago to serve as the first chair, given the advantage o f having the PCU (ECLAC) 
and the chair located in the same country. The representative o f Trinidad and Tobago, however, 
noted that she would first have to consult with her government before responding to the 
chairmanship.

Another suggestion highlighted the possibility o f a roaming chairmanship among the 
Steering Committee groupings. A reformulation o f the groupings was proposed based on 
geographical characteristics:

Barbados, OECS
Jamaica, Trinidad and Tobago, Bahamas
Overseas Countries and Territories (OCT)
Guyana and Suriname
Dominican Republic and Haiti

The meeting noted that the original groupings were in accordance with political and 
economic structure, noting the larger economies were more diversified (Jamaica and Trinidad 
and Tobago) whereas the OECS had similar political structures and economies.

Structure o f the Steering Committee

Some delegations stated that where member States were not represented on the Steering 
Committee there should be a mechanism to inform non-member States o f decisions taken by the 
Steering Committee, as well as to bring to the attention o f the Committee, concerns o f these 
States. One proposal put forward was the possibility o f implementing a hybrid structure o f the 
Committee, which would comprise a finite number o f members, and although not fully open- 
ended it should have a mechanism for other States to make interventions when needed. The 
representative o f ECLAC emphasized that although inclusion was favorable, such a structure 
might be cumbersome. Another representative suggested a core group that was open-ended. It 
was also suggested that the structure o f the Committee should be left up to the member States for 
consultation. The chair noted this intervention but stated that representatives should have an idea 
o f the structure and still consult with their governments.

Although it was proposed that the representation on the Steering Committee in Phase II 
consist o f the nine countries that were involved the national consultations to secure political buy- 
in, the preferred composition was that o f inclusion o f all member States on the Committee.

It was reiterated that the chair o f the HLAC would revolve around the following areas of
action:

1. The chair should always be a governmental representative;
2. The ministerial representative should chair the HLAC and this person should also

chair the Steering Committee;
3. There should be rotation between the regional groups;
4. Haiti should be included in the structure.
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ECLAC nominated the Netherlands Antilles as chair o f the HLAC given that support for 
this initiative was being championed by the Prime M inister o f the Netherlands Antilles. The 
representative noted that he would have to consult with his government before accepting. 
However after discussion the meeting agreed that because Overseas Countries and Territories 
(OCTs) were usually a part o f the delegations o f their metropolitan countries at United Nations 
conferences they would not be in an effective position to negotiate on behalf o f the Caribbean 
region. In this regard the meeting agreed that an OCT country could not function as the chair.

It was decided that ECLAC would consult with the member States regarding the election 
o f a chair to the HLAC and Steering Committee and the outcome communicated to the HLAC.

A g e n d a  ite m  4 
Phases I I ,  I I I  and  I V  o f  th e  R E C C  C a rib b e a n  -  

O p p o r tu n it ie s  fo r  c o lla b o ra tio n  and  resou rce  m o b iliz a tio n

The Director o f the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean indicated that 
the budget for the future phases o f the project amounted to US$3 million. He then gave an 
account o f efforts to mobilize resources for future phases o f the project, as follows:

• The IDB was interested in collaborating in this initiative and promised to examine 
ways o f fast forwarding funding namely through an existing project currently 
being implemented by the CCCCC;

• The W orld Bank -  ECLAC met with the Head o f the Caribbean Division who 
promised to discuss collaboration with the climate change focal points;

• CIDA indicated that no resources were dedicated to climate change for the 
Caribbean. However, o f the Can$100 million allocated for global initiatives on 
climate change, it was expected that 60% would be allocated to Africa. There was 
no indication o f the possibility o f any being o f these funds channeled to the 
Caribbean. However, CIDA funds may be accessed through CARICOM;

• European Commission (EC) -  ECLAC met with the EC in Trinidad and was 
informed that resources through that office can only be allocated to Trinidad and 
Tobago. As with CIDA, EC funds would be channeled through CARICOM. The 
Assistant Secretary General o f CARICOM  was contacted in this regard and he 
promised to discuss the matter with the CARICOM official with responsibility for 
the Council for Trade and Economic Development (COTED), so as to place the 
matter on the agenda o f the next meeting to obtain the endorsement o f ministers.

