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Meeting of Deputy Heads of DESA, Regional Commissions and UNCTAD
27 March 2006
Chaired by Mr. Patrizio Civili

Summary and conclusions

Next steps:

· DESA will keep updating EC-ESA members on progress in the General Assembly’s consultations on the follow-up to the World Summit’s decisions on ECOSOC reform and on development.


· Deputies will provide comments on the draft EC-ESA workplan and on the draft schedule/agenda of upcoming meetings of EC-ESA.  These two documents will be adjusted to reflect the comments made in the meeting.  They will also revert with any suggestion on topics for EC-ESA policy papers.
· A simple common framework, drawing on the UNDG MDG Action Plan and EC-ESA’s workprogramme, should be developed to guide collaboration between EC-ESA and UNDG.  The Secretary of EC-ESA will pursue this issue with UNDG counterparts.
· A single submission on UN work in the economic and social areas will be provided by the UN (DESA, regional commissions and other UN Headquarters’ offices) in response to the request of the secretariat of the High-level Panel on UN System-wide Coherence in the areas of Development, Humanitarian Assistance and the Environment (High-Level Panel).  The New York Office of Regional Commissions and DESA will work together to prepare this submission.
Summary of discussions:

1. The Chair indicated that the main aim of the meeting was to promote progress in the implementation of the outcomes of the recently completed EC-ESA’s review of priorities and programmes.  EC-ESA entities should continue to maintain the focus on advancing the priorities and actions they defined for fostering an effective follow-up to the World Summit Outcome.  Decisions of the Principals on improving the EC-ESA’s working methods should be further advanced - building on the good suggestions made by regional commissions in this area.  EC-ESA has to demonstrate that it can serve as a proactive tool to advance complementarity and consistency in its Members’ work– particularly at a moment when there is so much emphasis on building a coherent United Nations, notably with the High-level Panel.      

1. Briefing on the General Assembly’s consultations on the World Summit’s decisions on ECOSOC and on the status of the mandates’ review
2. The meeting was briefed on the ongoing General Assembly consultations on the follow-up to the 2005 World Summit’s decisions on development and ECOSOC reform.  The G-77 had proposed 23 new sub-paragraphs to the draft resolution on development, covering a wide range of development issues.  The reaction of other major groups to this proposal was now awaited.  
3. Consultations on the resolution on ECOSOC reform may be completed soon with an agreement.  While there were a number of minor details to be finalized, the discussions were focused on two major outstanding issues.  One was the provision of additional resources for the new ECOSOC functions (a proposal of G77).  The other was the relationship between ECOSOC and the Peace Building Commission.  Both resolutions are likely to be agreed upon by the end of next month.  EC-ESA would be kept informed on new developments on ECOSOC reforms.  
4. Participants were concerned that the new mandates given to ECOSOC might overburden the Council’s programme of work, in the absence of other changes in the Council’s agenda.  They suggested that a multi-year workprogramme for the Council’s Annual Ministerial Reviews (AMR) of development progress would help to efficiently support and advance the Council’s work.  The idea of developing such a multi-year programme on cross-cutting issues was being discussed in the Assembly’s consultations.  It would need to be addressed by the Council as it decides on details to implement these reforms.  At the same time, while working on a multi-year basis, it would be important that ECOSOC contributes more systematically to the overall monitoring of the MDGs, which the General Assembly has been carrying out in the past with mixed success.  A multi-year workprogramme should also enable ECOSOC to build more systematically on the work of its commissions.  
5. With regard to the review of mandates, the Chair said that following the launch on 30 March of the Secretary-General’s report, the co-Chairs (the Permanent representatives of Pakistan and Canada) would facilitate consultations by Member States.  The report on the review of mandates would not be prescriptive.  It would identify areas for stronger cooperation among different entities; suggest possible solutions to rationalize mandates and increase their policy impact as well as to ensure that inter-governmental bodies build on each others’ work.
2. Follow-up to EC-ESA Principals’ decisions on priorities and programmes

