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A. ATTENDANCE AND ORGANIZATION OF WORK

Place and date of the meeting

1. The Regional Council for Planning of the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic
and Social Planning (ILPES) held its eighteenth meeting in virtual format from 19 to 21 October 2021.

Attendance'

2. The meeting was attended by representatives of the following member States of the Commission:
Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Belize, Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela, Brazil, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras,
Jamaica, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Plurinational State of Bolivia, Saint Kitts and Nevis,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, and Uruguay.

3. The following associate member of the Commission was also represented: British Virgin Islands.

4, Representatives of the United Nations Secretariat from the Resident Coordinator's Office in
Panama and Resident Coordinators from Guatemala, Panama and Uruguay participated.

5. The following bodies of the United Nations system were represented: the United Nations Children's
Fund (UNICEF), the United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA), the International Civil Aviation
Organization (ICAO), the International Labour Organization (ILO), the International Organization for
Migration (IOM), the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO),
the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP)
and the World Food Programme (WFP).

B. AGENDA
6. The Council adopted the following agenda:
1. Election of officers.
2. Adoption of the agenda of the eighteenth meeting of the Regional Council for
Planning of ILPES.
3. Presentation of the position paper Resilient institutions for a transformative post-pandemic

recovery in Latin America and the Caribbean: inputs for discussion.

4. Report on the activities carried out by the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for
Economic and Social Planning (ILPES) since the seventeenth meeting of the Regional
Council for Planning.

5. Review of the programme of work of the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for
Economic and Social Planning (ILPES) for 2022.

6. Consideration and adoption of resolutions.

' See the full list of participants in annex 2.



C. SUMMARY OF PROCEEDINGS

Opening session

7. At the opening session, statements were made by Isaac Alfie, Director of the Office of Planning and
Budget of Uruguay, in his capacity as Chair of the Regional Council for Planning of the Latin American and
Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning (ILPES), Héctor Alexander, Minister of Economy and
Finance of Panama, Cristian Munduate, United Nations Resident Coordinator in Panama, and Alicia Barcena,
Executive Secretary of the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC).

8. The Director of the Office of Planning and Budget of Uruguay, in his capacity as Chair of the Regional
Council for Planning of ILPES, said that the Council was a forum for intergovernmental technical and
political dialogue intended to improve the quality of public management and promote South-South and
triangular cooperation initiatives in those areas. The exercise of the mandate of Uruguay had been marked
by the coronavirus (COVID-19) pandemic and, during the health crisis, ILPES had more than delivered on
its programme of work and the work entrusted to it by the Council, responding to countries’ needs and
adapting their working arrangements to operate virtually. He referred to the technical cooperation missions
carried out by ILPES in Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico and Panama; it was important to have
organizational resilience and strengthened institutions, with the ability to adapt to and learn from crises in
order to tackle new emergencies. The pandemic had shown the importance of regional integration and
cooperation in addressing shared challenges. He said that the Council should remain an active forum for
discussing challenges during the post-COVID-19 recovery, and emphasized the need for public policies
aimed at economic, social and environmentally sustainable growth to be comprehensive while maintaining
a focus on equality. Regarding the role of planning and territorialization in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development in the post-pandemic recovery and creation of strong institutions able to tackle crises, there
were four key actions: (i) analysing how each country had handled the pandemic in reference to existing
programmes and any adjustments made, the fiscal and debt situation of each country prior to the pandemic,
and the previous spending and relative development of each country; (ii) conducting robust planning and
public management exercises, with greater foresight capabilities and flexible responses to public problems;
(ii1) having transparent and results-oriented budget management, which was the basis of an effective and
efficient use of resources; it was necessary to link planning with budgeting, implementation and impact
assessment; and (iv) enhancing human capital through training as the only medium- and long-term means
of reducing the structural gaps that caused inequality. Lastly, financing continued to be the major challenge
in the work of ILPES and he urged the incoming Chair to address that issue to ensure that development
planning was at the heart of national strategies for a transformative recovery.

9. The Minister of Economy and Finance of Panama said that his country had always been a land of
encounters and, owing to its geography and history, was a country whose vocation was to close distances and
unite peoples. He affirmed the importance of the meeting in view of the circumstances of the COVID-19
pandemic and emphasized that significant progress would be made in terms of planning, which was both
useful and necessary for countries and the region. He thanked the speakers for their optimism and called for
the redoubling of efforts to enable ECLAC to fulfil its aims and its commitments to countries in the region.

10. The United Nations Resident Coordinator in Panama said that it was a pleasure to participate at the
meeting. The country was in a complicated position owing to COVID-19, which had increased the challenge
of achieving the Sustainable Development Goals. ECLAC and ILPES acted as a technical arm that enabled
the country team, and the country as a whole, to make progress towards the targets that had been set.



11. The Executive Secretary of ECLAC said that the meeting was intended to exchange, discuss and
come up with new ideas about how States responded to the crisis and addressed the post-pandemic recovery
in relation to planning and public management. It was possible that the health, social, economic and political
crisis could provide an opportunity to transform the existing development model into one that responded to
the aim of a better future for everyone, with equal rights, access to the benefits of development and
environmental sustainability. The pandemic had shone a light on the unacceptable inequalities, especially
gender-related ones, that existed in the region and had increased its large structural gaps, and it remained
important to look ahead in search of opportunities to increase sustainability in the region and lead it towards
a transformative recovery. The ECLAC proposal for a “big push for sustainability”” was noteworthy in that
regard, and was focused on eight dynamic sectors that would continue to be crucial after the pandemic:
(1) non-conventional renewable energies; (ii) sustainable mobility and urban space; (iii) the digital
revolution for sustainability; (iv) the health manufacturing industry; (v) the bioeconomy; (vi) the
development of a circular economy; (vii) the sustainable recovery of the tourist sector (one of the sectors
most affected by the pandemic); and (viii) the care economy (moving towards a caring society). The
perception was that institutions were not prepared to tackle the challenges of development and that barely
a third of the Sustainable Development Goal targets would be met by 2030, which required more policies
on financing for development. A territorial approach was essential for countries to achieve a more balanced
development and it would be particularly crucial in the recovery stage and in making the big push towards
sustainability. As a result, it was essential to construct synergistic and interoperable information systems to
successfully finance the territorial development policy and ensure high-quality public investment in line
with planning objectives. It was necessary to plan for resilience in insular territories and construct a
territorial development policy ecosystem within national planning systems. There was also a need for
stronger institutions, with improved capacities to interpret and work in complex circumstances with great
uncertainty, and the capacity to anticipate, prepare for and respond to crises, as well as to create and carry
out future projects, actively monitor the present and reflect on the past, while learning from experience and
making the necessary changes possible. Institutions must implement such changes to improve trust as
corruption and a sense of impunity had exacerbated levels of mistrust. The culture of privilege appeared to
have become more entrenched, which was indicative of weakened democracies and political institutions.
That, in turn, had triggered social movements seeking to influence the public agenda. The State played a
key role in solving existing problems, but institutions must be revitalized, and multilateralism and
long- term policy planning must be strengthened.

12. The State had a critical ability to rebuild trust. Access to State-generated information in
comprehensible formats, systematic mechanisms for civic participation in decision-making, transparency,
dialogue, accountability and collaboration with the public, especially with young people, could help to
create the trust that had been seriously weakened and that must be rebuilt at the national level, as well as at
the regional and global levels. She stressed the need to promote the transformation of an unsustainable
development model through comprehensive and inclusive policies that took into account the social,
economic and environmental pillars of development, with a focus on gender equality, as well as policies
with a territorial focus. The Regional Agreement on Access to Information, Public Participation and Justice
in Environmental Matters in Latin America and the Caribbean (Escazi Agreement), the most recent
achievement of ECLAC, that included the Plan for self-sufficiency in health matters in Latin America and
the Caribbean: lines of action and proposals,” and the Paris Agreement were examples of good results
obtained via dialogue. It was necessary to plan for resilience, with full awareness of the vulnerabilities,
risks, threats and structural gaps that remained and had been exacerbated by crises (poverty, inequality in
access to health services, education and connectivity). It was also essential to recognize that crises had
different impacts on men and women, on urban and rural areas, and on the most vulnerable and excluded

2 See Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC), Plan for self-sufficiency in health
matters in Latin America and the Caribbean: lines of action and proposals (LC/TS.2021/115), Santiago, 2021.



groups. Lastly, she said that it was necessary to strengthen the capacities of national planning systems and
that supporting long-term development policies to ensure a desired future meant supporting the resilience
of institutions, societies and communities and the creation of an inclusive future where gender equality
would be possible. The role of State in post-pandemic recovery processes had been acknowledged and
would entail more and better planning, collaborative and inclusive leadership with dialogue, and
comprehensive and inclusive policies that took into account the social, economic and environmental pillars
of development, with a focus on gender equality, as well as policies with a territorial focus that
mainstreamed efforts to combat climate change and manage social, economic and environmental risks, and
that would promote a balanced development within and between countries. The post-pandemic recovery
would require a revitalized multilateralism in view of the global nature of the ongoing crises. ECLAC and
ILPES could be relied on to strengthen the capacities of national planning systems because uncertainty must
be mainstreamed in planning in times of crisis to avoid being overwhelmed and to support long-term
development policies that would ensure the creation of a desired future.