•  DFID was amenable to continue funding the initiative but would require the 
revised project document to send to their headquarters;

• CDB -  ECLAC was encouraged by the response o f the CDB. Officials o f the 
bank requested the Phase I project document and the project reports. The 
President promised to have internal discussions on commitment o f funds within
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the limits o f his authority and to also present the matter at the May meeting o f its 
Board o f Governors;

• The Kingdom of the Netherlands was approached for funding, given that climate 
change was important to the Caribbean partners o f the Kingdom and they were 
exploring ways o f supporting the future phases o f the project;

•  Government o f Finland -  The Ambassador o f Finland was interested in the
project and ECLAC was awaiting a response from him;

• Government o f Spain -  The project document had been sent to the representative
of Spain and ECLAC was awaiting a response;

• Government o f Australia -  ECLAC would be approaching this government
through its High Commission in Trinidad.

The Director also noted that the Caribbean had made greater progress in the area of 
climate change than had the Pacific region and in this regard, it was expected that some o f our 
experiences and information would be shared through the South Pacific Regional Environment 
Programme (SPREP) and the South Pacific Applied Geoscience Commission (SOPAC). This 
might be an additional lobby with Australia which supported these countries. Also, the CCCCC 
indicated that the Australian High Commissioner would be visiting the Centre and the project 
would be discussed with him.

The ACS suggested that the Governments o f Brazil and Turkey be approached in the 
formation o f partnerships. Also, with Haiti being included as a member o f the HLAC, this might 
well increase advocacy for funding.

A g e n d a  ite m  5 
P re p a ra tio n s  fo r  C openhagen

Guyana gave a brief synopsis o f the issues that would be addressed at the 15th Conference 
o f Parties (COP) to the UNFCCC that would be convened in Copenhagen, Denmark, in 
December 2009. This focused on the close alliance with the AOSIS and with the CCCCC in 
addressing adaptation, mitigation, technology transfer and financing for climate change.

It was agreed that the technical team from the Caribbean region would have concluded its 
position to AOSIS which would be sent to the A d  H o c  W orking Group in time for the meeting of 
the Subsidiary Body for Scientific, Technological Advice ( SBSTA) and working groups in Bonn 
in June 2009. The process for presenting the Caribbean’s position was regarded as more 
important and, in this regard, the importance o f political support at the highest level was stressed. 
The CCCCC had resources from DFID for preparations for Copenhagen and these funds could 
also be used to prepare for the subsidiary bodies and ad hoc working groups in Bonn in June.



10

The meeting noted that there should be representation at the highest possible political 
levels at the 15th COP to the UNFCCC, given the following:

• The meeting o f the Council for Foreign and Community Relations (COFCOR)
that took place in New York in September 2008 placed climate change high on its 
agenda, and ministers actively participated in this meeting. The meeting 
concentrated on effective coordination among CARICOM membership and 
indicated that representation at the highest political level would occur at the COP;

• The upcoming Summit o f the Americas would focus on energy and climate
change;

• The CHOGM to be held in November 2009 would again focus on climate change
and the discussions at this meeting would play a major role in advancing the 
negotiating process o f the Caribbean at the 15th COP;

• The Permanent Representatives to the United Nations would also play a crucial
role in influencing COFCOR.

The meeting noted that Heads o f State should be encouraged to attend the 15th COP in 
Copenhagen and, as such, CARICOM Heads o f State should prepare a programme for 
Copenhagen in terms o f representation at the meeting. The CCCCC mentioned that climate 
change was indeed included in the declaration for the Summit o f the Americas, but it was not 
emphasized enough.

The meeting noted that OCTs were represented by their metropolitan countries at the 
COPs but, even so, they could still be the face o f the Caribbean on climate change issues.

The following closing points were made:

• The CCCCC had resources from DFID for preparations for Copenhagen and these 
funds could also be used to prepare for the SBSTTA through the convening o f a 
regional preparatory meeting prior to the SBSTTA;

• ECLAC, CARICOM and the CCCCC would identify opportunities for lobbying 
for action in terms o f high-level representation in Copenhagen;

• The outputs o f all RECCs would be presented to a Latin American and Caribbean 
meeting so as to arrive at a common regional position for Copenhagen.
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Annex I

