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Scientific and Technical Advisory Panel  
 

The Scientific and Technical Advisory Panel, administered by UNEP, advises the Global Environment Facility 

STAP Scientific and Technical screening of the Project Identification Form (PIF) 

Date of screening: 18th May 2009  Screener: Lev Neretin 
 Panel member validation by: N.H. Ravindranath 
 
I. PIF Information  
Full size project GEF Trust Fund 
GEF Project ID: 3964 
Country(ies): Argentina 
Project Title: Third National Communication to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 
GEF Agency(ies): World Bank 
Other Executing partner(s): Secretary of Environment and Sustainable Development, Argentina 
GEF Focal Area (s): Climate Change 
GEF-4 Strategic program(s): EA 
 
II. STAP Advisory Response (see table below for explanation) 
 

1. Based on this PIF screening, STAP’s advisory response to the GEF Secretariat and GEF Agency(ies): 
Consent  
 

III. Further guidance from STAP 
 

1. One of the unique commendable features of the proposal is to translate policies, interventions and 
measures identified in the SNC into concrete policies and actions. The proposal also aims to integrate 
climate change mitigation-adaptation strategies into sectoral development strategies. 

2. STAP recommends considering the following issues in the TCN: 
 Adoption of Good Practice Guidance (GPG) for Land Use, Land-Use Change and Forestry 

sector; 
 Impact assessment on forest ecosystems, biodiversity and biomass production (not mentioned 

in the proposal); 
 Mitigation-adaptation linkages and measures to promote synergy between the two; 
 Adoption of the tier three approach along with GPG to reduce uncertainty in the GHG estimates 

 
STAP advisory 
response 

Brief explanation of advisory response and action proposed 

1. Consent STAP acknowledges that on scientific/technical grounds the concept has merit.  However, STAP may state its views on the 
concept emphasising any issues that could be improved and the proponent is invited to approach STAP for advice at any time 
during the development of the project brief prior to submission for CEO endorsement. 

2. Minor revision 
required.   

STAP has identified specific scientific/technical suggestions or opportunities that should be discussed with the proponent as 
early as possible during development of the project brief.  One or more options that remain open to STAP include: 
(i) Opening a dialogue between STAP and the proponent to clarify issues 
(ii) Setting a review point during early stage project development and agreeing terms of reference for an independent 

expert to be appointed to conduct this review 
The proponent should provide a report of the action agreed and taken, at the time of submission of the full project brief for 
CEO endorsement. 

3. Major revision 
required 

STAP proposes significant improvements or has concerns on the grounds of specified major scientific/technical omissions in 
the concept.  If STAP provides this advisory response, a full explanation would also be provided.  Normally, a STAP approved 
review will be mandatory prior to submission of the project brief for CEO endorsement.  
The proponent should provide a report of the action agreed and taken, at the time of submission of the full project brief for 
CEO endorsement. 