Election of officers (agenda item 1)

13. The following Presiding Officers were elected:
Chair: Panama

Members: Dominica
Dominican Republic
Ecuador
Guatemala
Jamaica
Paraguay

Remarks by the Chair

14. Héctor Alexander, in his capacity as Chair of the Regional Council for Planning of ILPES, expressed
his country’s gratitude for the trust vested in him to lead the Regional Council and said that they would
move forward together to implement initiatives with the aim of achieving development planning in the
midst of the exceptional challenges posed by the post-pandemic recovery. He acknowledged the work
carried out by the outgoing Chair from Uruguay during the pandemic and indicated to ILPES and CEPAL
his country’s readiness to work enthusiastically during the forthcoming period.

Presentation of the position paper Resilient institutions for a transformative post- pandemic recovery in
Latin America and the Caribbean: inputs for discussion (agenda item 3)

15. The document was presented by Alicia Barcena, Executive Secretary of ECLAC, who said that
the aim of the document was to provide inputs for discussion. The main messages were that the pandemic
was a health and social crisis that had been prolonged, leading to widespread uncertainty in the region.
The role of the State had been essential to responding to a pandemic in which the resilience and quality
of institutions had been found wanting. It was important to expedite public investment in dynamic sectors
that created value and high-quality jobs, and that reduced environmental footprints. The progress of the
silent crisis of climate change called for foresight and territorial planning capabilities. The pandemic
provided an opportunity to create new social contracts on the basis of open governance, access to
information and openness to increased citizen participation. The pandemic had taken the region by
surprise, with few tools to address the complexity of a crisis that should be linked to structural challenges
such as low productivity, low investment, poverty and inequality. She called for the false conflict between
growth and environmental protection to be overcome. The key role of the State was clear in the roll-out



of vaccines, emergency transfers to vulnerable populations, public investment in health systems and the
financial sustainability of social protection systems, including health. One of the region’s problems
concerned public and private investment, which was reflected in the weakness of public health and
education services. The region, with its lowest levels of public investment in three decades, had fallen
behind both emerging and developed economies in that regard.

16. According to the public, health and education were the most unequal services. There remained deep
distrust of institutions and 70% of the population was dissatisfied with democracy. Public institutions were
under significant strain: many planning processes were in the consolidation phase and should be given greater
prominence in decision-making, the design of emergency measures and recovery. Some planning authorities
in the region had ministerial status, whereas others were attached to presidencies. The document contained a
proposal to build resilient institutions with greater capacities for a transformative recovery with equality and
sustainable development at their heart, which would require foresight, openness, participation and negotiation,
planning to integrate cross-cutting approaches, and new leaderships. The proposal was focused on the eight
strategic sectors mentioned initially, which could promote growth and investment, create sustainable and
formal jobs with rights, and reduce socioeconomic and gender-based inequalities, as well as environmental
footprints. The proposal would, however, need to be implemented at the territorial level in an organized and
coordinated manner; national public investment systems would have to be strengthened for a transformative
recovery with a territorial outlook and quality investments that would serve the development plan proposals
adopted by each country. That would require enhanced foresight capabilities that would enable the collective
adoption of future scenarios that would legitimize countries’ visions for the future and State policies, as well
as openness to negotiation, collaboration and collaborative leadership with dialogue to move towards an open
State (with statistical tools such as CEPALSTAT), with new planning capabilities and consideration of a
gender-based perspective, territorial approaches and mitigation of and adaption to climate change. A
transformative recovery called for proactive governance and resilient public institutions, with foresight,
planning capabilities and renewed skills in public management.

17. Wayne Henry, Director General of the Planning Institute of Jamaica said that low levels of trust in
institutions and a lack of social capital made it difficult to implement public policy-based solutions. It was
essential to have data. The pandemic had shown that territorialization was a key issue, which was why it
had been included in the document, and, as indicated therein, it was vital to pay attention to gaps in
connectivity and Internet access in the region and consider different future scenarios. He congratulated
ILPES on the document and drew attention to the inclusion of resilience and foresight, and the importance
of updating the CEPALSTAT database.

18. Viviana Casco, Minister-Executive Secretary of the Technical Planning Secretariat for Economic
and Social Development of Paraguay, said that her country was facing major challenges as a result of the
pandemic and therefore needed to move forward with the recovery programme containing the elements
mentioned by the ECLAC Executive Secretary. In line with the proposals in the document presented, it was
necessary for institutions to focus on the public and on shared leadership, not only in Paraguay but
throughout the region. She drew attention to the inclusion of territoriality in the document as it was essential
for public policies to be able to reach the territory and to be familiar with the territory, in order to address
its challenges. Institutions must be more resilient, and the tourism sector and the circular economy must be
strengthened. It was important to recognize the specific features of different territories and approach
planning accordingly with a focus on gender and sustainability. Lastly, she congratulated the ILPES team
on the timeliness of the issues included in the document in view of the region’s present circumstances.

19. Gloria Joseph, Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of Economic Affairs, Planning, Resilience
and Sustainable Development, Telecommunications and Broadcasting of Dominica, said that the topics
in the document prompted consideration of the future. Investment must be made in order to stimulate
economic activity. In terms of employment, the balance between work and family life had been challenged



ad the crisis had led to consideration of how parents could balance their roles as caregivers and workers, in
addition to children’s concerns about online learning and their ability to absorb knowledge delivered in that
manner. It was essential to find a balance between work and family life to reduce the stress of workers and
enable children and adolescents to make progress. Lastly, she congratulated ILPES for producing a
comprehensive, detailed and insightful document.

20. Juan Carlos Sanchez, Director General of Planning of the Ministry of Finance and Public Credit of
Nicaragua, said that, in his country, successive national plans to combat poverty, developed in line with the
Sustainable Development Goals, had successfully reduced poverty and strengthened the national economy.
He proposed a bilateral meeting with ILPES to present the National Plan to Combat Poverty and for Human
Development 2022-2026 of Nicaragua with the aim of promoting the outcomes achieved and obtaining the
support of ILPES to deepen the transformations in the country and close remaining gaps, particularly in
reference to gender equality.

Panel 1: Institutions for a transformative recovery

21. The panel was moderated by José Agustin Espino, Director of Territorial Development of the
Ministry of Economy and Finance of Panama, and Diane Quarless, Chief of the ECLAC Subregional
Headquarters for the Caribbean. Statements were made by E. Paul Chet Greene, Minister of Foreign Affairs,
International Trade and Immigration of Antigua and Barbuda, Gloria Joseph, Permanent Secretary, Ministry
of Economic Affairs, Planning, Resilience and Sustainable Development, Telecommunications and
Broadcasting of Dominica; Viviana Casco, Minister-Executive Secretary, Technical Planning Secretariat
for Economic and Social Development of Paraguay, Pavel Isa Contreras, Deputy Minister, Vice-Ministry
for Planning and Public Investment, Ministry of Economy, Planning and Development of the
Dominican Republic, and Ana Gabriela Castellani, Secretary for Management and Public Employment of
the Head Office of the Cabinet of Ministers of Argentina.

22. The Minister of Foreign Affairs, International Trade and Immigration of Antigua and Barbuda said
that the disastrous reality of the COVID-19 pandemic had revealed many institutional shortcomings, as well
as the need to make changes in order to ensure a proactive means of responding to future crises. Such
changes should be transformative and participatory, promote the development of resilience, incorporate
new knowledge and be State-led. In the context of Antigua and Barbuda, it was necessary to promote digital
governance, which had the potential to become one of the key pillars of a smart recovery. It was also
important to develop and implement an effective communications strategy for public health that had a
systemic approach and was suited to different audiences, as well as a strategic emergency management plan
that involved the whole community. Quick-fix approaches to the economic recovery should be avoided; a
smart recovery based on the principles of sustainable development, including environmental aspects
recognized in the 2030 Agenda and the Escazi Agreement, should be pursued instead. Public policies or
response measures for medium- or long-term planning should be transparent, create a climate of trust, be
inclusive and participatory in leadership and decision-making, and respect democratic principles.