Agenda

1. Opening

2. The Review o f the Economics o f Climate Change in the Caribbean (RECCC)

3. Roles and Functions o f the High-Level Advisory Committee (HLAC)

4. Phases 2, 3 and 4 o f the RECC Caribbean - Opportunities for collaboration and resource 
mobilization

5. Preparations for Copenhagen

6. Closure
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Annex II 

L is t  o f  p a r t ic ip a n ts

A. Countries

ARUBA

Gisbert Boekhoudt, Head, Inspection, Public Health and Environment, Ministry of Public Health and 
Environment, Bernhardstraat 75, San Nicholas. Tel. +297-584-1199 ext. 201, Fax. +297-584-9143, E­
Mail: gisbert.boekhoudt@aruba.gov.aw

BAHAMAS

Arthur Wellington Rolle, Director of Meteorology, Department of Meteorology, Seaban House, Crawford 
Street, Nassau. Tel: 242-356-3726; Fax: 242-356-3739; E-Mail: rollearthur@gmail.com

BRITISH VIRGIN ISLANDS

Bertrand Lettsome, Chief Conservation and Fisheries officer, Conservation and Fisheries Department, 
CFD Road, Road Town, Tortola. Tel: 284-499-1186; Fax: 284-494-2670; E-Mail:
bblettsome@hotmail.com

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

Juan M. Alcántara Fernandez, Encargado del Departmento de Formulación y Evaluacion de Proyectos, 
Secretaría de Estado de Medio Ambiente y Recursos Naturales, Edificio La Cumbre, Piso 10, Plaza Naco, 
C/Presidente González esq., Tiradentes, Ens. Naco, Distrito Nacional, Santo Domingo. Tel. 809-567­
4300 ext. 365; E-Mail: ospp.proyectos@medioambiente.gov.do

GUYANA

Shyam Nokta, Adviser to the President, Chairman-National Climate Change Committee, Office of the 
President, New Garden Street and South Road, Georgetown. Tel: 592-223-5205; Fax: 592-223-0966; E­
Mail: snokta@op.gov.gy

JAMAICA

Jeffery Spooner, Climate Branch Head, Meteorological Service, Office of the Prime Minister, 65% 
HalfWay Tree Road, Kingston 10. Tel: 876-929-3702; Fax: 876-960-8989; E-Mail:
i.e.spooner@,cwiamaica.com

MONTSERRAT

Joseph L. Irish, Senior Economist (Ag.), Montserrrat - Development Unit, P. O. Box 292, Brades. Tel: 
664-491-2066; Fax: 664-491-4632; E-Mail: irishlj@gov.ms/ devunit@gov.ms

mailto:gisbert.boekhoudt@aruba.gov.aw
mailto:rollearthur@gmail.com
mailto:bblettsome@hotmail.com
mailto:ospp.proyectos@medioambiente.gov.do
mailto:snokta@op.gov.gy
mailto:devunit@gov.ms
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NETHERLANDS ANTILLES

Albert Asinto Eleuterio Martis, Director of the Meteorological Service of the Netherlands Antilles, Seru 
Mahuma, Curaçao. Tel: 5999-839-3366; Fax: 5999-868-3999; E-Mail: albert.martis@gov.an, 
albmartis@meteo.an

Louise de Bode-Olton, Counsellor for Netherlands Antillean Affairs, Embassy of the Kingdom of the 
Netherlands, 69-71 Edward Street, TRINRE-Building, 3rd floor, Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago, 
W.I. Tel: 868-625-1210 ext.0218; Fax: 868-625-1704; E-Mail: louise-de.bode-olton@minbuza.nl

SAINT LUCIA

Alma Jean, Sustainable Development and Environmental Officer -  Climate Change, Ministry of Physical 
Development and The Environment, Sustainable Development and Environment Section, c/o Greaham 
Louisy Building, P. O. Box 709, Castries Waterfront. Tel: 758-451-8746; Fax: 758-451-9706; E-Mail: 
almaajean@yahoo.com

TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

Margaret King-Rosseau, Director, Multilateral Relations Division, “Sunjet House”, 26-32 Edward Street, 
Port-of-Spain. Tel: 868-623-8056; Fax: 868-627-0571; E-Mail: rousseaukm@foreign.gov.tt/
margaretrousseau@gmail.com

Rueanna Haynes, International Relations Officer, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Sunjet House”, 26-32 
Edward Street, Port of Spain. Tel: 868-624-4414 ext 2142; Fax: 868-627-0571; E-Mail: 
haynesr@foreign.gov.tt