23. The Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Economic Affairs, Planning, Resilience and Sustainable
Development, Telecommunications and Broadcasting of Dominica said that the aims of the National Strategy
for Resilience Development Dominica 2030 were to make progress in the country’s socioeconomic
development, reduce the impact of natural disasters and other crises, and reduce the recovery time after such
incidents. She said that the desired outcomes were stronger communities, a robust economy, well-planned and
durable infrastructure, greater collective awareness, strengthened institutional systems and protected natural
assets. In order to achieve those outcomes, 10 initiatives on the adaptation to climate change of communities
and productive sectors, such as agriculture and tourism, had been established, as well as 15 targets for
achieving resilience. Lastly, she stressed the importance of monitoring and evaluation systems to observe
progress towards achievement of the objectives; to that end, the country had strengthened its monitoring
system at various points and had implemented a unified data system.



24. The Minister-Executive Secretary of the Technical Planning Secretariat for Economic and Social
Development of Paraguay drew attention to the importance of the role of the State during the pandemic, as
well as in the recovery stage. She said that the National Development Plan Paraguay 2030 had been updated,
aligning it with the Sustainable Development Goals, adding an institutional strengthening axis and
coordinating the Plan with sectoral and institutional plans and the budget; all measures adopted to tackle
the pandemic followed the guiding framework of the Plan. Monitoring mechanisms had also been
strengthened through the identification of more than 200 indicators to enable analysis of the State’s
management performance. Since she had taken up her post in 2018, the Government had begun a national
transformation process, beginning with the tax system and a review of public spending. Although
challenges had intensified in 2019 owing to the pandemic and the impact of the climate crisis on the
country’s agricultural sector, it had been possible to continue to make progress in strengthening public
management through initiatives to improve areas including public procurement, the civil service and the
business environment.

25. The Deputy Minister of the Vice-Ministry for Planning and Public Investment of the Ministry of
Economy, Planning and Development of the Dominican Republic said that a more comprehensive,
multisectoral and interinstitutional approach to public action was required. To that end, it was necessary to
put an end to compartmentalization in public institutions, strengthening spaces for dialogue, policies and
diagnostic work, as well as increasing cooperation and coordinated work among the various public
institutions to tackle critical problems. Coordination should increase among leading public sector bodies,
i.e. those concerning finances and the budget, public administration institutions dealing with the public, and
planning bodies. Other noteworthy aspects were the strengthening of monitoring and evaluation
mechanisms, especially to measure short-term progress, and the boosting of results-based management.
There was also a need for more flexible spending rules that would make it possible to tackle emergency
situations without abandoning fiscal targets. Regarding the lessons learned from the pandemic, there had
not been effective coordination between the leadership shown by social movements and public
administrations to promote prevention and vaccination. Finally, owing to the particular vulnerability of
the Caribbean to the impacts of climate change, it was essential to incorporate risk management into policies
and planning not only in the area under discussion, but also in relation to cyberspace and migration issues.
It was essential to promote results-based management and become used to results-based working and
budgeting. Such an approach would make it possible to move from planning to budgeting and not the other
way around, as was often the case. It was budgets that dictated what action could be taken.

26. The Secretary for Management and Public Employment of the Head Office of the Cabinet of
Ministers of Argentina presented the State Action Map Information System, established through
Administrative Decision 1926/2020 to bring together in a single platform the planning and monitoring of
the management of national public sector policies. By strengthening policy monitoring, the information
system had been instrumental in promoting critical processes such as the planning and evaluation of public
policies, both within the Head Office of the Cabinet of Ministers and in each of the jurisdictions, as it
systematized information for decision-making. The platform integrated planning with the national budget,
strengthened data interoperability by incorporating previously segmented and incomplete information, and
contained up-to-date information on public employment and the organizational structure of each
jurisdiction. She added that the platform, which was interoperable with public budget systems and the
Integrated Public Employment Database, used management indicators provided by ministries and
decentralized bodies through the network for strengthening public management. In 2022, 473 State actions
carried out by 25 agencies had been incorporated and measured using 1,293 management indicators. She
added that the platform had a public information interface’ and that work was ongoing to transfer the
platform to the provinces through the federal civil service council.

> See [online] https://mapaaccionestatal.jefatura.gob.ar/.
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27. The representative of Nicaragua said that the pandemic had been commercialized, as evidenced by
the fact that 87% of doses of vaccines against COVID-19 had been administered in the wealthiest countries.
He therefore proposed that the attending countries should take stock of regional capacities to combat
epidemics such as COVID-19 with the aim of being able to provide solutions at the regional level and
negotiate joint positions. It remained important to incorporate issues of climate variability into public
actions as in Nicaragua, for example, around US$ 2 billion was needed to implement climate change
adaptation measures. Nicaragua had made a major effort to link its budget with planning and the public had
made a notable contribution to tackling the pandemic.

28. The Director of Territorial Development of the Ministry of Economy and Finance of Panama,
speaking as panel moderator, provided a summary of the statements made. Firstly, he listed the challenges
that must be overcome in the area of institutional strengthening for resilience: climate change and the loss
of hope of citizens in the progress of their respective countries, which led to an increase in migratory flows
and a lack of food security. He also emphasized the importance of data and indicators to monitoring and
evaluating public activities. Moreover, institutional transformation called for a participatory process to
enable the public to take part in government actions and for governments to be aware of the importance of
such participation. Lastly, he underlined the importance of access to development assistance funding for
Latin American and Caribbean countries, which were considered middle-income countries.

29. The Chief of the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean drew attention to the
common themes that had arisen in most statements: the importance of data and indicators; the need for
public investment; and the importance of civic participation. An adequate level of consultation within
government institutional frameworks to maximize efficiency in that regard was necessary. She underlined
the importance of monitoring and evaluation to create trust among the public, of interactions between
governments and the public, and of pre-budget planning to ensure effective public management. Lastly, she
emphasized the importance of data and indicators to monitoring and evaluation.

Panel 2: Institutions for building territorial resilience

30. The panel was moderated by José Agustin Espino, Director of Territorial Development of the
Ministry of Economy and Finance of Panama, and Abdullahi Abdulkadri, Coordinator, Statistics and Social
Development Unit of the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean. Statements were made by
Pilar Garrido, Minister of National Planning and Economic Policy of Costa Rica, Mildrey Granadillo de la Torre,
Vice-Minister for Planning of the Ministry of the Economy and Planning of Cuba, Johana Pinzén,
Climate Change Leader of the Directorate of the Environment and Sustainable Development of the National
Planning Department of Colombia, and Marlene Andrews, Assistant Director, Socio-Economic Policy
Planning Division of the Ministry of Planning and Development of Trinidad and Tobago.

31. The Minister of National Planning and Economic Policy of Costa Rica drew attention to her
country’s Territorial Economic Strategy for an Inclusive and Decarbonized Economy 2020-2050 and
underscored its potential role in facilitating the post-pandemic recovery and green and transformative
growth. Its aim was to achieve greater economic and social resilience on the basis of a new model, with a
view to decentralization, digitalization and decarbonisation. There were several challenges related to the
implementation of that model: low levels of sophistication in production; poor quality work; the
hyperconcentration of productive and innovative space; the accumulation of gaps hindering development;
and the need to increase productivity with low emissions. In order to overcome those challenges and
consolidate the new model, six positions had been established concerning: the creation of enabling
conditions by closing gaps; the territorial diversification of economic activities; the activation of costs via
a network of centres of economic, cultural and marine activity; the decentralization of innovation of for a
decarbonized future; the creation of a connected corridor ecosystem to bring about the transition to a
decentralized, digitalized and decarbonized economy; and the creation of new green and blue jobs. A key
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aspect of the strategy was the identification of 11 development hubs that would bring together multisectoral
productive activities and provide opportunities for consolidation, clustering and productive synergy. The
remaining challenges included adequately coordinating the national strategy with territories, implementing
participatory management and financing territorial development.

32. The Vice-Minister for Planning of the Ministry of the Economy and Planning of Cuba said that, in
response to the pandemic, her country had increased its interventions in local development. The political
climate was favourable to local development and a new Constitution that strengthened and promoted
decentralization. In implementing the Sustainable Development Goals and the National Plan for Economic
and Social Development 2030, local governments were the primary link between the central Government
and the community. Legislative changes had been made that enabled the creation of both mixed and private
micro-, small and medium-sized enterprises, and changes had been introduced to non-agricultural
cooperatives and self-employment. Those changes involved supporting a productive transformation that
required new industries and new services. An alliance had been formed between academia, business and
the Government to address problems by harnessing scientific and technical knowledge, and various
instruments had been developed with the aim of strengthening institutional capacities for comprehensive,
multilevel and multi-actor territorial management. The lessons learned included: the importance of
interinstitutional collaboration between different sectors and ministries, the public and business; the
participation of experts; coordination between different sectors; making use of scientific and technical
potential and dialogue at various levels; and improved public communication, which included
accountability and interaction with the public.

33. The Climate Change Leader of the Directorate of the Environment and Sustainable Development
of the National Planning Department of Colombia drew attention to her country’s climate and energy
vulnerability. She said that there was a proposed sustainability agreement under the National Development
Plan 2018-2022, which was intended to reduce levels of risk to climate-variability events and promote
adaptation actions for a resilient, sustainable, productive and competitive development. Comprehensive
Territorial Climate Change Management Plans had been created as territorial planning instruments and
there were tools to support institutional resilience, such as a municipal disaster risk index to guide
preventive actions with resilience-related criteria, and a number of tools for disaster risk analysis and
adaption to climate change during the pre-investment stage of a project. There was also a strategy to
strengthen climate risk management in the business sector, which was aimed at conveying to companies
that the efficient use of resources increased resilience and created market opportunities. Lastly, Colombia,
as a country highly vulnerable to climate change, incorporated climate risk management into territorial
planning, took climate risk measurement and management into consideration at the municipal level and had
a strategy to improve climate risk management in the business sector.

34. The Assistant Director of the Socio-Economic Policy Planning Division of the Ministry of Planning
and Development of Trinidad and Tobago said that, in her country, three main pillars had been identified
in relation to development: economic diversification, ensuring food security and leaving no one behind.
In 2020, the country had submitted a voluntary national review of its implementation of the 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development; monitoring and evaluation were of particular importance and a national plan
had been developed in that area. Plans must have a monitoring and evaluation system to highlight the
importance of specific objectives and their links to financial matters, which were essential to identifying
obstacles. Functional units had been identified to carry out national planning for territorial strategies, which
were dependent on the physical, geographic, environmental and economic features of each territory.
Municipal reforms were ongoing to increase the capabilities of municipal bodies in view of their greater
awareness and knowledge of local realities and needs. Trinidad and Tobago had been significantly affected
by climate change and efforts to increase resilience should be made at the individual, regional and global
levels. Lastly, it was in the country’s interest to participate in all initiatives intended to make the necessary
changes, as well as in the agenda for climate action.
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35. Wayne Henry, Director General of the Planning Institute of Jamaica reaffirmed the need for
monitoring and evaluation in all countries, emphasizing the need to ensure that such initiatives worked.
Regarding specific disparities, he said that sustainable development plans were being developed at the local
level in Jamaica and were being aligned with the national plan for 2030; the specificities of individual
places were only known at the local level.

36. The Director of Territorial Development of the Ministry of Economy and Finance of Panama
reaffirmed the importance of climate change for the Caribbean subregion, which was in the Intertropical
Convergence Zone, and said that Caribbean islands would be significantly affected, in particular those close
to the Zone. Although there was awareness of the effects of climate change on the economy, greater
attention should be paid to its effects on flora and fauna, which would also suffer.

Panel 3: The role of foresight in building resilient institutions

37. The panel was moderated by Gianna Aguirre, Undersecretary for Evaluation, National Secretariat
of Planning of Ecuador, and Catarina Camarinhas, Social Affairs Officer, Statistics and Social Development
Unit of the ECLAC Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean. Statements were made by Luz Keila Gramajo,
Secretary of Planning and Programming of the Office of the President of Guatemala, Wayne Henry,
Director General, Planning Institute of Jamaica, Javier Abugattas, Chair of the Board of Directors of the
Centre for Strategic Planning (CEPLAN) of Peru, Kelvin George, Director, Department of Economic and
Technical Cooperation, Ministry of Finance, Planning, Economic Development and Physical Development
of Grenada, and Fernando Sertd del Meressi, Undersecretary for Government Planning, Ministry of the
Economy of Brazil.

38. The Social Affairs Officer of the Statistics and Social Development Unit of the ECLAC
Subregional Headquarters for the Caribbean said that future-oriented studies had become more useful in
the context of the pandemic and that foresight and public management must be coordinated in a more
cross- cutting manner, assuming that foresight was needed in all institutions, not only in those involved in
planning but in other State bodies, such as the executive, judicial and legislative powers, and in each stage
of government administration (planning, implementation, monitoring and evaluation). The panel should
address the role of foresight in building institutions capable of predicting crises, developing a culture that
was future-oriented and had broad public participation, and should answer the question of how to create a
long-term strategy, vision, plan or programme when faced with the constant pressures of short-term responses.

39. The Secretary of Planning and Programming of the Office of the President of Guatemala said that
Guatemala had worked to create a shared long-term vision through the National Development Plan K'atun,
Nuestra Guatemala 2032. The process of developing foresight capacities was particularly noteworthy and
ILPES had played a key role in the costing process for the targets of the Government of Guatemala,
constituting a means of coordinating the short and long term. Especially important was the support provided
by ILPES through the PlanBarometer, which had acted as a basis for designing a methodology for
evaluating the performance of ministries and departments, as well as helping to evaluate the quality of
planning carried out at the State level.

40. The Director General of the Planning Institute of Jamaica emphasized the efforts of the Government
of Jamaica to incorporate foresight through scenario-based planning and activities to raise awareness of
policies in different scenarios, based primarily on predicting and adapting to changing contexts. Particularly
noteworthy was the use of statistics in decision-making and the development of future scenarios by taking
into account hypotheses based on the analysis of trends and probabilities and the identification of precursor
events. The Planning Institute of Jamaica had contributed to the evaluation of government efficiency by
linking investment of capital to achievement of the goals of the national development plan Vision 2030
Jamaica and the 2030 Agenda, with the aim of establishing a forward-looking culture among State institutions.
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41. The Chair of the Board of Directors of CEPLAN of Peru said that there had been a significant
decline in institutional capacities in his country, in particular in long-term planning, which had become
even more apparent with the pandemic and the urgent need to respond to the short-term situation despite
increasing complexity and uncertainty. Foresight had played a key role in planning at all levels of
government. The country’s Vision for 2050 was of particular importance as it was not only part of the
national normative framework, but it had also been approved by national consensus bodies, the Forum for
National Agreement and the Intergovernmental Coordination Council, which made it possible to create
links between political and social actors and provide continuity in the consensuses achieved between
various administrations.

42, The Director of the Department of Economic and Technical Cooperation of the Ministry of Finance,
Planning, Economic Development and Physical Development of Grenada said that the Government of
Grenada had worked decisively to incorporate foresight into its plans, policies and programmes. The
reference point had been the National Sustainable Development Plan 2020-2035, which included a number
of future scenarios that made it possible to predict such scenarios and prepare for them. It was essential to
have a comprehensive data centre at the Caribbean level to improve the design of evidence-based policies.

43. The Undersecretary for Government Planning, Ministry of the Economy of Brazil said that, in his
country, there was a long tradition of using foresight, with two major instruments addressing the long-term
future: The Federal Development Strategy (2020-2031) and Brazil 2035: Development Scenarios. Both
instruments acted as a basis for medium- and short-term planning, while also facilitating the development
of policies with greater consensus. A key part of those initiatives was the recognition that long-term plans
could have a programmatic bias from each government, as a result of which mechanisms had been designed
to update the plans over time and create stability so as to create more resilient institutions.

44, The Undersecretary for Evaluation, National Secretariat of Planning of Ecuador said that it was
necessary to strengthen monitoring and evaluation mechanisms and promote a culture of evidence-based
decision-making, which would help to respond to the challenge of implementing foresight and would strengthen
the link between planning and public management. The institutional capacities of the region’s countries were
not sufficient, which had become clear, and even been exacerbated, by the COVID-19 pandemic.