UNITED STATES VIRGIN ISLANDS

Donald Buchanan, Media Information Specialist, Energy Office, 45 Estate Mars, Frederiksted, St. Croix, 
US VI 00840. Tel: 340-642-8256; Fax: 340-772-0063; E-Mail: don.buchanan@eo.vi.gov;
dbuchanan@vienergy .org; bucnews@gmail.com

B. Organizations

Association of Caribbean States (ACS)

Sheldon A. McDonald, Legal Advisor, 5-7 Sweet Briar Road, St. Clair, P.O Box 660, Port-of-Spain, 
Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868-622-9575 Ext. 226; Fax: 868-622-1653; E-Mail: smcdonald@acs-aec.org

Caribbean Community Climate Change Centre (CCCCC)

Ulric Trotz, Science Adviser, 2nd Floor Lawrence Nicholas Building, Ring Road, P.O. Box 563, 
Belmopan City, Belize. Tel: 501-822-1094/1104; Fax: 501-822-1365; E-Mail: utrotz@yahoo.com

Mark Bynoe, Environmental Economist, E-Mail: m bynoe@yahoo.co.uk

mailto:albert.martis@gov.an
mailto:albmartis@meteo.an
mailto:louise-de.bode-olton@minbuza.nl
mailto:almaajean@yahoo.com
mailto:margaretrousseau@gmail.com
mailto:haynesr@foreign.gov.tt
mailto:don.buchanan@eo.vi.gov
mailto:bucnews@gmail.com
mailto:smcdonald@acs-aec.org
mailto:utrotz@yahoo.com
mailto:bynoe@yahoo.co.uk


14

Gail Henry, Sustainable Tourism Product Specialist, One Financial Place, Collymore Rock, St. Michael, 
Barbados. Tel: 246-427-5242; Fax: 246-429-3065. E-Mail: ghenry@caribtourism.com

Department for International Development -  Caribbean (DFID -  Caribbean)

Simone Banister, Head of Corporate Management/Climate Change Contact/Disaster Risk Reduction 
Focal Point, Chelsea House, Chelsea Road, St. Michael, P.O.Box 167, Bridgetown, Barbados, BB 14022. 
Tel: 246-430-7950; Fax: 246-430-7959; E-Mail: S-Banister@dfid.gov.uk

Inter-American Development Bank (IDB)

Brian McNish, Engineering Generalist, 17 Alexandra Street, Port-of-Spain. Tel: 868-622-1252; Fax: 
868-622-6047; E-Mail: brianm@iadb.org

Organization of American States (OAS)

Riyad Insanally, Resident Representative for Trinidad and Tobago, 15D Wainwright Street, Port-of- 
Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868-622-9272; Fax: 868-622-5430; E-Mail: rinsanallv@oas.org

Pan American Health Organization / World Health Organization (PAHO/WHO)

Sally J Edwards, Regional Advisor, Environmental Epidemiology, Caribbean Program Coordination 
Office -, Dayrells Road, Christ Church, P.O. Box 508, Bridgetown, Barbados. Tel: 246-426-3860 Ext. 
5040; Fax: 246-436-9779; E-Mail: edwardss@cpc.paho.org

Caribbean Tourism Organization (CTO)

C. Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC)

Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean

Neil Pierre, Director, 1 Chancery Lane, Port of Spain, Trinidad and Tobago. Tel: 868-623-5595; Fax: 
868-623-8485; E-Mail: Neil.PIERRE@eclac.org

Charmaine Gomes, Sustainable Development Officer. Tel: 868-623-5595 (Ext. 2218); Fax: 868-623­
8485; E-Mail: Charmaine.GOMES@eclac.org

Bineswaree Aruna Bolaky, Associate Economic Affairs Officer. Tel: 868-623-5595 (Ext. 2224); Fax: 
868-623-8485; E-Mail: Bineswaree.BOLAKY@eclac.org

mailto:ghenry@caribtourism.com
mailto:S-Banister@dfid.gov.uk
mailto:brianm@iadb.org
mailto:rinsanallv@oas.org
mailto:edwardss@cpc.paho.org
mailto:Neil.PIERRE@eclac.org
mailto:Charmaine.GOMES@eclac.org
mailto:Bineswaree.BOLAKY@eclac.org