45. The Minister of National Planning and Economic Policy of Costa Rica said that planning should be
flexible and dynamic, and able to be adjusted to make more efficient use of resources by redefining priorities.
It was also important to incorporate forward-looking public analysis into the academic and private sectors.

46. The Secretary of Planning and Programming of the Office of the President of Guatemala said that, with
the support of ECLAC, a future-oriented analysis had been carried out of the 24 strategic outcomes of the
National Development Plan, with 16 strategic targets that were key points in planning and that, through results
management, were reflected in the national budget. It was thus possible to connect the Development Plan with
sectoral and strategic operational plans. In Guatemala, the PlanBarometer methodology had been applied, a
ministerial performance index had been created and quality had increased by means of a planning evaluation.

47. The representative of Nicaragua proposed that an event be held with ILPES on foresight-related topics;
the representative of Costa Rica said that progress could be made in finance-related issues with the guidance of
ILPES; the representative of Grenada said that the lack of human capital was another of the challenges preventing
the implementation of projects and that ILPES guidance in that regard would be essential.
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Report on the activities carried out by the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social
Planning (ILPES) since the seventeenth meeting of the Regional Council for Planning* (agenda item 4)

48. Under the present agenda item, the report on the activities carried out by ILPES since the
seventeenth meeting of the Regional Council for Planning, which covered the period from 1 July 2020 to
1 June 2021, was presented. In order to fulfil the aim of improving planning and public management
processes for balanced and sustainable development, strategies had been implemented in applied research
on issues related to public management and planning, technical cooperative services, in-person and virtual
training of government officials and interested parties, and the exchange of experiences and good practices
between countries. Of particular note were the organization of and participation in intergovernmental and
expert meetings, non-recurrent publications, knowledge management resources, advisory services, training
workshops, courses and seminars, and technical cooperation projects.

49. Despite the high number of virtual activities carried out by international organizations and civil
society, among other actors, participation in ILPES training activities had increased by more than 100%
compared to 2020 and had involved over 2,000 participants. Networking, including networks of planning
experts and other specialists, had been an important means of collective reflection during periods of high
demand for public services. The working arrangements of ILPES illustrated the need to continue to
strengthen the capacities of countries in the region and offer concrete tools to solve public problems. A
long-term vision and the collective development of future scenarios would be vital to planning the
transformative post-pandemic recovery by linking short-, medium- and long-term policies, with a territorial
focus and broad public participation.

50. The state of ILPES resources revealed a complex situation caused by the institutional changes in
planning in Latin America and the Caribbean and the dynamics of ILPES itself over the years, in a changing
context of availability of resources that had been noticeably exacerbated by the COVID-19 crisis during
the previous year. Faced with critical levels of contributions, ECLAC had made provisions to complement
funding by including ILPES in some technical cooperation agreements financed by donors. Although such
means provided support, they continued to be insufficient for the proper functioning of ILPES. The trust of
the region’s countries in the work of ECLAC and ILPES made it possible to continue regional
capacity- building work in planning and public management, which would be critical in the
post- COVID- 19 period and the recovery stage.

Review of the programme of work of the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social
Planning (ILPES) for 2022 (agenda item 5)

51. During the presentation of the programme of work of ILPES,’ it was indicated that the main
objective was to improve planning and public management processes in the region to make progress
towards balanced and sustainable development. Support would be provided to member States that requested
it through capacity- building, technical cooperation and advice in various areas of planning and public
management, following a strategy based on four areas of action: (i) conducting timely and applied research
on cross-cutting issues related to public management and planning relevant to the impacts of the pandemic;
(i) providing technical cooperation services to support institutional capacity-building in public
management and planning, which was ongoing at the national level; (iii) delivering training (in-person and
virtual) to government officials and relevant interested parties to develop and strengthen competencies,
skills and capacities in planning, in particular planning for resilience, and public management for
development; and (iv) promoting the exchange of experiences and good practices among countries to create
and strengthen learning networks and communities for the exchange of practices. To that end, a variety of

4 LC/CRP.18/5.
> LC/CRP.18/DDR/I.
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new and existing tools would be used to build capacities and establish networks, as well as new focuses and
analytical products, including dialogues on planning with high-level authorities, the Regional Observatory
on Planning for Development in Latin America and the Caribbean and the PlanBarometer.

52. Regarding challenges and opportunities for ILPES in 2022, the Institute would continue to broaden
the identification and systemization of the capacities needed to build resilient institutions and continue to
strengthening the capacity-building process in planning and public management, even during the crisis and
uncertainty. Mobility and travel to countries would continue to be a challenge in 2022 as a result of which
virtual, in-person and hybrid arrangements would be established to meet countries’ needs. Lastly, financing
the work of ILPES would continue to be a challenge.

Consideration and adoption of resolutions (agenda item 6)

53. The resolutions contained in annex 1 were approved.
Closing messages

54. The Undersecretary for Institutional Strengthening of the Secretariat for Public Employment and
Management of Argentina expressed thanks for the invitation to participate at the meeting and proposed that
her country work actively with ILPES, as the work of the Institute aligned with the State capacity-building
approach of Argentina. As part of the aim to build a better State, there had been significant enhancement of
the planning function, strategic planning, situational planning and capacity-building in three dimensions:
classic bureaucratic, political strategic and relational to coordinate all actors, while maintaining State
autonomy and sovereignty in decision-making. Within the Subsecretariat, a State capacity index was being
developed, and planning, monitoring and evaluation were being strengthened in all ministries and in relation
to all strategic plans, not only the Roadmap for State Action; the PlanBarometer was in synergy with the
proposal. Other important areas were data interoperability, dialogue and having empirical evidence for use in
decision-making; States produced significant volumes of information and Argentina was working on
systematizing it and making it available. The public management model of Argentina was democratic,
inclusive and federal, and its work was intended to yield greater results and an improved State. Argentina
stood ready to support and participate in the celebrations marking the sixtieth anniversary of ILPES.

55. The Director General of the Planning Institute of Jamaica congratulated the ILPES team and ECLAC
for organizing the meeting, which had been an opportunity to exchange knowledge. The focus on resilience
was important during the pandemic, as was the ability to adapt and recover. The focus on multisectoral
planning within a comprehensive planning framework that incorporated environmental, economic and social
sustainability would lead to better results. Building resilient institutions and strengthening capacities was
extremely important. In Jamaica, there was consideration of incorporating tools to broaden capacities and
including future planning in the Vision 2030 Jamaica development plan. Jamaica was committed to working
with ILPES and ECLAC, which were valuable and trustworthy institutions.

56. The Director of Planning of the Presidential Secretariat of Nicaragua emphasized that the pandemic
continued to be the most urgent matter. The commercialization of the pandemic threatened the equitable
access of countries to vaccines and the region had needed to unite to obtain them. Climate change and
resilience were also issues of the utmost urgency; it was essential to expand future planning, as well as the
monitoring, follow-up and evaluation of plans disaggregated by time, territory and gender equality, among
other factors, to better focus policies and projects. It was important to coordinate planning with
programming and the budget, and good experiences and practices in the region could be of great use in that
regard. For Nicaragua, the support, advice and knowledge creation of ILPES would continue to be vital.
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Closing session

57. At the closing session, statements were made by Cielo Morales, Chief of ILPES, and Enelda
Medrano de Gonzalez, Vice-Minister of Economy of Panama, on behalf of Héctor Alexander, Minister of
Economy and Finance of Panama.

58. The Chief of ILPES said that the meeting had brought together more than 26 planning authorities
from Latin America and the Caribbean (18 at the ministerial or vice-ministerial level) that had been sharing
ideas on the experiences of their countries in relation to institutions for a transformative recovery, the
institutions needed to create resilience in territories and the role of foresight in developing resilience in
State institutions. She highlighted five fundamental aspects to bear in mind with regard to the future: (i) the
need to transform State institutions; (ii) the linkage of capacities that would contribute to the development
of more resilient institutions with foresight; (iii) the relationship between tools for institutional
transformation and strong and interoperable statistical information systems; (iv) the territorial perspective;
and (v) the need to develop a forward-looking culture. ILPES was ready to respond to the requests made
by countries, including the following specific requests: of Nicaragua, to organize a meeting on foresight
and methodology to make connections between targets and impacts; of Grenada, on the need to continue to
build foresight capabilities and translate to English the courses available in Spanish; of Costa Rica, on
financing a future-oriented policy, beginning with results-based budgeting and an approach to one of the
major challenges of planning, the plan-budget-investment alignment and toolkit for implementation; of
Guatemala, on consideration of the continuance of targets prioritized prior to the pandemic; of Jamaica, for
increased foresight, comprehensive planning and capacity-building; of Honduras, for technical assistance
for its new development plan with the aim of linking it to its Vision 2038; of Argentina, on its desire to
normalize contextualized planning, which is strategic for improved decision-making, and its intention to
work with ILPES on capacity-building, the implementation of the PlanBarometer and the interoperability
of decision-making systems; and of Peru, on increasing capacities and putting people at the heart of
planning and public management and of territories, the alignment of the United Nations system at the
country level and, above all, the continuity of work.

59. Enelda Medrano, on behalf of Héctor Alexander, Minister of Economy and Finance of Panama, said
that the aim was to find solutions applicable not only to the entire region, but also to each individual country.
The task that lay ahead was a great responsibility and the topics raised would motivate countries to look
closely at the tools available to see what would work and what would need to be changed, incorporated or
adjusted to find solutions that would make it possible to design future scenarios more precisely, which would
contribute, among other things, to the resilience of countries and the inclusion of their populations. The
pandemic, which had found the region in a difficult financial situation and with high levels of debt, had once
again highlighted the role of the State in developing the relationships between different societal actors and
addressing the challenge of achieving consensus and opening up spaces for public participation. It had also
showed that planning must play a central role to strengthen the responsiveness of economies and avoid making
decisions at short notice. In that regard, it was essential to develop and improve responsiveness over the
medium- and long-term as it was very difficult to work only in the present, without a forward-looking vision
that made it possible to maintain and adjust the path towards each country’s broader goals.



17

Annex 1

RESOLUTIONS

RESOLUTION CRP/XVIII/01

The Regional Council for Planning,

Recalling resolution CRP/XVII/01, adopted by the Regional Council for Planning of the
Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning at its seventeenth meeting, held
in Montevideo in 2019, in which the Council requested the Institute to continue its efforts to strengthen
planning in Latin America and the Caribbean,

Bearing in mind the agreements adopted by the Presiding Officers of the Council at their
twenty- eighth meeting, held virtually in 2020, concerning the activities of the Latin American and
Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning,

Bearing in mind also resolution 748(XXXVIII), adopted by the Economic Commission for
Latin America and the Caribbean at its thirty-eighth session, held virtually in San José in 2020, in which
the Commission emphasizes and welcomes the fact that the draft programme of work and priorities of the
system of the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean for 2022 reflects the alignment
and adaptation of activities, contents and modalities of the programme of work to the new requirements
arising from the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the Sustainable Development Goals and
their targets, including the accelerated modalities and priorities of the Decade of Action, as well as from
other internationally agreed action plans and instruments,

Having reviewed the role and priorities of planning for development and public management in
Latin America and the Caribbean in the framework of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development,

1. Endorses the Report on the activities carried out by the Latin American and Caribbean
Institute for Economic and Social Planning (ILPES), 2020-2021;'

2. Welcomes the activity of the Regional Observatory on Planning for Development in
Latin America and the Caribbean and its new analytical products, and recognizes that this platform requires
the sustained commitment of the countries to implement and take ownership of it, as well as the provision
of relevant information for updating it;

3. Takes note of the position document Resilient institutions for a transformative post-pandemic
recovery in Latin America and the Caribbean: inputs for discussion® and recognizes its contribution as
input for discussions on the role of State institutions in post-pandemic recovery and on the need to
strengthen national planning systems with renewed to capacities to plan for long-term post-pandemic
recovery in the region;

I LC/CRP.18/5.
2 LC/CRP.18/3.
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4. Welcomes the contribution of the institutions of the countries of the region and donors who
contribute through strategic partnerships to the activities of the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for
Economic and Social Planning and its operation: the cooperation programmes with the Government of
Germany through the Federal Ministry for Economic Cooperation and Development and Deutsche
Gesellschaft fiir Internationale Zusammenarbeit, with the Spanish Agency for International Development
Cooperation and with the Government of the Republic of Korea;

5. Recognizes the importance of public policy consistency for strengthening the processes and
instruments of planning for development and public management for the implementation of the
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in Latin America and the Caribbean, and requests the Institute
to maintain applied research, technical cooperation, advisory work and training to promote
multi- stakeholder, multi-temporal, cross-sectoral and multi-level integration of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development in planning for development;

6. Requests the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning to
continue its efforts to strengthen planning capacities in Latin America and the Caribbean, by: (i) strengthening
national planning systems, which includes territorial development planning, foresight for development,
methodologies for evaluation of policies and plans, and the linking of planning, budgeting and public and
private investment, (ii) deepening and systematizing regional and extraregional experiences as well as the
capacities needed to build institutions that are more resilient to crises and uncertainties; (iii) broadening the
Regional Observatory on Planning for Development in Latin America and the Caribbean through new
analytical products that enable the region overall to gain greater knowledge of institutional frameworks for
planning for development, public management and national planning systems; (iv) the sharing of knowledge
and good practices regarding the use of instruments, methodologies and tools on planning and public
management and collaboration in this regard; (v) strengthening capacities for development planning at all
stages of the cycle of public management for the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development, with particular emphasis on gender equality, public leadership, digital government,
transparency, accountability and citizen participation, as well as continuous technical assistance on these
issues and the systematization of good practices; (vi) strengthening national and regional capacities in
planning and land use management in both urban and rural forms; and (vii) mainstreaming risk management
and climate change adaptation policy approaches and aligning commitments assumed under nationally
determined contributions, particularly in the areas of agriculture, energy and infrastructure, with national
planning systems;

7. Also requests the Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning
to develop a proposal of contents for a document to be presented at the nineteenth meeting of the Regional
Council for Planning, and to circulate that proposal at the twenty-ninth meeting of the Presiding Officers.
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RESOLUTION CRP/XVII/02

The Regional Council for Planning,

Recalling resolution CRP/XVI1/02, adopted by the Regional Council for Planning of the Latin American
and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning at its sixteenth meeting, held in Lima in 2017,

1. Reaffirms that the Regular System of Government Financing is essential for the continuity of the
Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning and the implementation of its
programme of work, as a complement to the regular budget of the Economic Commission for Latin America
and the Caribbean;

2. Expresses its concern at the critical level of resources reached by the Regular System of
Government Financing and requests member States to take the necessary measures to make and regularize
their contributions to the Institute in conformity with their respective normative frameworks, with a view
to making regular, timely contributions;

3.  Requests the Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean to make the
necessary arrangements to ensure and strengthen the operation of the Latin American and Caribbean
Institute for Economic and Social Planning within existing resources of the regular budget of the
organization, and to continue to seek extrabudgetary funds;

4. Requests the secretariat to make such arrangements as it deems necessary to obtain financing
for new projects to be conducted at the request of interested countries.
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RESOLUTION CRP/XVIII/03

The Regional Council for Planning,

Recalling resolution CRP/XIV/03, adopted by the Regional Council for Planning of the Latin American
and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning at its fourteenth meeting, held in Brasilia in 2013, in
which it instructed the Institute to hold regular meetings of the Presiding Officers of the Council,

Expressing its satisfaction at the holding of the twenty-eighth meeting of the Presiding Officers of
the Regional Council for Planning in virtual format in November 2020,

1. Takes notes of the report of the twenty-eighth meeting of the Presiding Officers of the Regional
Council for Planning;'

2. Convenes the Presiding Officers of the Regional Council for Planning to a meeting in the
second half of 2022 at a location to be decided by the member countries;

3. Conveys its appreciation to the Government of Panama for hosting the eighteenth meeting of
the Regional Council for Planning in virtual format.

! LC/MDCRP.28/4.
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Annex 2

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS'

A. Estados miembros de la Comision
Member States of the Commission

ANTIGUA Y BARBUDA/ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

Representante/Representative:
— E. P. Chet Greene, Minister of Foreign Affairs, International Trade and Immigration,
email: chet.greene@ab.gov.ag

Miembros de la delegaciéon/Delegation members:

— Joy-Marie King, Director of International Trade, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Trade
and Immigration, email: joy-marie.king@ab.gov.ag

— Javier Spencer, Foreign Service Officer, email: javier.spencer@ab.gov.ag

ARGENTINA

Representante/R epresentative:
— Ana Gabriela Castellani, Secretaria de Gestion y Empleo Publico, Jefatura de Gabinete de Ministros,
email: privadasgyep20@gmail.com

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— Beatriz de Anchorena, Subsecretaria de Fortalecimiento Institucional, Secretaria de Gestion y Empleo
Publico, email: fernandezb@jefatura.gob.ar

BELICE/BELIZE

Representante/R epresentative:
— Orlando Habet, Minister of Sustainable Development, Climate Change and Disaster Risk
Management, email: minister.secretary@environment.gov.bz

BOLIVIA (ESTADO PLURINACIONAL DE)/BOLIVIA (PLURINATIONAL STATE OF)

Representante/R epresentative:
— Felima Gabriela Mendoza Gumiel, Ministra de Planificacion del Desarrollo,
email: gmendozagumiel@gmail.com

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— José Fernando Sifiani, Asesor Coordinador de Despacho, email: jose.sinani@planificacion.gob.bo

' Los datos de esta lista son los suministrados por los participantes en el registro correspondiente que se habilito

para la reunion.
The information contained in this list is as supplied by the participants themselves, in the register provided for the meeting.
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BRASIL/BRAZIL

Representante/R epresentative:
— Fernando Sertd Meressi, Subsecretario de Planeamiento Gubernamental, Ministerio de Economia,
email: fernando.meressi@economia.gov.br

CHILE

Representante/Representative:
— Francisca Toledo, Jefa, Division de Evaluacion Social, Ministerio de Desarrollo Social y Familia,
email: ftoledo@desarrollosocial.gob.cl

COLOMBIA

Representante/Representative:
— Johana Pinzon, Lider de Cambio Climatico, Direccion de Ambiente y Desarrollo Sostenible,
Departamento Nacional de Planeacion (DNP), email: lpinzon@dnp.gov.co

COSTA RICA

Representante/Representative:
— Pilar Garrido, Ministra de Planificacion Nacional y Politica Econdmica, pilar.garrido@mideplan.go.cr

Miembros de la delegacion/Delegation members:

— Adrian Moreira Mufloz, Asesor Legal, Ministerio de Planificacion Nacional y Politica Econdmica,
email: adrian.moreira@mideplan.go.cr

— Carol V. Arce Echeverria, Departamento de Organismos Internacionales, Ministerio de Relaciones
Exteriores y Culto, email: carce@rree.go.cr

— Christian Kandler Rodriguez, Departamento de Desarrollo Sostenible y Conservacion del Medio
Ambiente, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores y Culto, email: ckandler@rree.go.cl

— Rosa Maria Rojas Gamboa, Ministra Consejera, Embajada de Costa Rica en Chile,
email: rrojas@rree.go.cr

CUBA

Representante/R epresentative:
— Mildrey Granadillo de la Torre, Viceministra de Planificacién, Ministerio de Economia
y Planificacién, email: mildrey@mep.gob.cu

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— Susset Rosales Vazquez, Directora de Planificacion Estratégica y Desarrollo, Ministerio de Economia
y Planificacién, email: susset@mep.gob.cu

DOMINICA

Representante/Representative:
— Gloria Joseph, Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Economic Affairs, Planning, Resilience and Sustainable
Development, Telecommunications and Broadcasting, email: psplanning@dominica.gov.dm
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ECUADOR

Representante/Representative:
— Jairon Merchan, Secretario Nacional de Planificacion, email: despacho@planificacion.gob.ec

Miembros de la delegacidén/Delegation members:
— Gianna Aguirre, Subsecretaria de Evaluacion, Secretaria Nacional de Planificacion,
email: gaguirre@planificacion.gob.ec
— Veronica Gémez Ricaurte, Directora de Integracion Regional, email: vgomez@cancilleria.gob.ec
— Perla Salas Gomez, Segunda Secretaria, Direccion de Integracion Regional,
email: psalas@cancilleria.gob.ec
— Tatiana Unda Proafio, Analista, Direccion de Integracion Regional, email: tunda@cancilleria.gob.ec

EL SALVADOR

Representante/Representative:
— Carolina Recinos, Comisionada Presidencial para Operaciones y Gabinete,
email: carecinos@presidencia.gob.sv

Miembros de la delegacidén/Delegation members:

— Héctor Calderon Jaime, Embajador de El Salvador en Chile, email: hjaime@rree.gob.sv

— Irma Yolanda Nuiiez, Oficial de Presidencia, email: inunez@presidencia.gob.sv

— Jorge Martinez, Oficial de Presidencia, email: jemartinez@presidencia.gob.sv

— Carlos Canenguez, Oficial de Presidencia, email: ccanenguez@presidencia.gob.sv

— Carla Teresa Arias Orozco, Ministro Consejero, Embajada de El Salvador en Chile,
email: ctarias@rree.gob.sv

— América Herrera, Técnico Especialista en Asuntos Multilaterales, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores,
email: aherrera@rree.gob.sv

GRANADA/GRENADA

Representante/R epresentative:
— Oliver Joseph, Minister for Foreign Affairs, International Business and CARICOM Affairs,
email: foreignaffairs@gov.gd; foreignaffairsgrenada@gmail.com

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— Kelvin George, Director, Department of Economic and Technical Cooperation, Ministry of Finance,
Planning, Economic Development and Physical Development, email: director@detc.gov.gd

GUATEMALA

Representante/Representative:
— Luz Keila Gramajo, Secretaria de Planificacion y Programacion de la Presidencia,
email: keila.gramajo@segeplan.gob. gt
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HONDURAS

Representante/R epresentative:
— Jaime Salinas, Direccion Presidencial de Planificacion, Presupuesto por Resultados e Inversion,
Secretaria de Coordinacion General de Gobierno (SCGQG), email: jsalinas@scgg.gob.hn

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— Vanessa Posse, Secretaria de Coordinacion General de Gobierno (SCGQG), email: vposse@scgg.gob.hn

JAMAICA

Representante/Representative:
— Wayne Henry, Director General, Planning Institute of Jamaica (P10OJ), email: dg@pioj.gov.jm

NICARAGUA

Representante/R epresentative:
— Juan Carlos Sanchez, Director General de Planificacién, Ministerio de Hacienda y Crédito Publico,
email: jsanchez@sepres.gob.ni

PANAMA/PANAMA

Representante/Representative:
— Héctor Alexander, Ministro de Economia y Finanzas, email: halexander@mef.gob.pa

Miembros de la delegacion/Delegation members:

— Enelda Medrano de Gonzalez, Viceministra de Economia, email: emedrano@mef.gob.pa

— José Agustin Espino, Director de Desarrollo Territorial, Ministerio de Economia y Finanzas,
email: jespinod@mef.gob.pa; moses@mef.gob.pa

PARAGUAY

Representante/R epresentative:
— Viviana Casco, Ministra-Secretaria Ejecutiva, Secretaria Técnica de Planificacion del Desarrollo
Econdémico y Social, email: vcasco@stp.gov.py

PERU/PERU

Representante/Representative:
— Javier Abugattas, Presidente del Consejo Directivo, Centro de Planeamiento Estratégico (CEPLAN),
jabugattas@ceplan.gob.pe

Miembros de la delegacion/Delegation members:

— Romy Tincopa Grados, Directora de Asuntos Sociales, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores,
email: rtincopa@rree.gob.pe

— Juan Pablo Tello Calmet, Subdirector de Asuntos Sociales 1, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
email: jtelioc@rree.gob.pe

— Aurora Cano Choque, Funcionaria, Embajada del Peru en Chile, email: acano@embajadadelperu.cl

— Andrea Pezo Nuiiez, Funcionaria de Asuntos Sociales 1, Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores,
email: apezon@rree.gob.pe
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REPUBLICA DOMINICANA/DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

Representante/R epresentative:
— Pavel Isa Contreras, Viceministro de Planificacion e Inversion Publica, Ministerio de Economia,
Planificacion y Desarrollo, email: pavel.isa@eonomia.gob.do

SAINT KITTS Y NEVIS/SAINT KITTS AND NEVIS

Representante/Representative:
— Carlton Phipps, Director, Department of Statistics, Ministry of Sustainable Development,
email: foreignaffairs@mofa.gov.kn

SAN VICENTE Y LAS GRANADINAS/SAINT VINCENT AND THE GRENADINES

Representante/Representative:
— Giselle Myers, Senior Economist, Ministry of Finance, Economic Planning and Information
Technology, email: gmyers@svgcepd.com

Miembro de la delegacion/Delegation member:
— Janelle Home, Economist, Ministry of Finance, Economic Planning and Information Technology,
email: jhannaway@svgcpd.com

SURINAME

Representante/Representative:
— Elizabeth Bradley, Deputy Permanent Secretary International Cooperation, Ministry of Foreign Affairs,
International Business and International Cooperation (MBIBIS), email: elizabeth.bradley@gov.sr

Miembros de la delegacidon/Delegation members:

Joyce Kariodimedjo, Deputy Director, Planning Office, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International

Business and International Cooperation, email: joy kario@yahoo.com

— Lucill Starke-Esajas, Social and Cultural Division, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International Business
and International Cooperation (MBIBIS) email: lucill.esajas@gov.sr

— Chermain Pansa, Sustainable Development Division, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, International
Business and International Cooperation (MBIBIS), email: chermain.pansa@gov.sr

— Anuska Ramdhani, Deputy Director, email: an_ramdhani@yahoo.com

— Joy Leter, Senior Sector Coordinator, email: peacelove.leter@gmail.com

— Renuka Bharos, Junior Sector Coordinator, email: renukabharos@yahoo.com

TRINIDAD Y TABAGO/ TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

Representante/Representative:
— Marlene Andrews, Assistant Director, Socio-Economic Policy Planning Division,
email: marlene.andrews@planning.gov.tt
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URUGUAY

Representante/Representative:
— Isaac Alfie, Director, Oficina de Planeamiento y Presupuesto (OPP), email: isaac.alfie@ opp.gub.uy

VENEZUELA (REPUBLICA BOLIVARIANA DE)/'VENEZUELA (BOLIVARIAN REPUBLIC OF)

Representante/Representative:
— Arévalo Enrique Méndez Romero, Embajador de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela en Chile,
email: armero8(@gmail.com; arevalo.mendez6 1 @mppre.gob.ve

Miembros de la delegacidén/Delegation members:

— Romer Rivas, Director General de Planificacion Territorial,
email: rrivas@mppp.gob.ve romerpterritorial@gmail.com

— Pedro Guillén, Director General de Planes Sectoriales, Vicepresidencia Sectorial de Planificacion,
email: pguillen@mppp.gob.ve

— Mauricio Flores, Director General de Planificacion Social, Seguimiento y Evaluacién de Misiones
Sociales, email: mflores@mppp.gob.ve mauricioflores.planificacion@gmail.com

— Francisca Curiel, Directora General de Planificacion Territorial Local, email: fcuriel@mppp.gob.ve

— Félix Manuel Guillén, Coordinador de Area, Direccion de Mecanismos de Concertacion Politica e
Integracion, Ministerio del Poder Popular para Relaciones Exteriores,
email: felixg.multilaterales@gmail.com

— Patricia Jordan Lopez, Primer Secretario, Embajada de la Republica Bolivariana de Venezuela en
Chile, email: prjordanlopez@gmail.com, patricia.jordan95@mppre.gob.ve

B. Miembros asociados
Associate members

ISLAS VIRGENES BRITANICAS/BRITISH VIRGIN ISLANDS

Representante/Representative:
— Benito Wheatley, Special Envoy of the Premier, email: benitowheatley@gmail.com

C. Secretaria de las Naciones Unidas
United Nations Secretariat

Coordinadores Residentes/Resident Coordinators

— Rebeca Arias, Coordinadora Residente, Guatemala, email: rebeca.ariasflores@un.org

— Pablo Ruiz Hiebra, Coordinador Residente, Uruguay

— Cristian Munduate, Coordinadora Residente, Panama, email: cristian.munduategarcia@un.org

Oficinas de los Coordinadores Residentes
— Alexis Rodriguez, Economista, Oficina del Coordinador Residente en Panama,
email: alexis.rodriguezmojica@un.org
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D. Sistema de las Naciones Unidas
United Nations system

Fondo de las Naciones Unidas para la Infancia (UNICEF)/United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF)
— Claudio Santibafiez, Asesor Regional de Alianzas con el Sector Publico, Panama,
email: csantibanez@unicef.org

Fondo de Poblacion de las Naciones Unidas (UNFPA)/United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA)

— Harold Robinson, Director Regional, email: harold.robinson@unfpa.org; delarosacastillo@unfpa.org.
— Mary Carmen Villasmil, Asesora Regional de Poblacidon y Desarrollo a.i., email: villasmil@unfpa.org
— Mathias Nathan, Especialista de Programa de Poblacion y Desarrollo, email: nathan@unfpa.org

Organizacion de Aviacion Civil Internacional (OACI)/International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO)
— Fabio Salvatierra, Oficina Regional de Aerédromos y Ayudas Terrestres, Perti

Organizacion Internacional del Trabajo (OIT)/International Labour Organization (ILO)
— Marcela Cabezas, Consejera Principal Regional en Trabajo Decente y Especialista en Estadistica para
América Latina y el Caribe, email: cabezasm@jilo.org

Organizacion Internacional para las Migraciones (OIM)/International Organization for Migration (IOM)
— Marcelo Pisani, Director Regional para América del Sur, email: mpisani@iom.int

Organizacion de las Naciones Unidas para la Educacion, la Ciencia y la Cultura (UNESCO)/
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO)
— Claudia Uribe, Directora, Chile, email: c.uribe@unesco.org

Programa de las Naciones Unidas para el Desarrollo (PNUD)/United Nations Development

Programme (UNDP)

— Maria Guallar, UN Liaison and Inter-agency Partnership Advisor, Regional Bureau for Latin America
and the Caribbean, email: maria.guallar@one.un.org

Programa de las Naciones Unidas para el Medio Ambiente (PNUMA)/United Nations Environment
Programme (UNEP)
— Jacqueline Alvarez, Directora y Representante Regional, email: jacqueline.alvarez@un.org

Programa Mundial de Alimentos (PMA)/World Food Programme (WFP)
— Lola Castro, Directora Regional para América Latina y el Caribe, email: lola.castro@wfp.org

E. Secretaria
Secretariat

Comision Econémica para América Latina y el Caribe (CEPAL)/Economic Commission for
Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC)
— Alicia Bércena, Secretaria Ejecutiva/Executive Secretary, email: alicia.barcena@cepal.org

— Cielo Morales, Directora, Instituto Latinoamericano y del Caribe de Planificacion Economica y Social
(ILPES)/Chief, Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning (ILPES),
email: cielo.morales@cepal.org
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Luis Yafez, Secretario de la Comision/Secretary of the Commission, email: luis.yanez@cepal.org
Jimena Arias Feijoo, Oficial de Asuntos Sociales, Oficina de la Secretaria de la Comision/Social
Affairs Officer, Office of the Secretary of the Commission, email: jimena.arias@cepal.org

Guido Camu, Oficial a Cargo, Unidad de Informacién Publica/Officer in Charge,

Public Information Unit, email: guido.camu@cepal.org

Lydia Rosa Gény, Oficial de Asuntos Politicos, Oficina de la Secretaria de la Comisidn/Political
Affairs Officer, Office of the Secretary of the Commission, email: lydia.rosageny@eclac.org
Valeria Torres, Oficial de Asuntos de Gobernanza, Instituto Latinoamericano y del Caribe de
Planificacion Econdémica y Social (ILPES)/Governance Affairs Officer, Latin American and
Caribbean Institute for Economic and Social Planning (ILPES), email: valeria.torres@cepal.org
Natalia Genta, Oficial de Asuntos Sociales, Instituto Latinoamericano y del Caribe de Planificacion
Economica y Social (ILPES)/Social Affairs Officer, Latin American and Caribbean Institute for
Economic and Social Planning (ILPES), email: natalia.genta@cepal.org

Paulina Pizarro, Asistente de Investigacion, Instituto Latinoamericano y del Caribe de Planificacion
Econémica y Social (ILPES)/Research Assistant, Latin American and Caribbean Institute for Economic
and Social Planning (ILPES), email: paulina.pizarro@cepal.org

Karen Haase, Asistente Superior de Gestion de Documentos, Oficina de la Secretaria de la
Comision/Senior Documents Management Assistant, Office of the Secretary of the Commission,
email: karen.haase@cepal.org

Sede subregional de la CEPAL para el Caribe/ECLAC subregional headquarters for the Caribbean

Diane Quarless, Directora/Chief, email: diane.quarless@eclac.org

Abdullahi Abdulkadri, Coordinador, Unidad de Estadistica y Desarrollo Social/Coordinator, Statistics
and Social Development Unit, email: abdullahi.abdulkadri@eclac.org

Catarina Camarinhas, Oficial de Asuntos Sociales, Unidad de Estadistica y Desarrollo Social/Social
Affairs Officer, Statistics and Social Development Unit, email: catarina.camarinhas@eclac.org