6. The Chair invited participants to comment on the draft EC-ESA’s programme of work for 2006; and a draft tentative schedule and agenda for EC-ESA’s meetings in the coming year.  Regarding the schedule, he explained that advance planning aimed to facilitate substantive preparations.  The schedule should be able to accommodate specific requests that may be forthcoming, such as those related to the follow-up to the mandate review or to the Secretary-General’s management reform, and to address emerging issues that ECOSOC may wish to consider. The draft schedule envisioned that each Principals’ meeting would be prepared by meeting(s) of Deputies and that EC-ESA should review more systematically the work of the clusters.    
7. Both documents were welcomed as useful tools to facilitate the work of EC-ESA.  
8. On the schedule of EC-ESA meetings, Deputies suggested that specific dates be included to allow for better coordination of calendars of regional commissions -meetings and events.  The schedule should provide indications of possible expected actions which may be taken under the various items.  In this regard, meetings of Deputies should prepare Principals’ discussions on (i) substantive policy issues and (ii) items on strategic planning and organization, while the clusters should feel responsible for supporting and preparing the review of work in their respective sectors by Deputies/Principals.  It should be clarified what criteria would be used in reviewing the work of the clusters, and what was the expected outcome of their work.  It was also proposed that the issue of energy be addressed by EC-ESA, which could tie up with the CSD’s work on this issue in 2006/2007.  
9. The MDG action plan of UNDG could be taken into account in finalizing EC-ESA’s own workprogramme including in the context for EC-ESA to engage better with UNDG.  EC-ESA also had to better address the operational implications of its work so as to more effectively complement the work of UNDG.  
10. The view was expressed that, to establish a sound foundation for consolidation of activities, where appropriate, among EC-ESA entities in the future, EC-ESA entities should coordinate in a strategic way, key results to be achieved for the thematic clusters, taking advantage soon of the preparation of the 2008-2009 Strategic Framework.  

11. The Chair asked Deputies to provide written comments on the common schedule and workprogramme. He noted the importance of “ownership” of the workprogramme.  While some flexibility should be allowed, the timetable would effectively work only if the work of EC-ESA is accorded due priority.
12. The Chair recalled that EC-ESA Principals had decided to revitalize the preparation of policy papers by EC-ESA.  Such papers should also serve as a common policy framework guiding EC-ESA entities in preparing reports for intergovernmental bodies.  A few possible topics had been proposed in the agenda for the meeting, to support the discussions.  Participants noted that a paper on regional perspectives on international migration and development would be prepared by regional commissions based on ESCAP’s paper on this topic.
3. Informal exchange of views on the UNDG MDG action plan

13. The Chair said that the UNDG MDG Action Plan was, in a way, the equivalent of EC-ESA’s review of priorities and programmes. It would be discussed on 28 March by the UNDG Programme Committee and then forwarded to the UNDG Principals, who are meeting in Madrid in April.
14. Deputies found the UNDG plan to be quite comprehensive.  They welcomed the references made in it to HLCP and CEB, thus positioning the plan in the broader context of the UN system’s work. They noted, however, that the focus of the plan remained almost exclusively on MDGs and did not sufficiently encompass the broader internationally agreed development goals.  One of the main objectives for EC-ESA in its collaboration with UNDG was to facilitate the operationalization of the internationally agreed development goals.
15. The meeting stressed the need for policy coherence to be pursued within the circles of collaboration relevant to the EC-ESA entities: 1) within EC-ESA, 2) within EC-ESA and UNDG and 3) with the UN System (including the International Financial Institutions).  While, in relation to the broader UN system, cooperation is best undertaken through ad hoc groupings around specific topics, in some instances, it may be more effective to stay flexible and conduct consultations that cut across all three circles.  This type of consultations might be in particular required in following up various aspects of the Secretary-General’s report on the mandates review.  
16. In discussing how EC-ESA could contribute to effective implementation of the UNDG proposed MDG Action Plan, the meeting suggested that an additional simpler common framework, borrowing from both the MDG Action Plan and EC-ESA’s own workprogramme, may be desirable to effectively guide collaboration between EC-ESA and UNDG.  The secretary of EC-ESA was asked to pursue this issue with UNDGO colleagues.  
17. Deputies looked into a possibility of the EC-ESA and UNDG’s plans being shared with intergovernmental bodies, to assure consistency with policy debate of Member States.
4. Other matters

18. Deputies also discussed the best ways to provide consistent and coherent information on UN activities in the economic and social area, in response to the request of the secretariat of the High-Level Panel on UN system-wide coherence.
19. It was agreed that the input should represent a collective response by the United Nations proper.  The contribution would bring together the individual inputs of UN entities in the economic and social field (DESA, regional commissions and other offices such as the Office of the Special Advisor on Africa or the Office of the High representative on LDCs).  It would reflect both (i) a general view of the UN development work in the economic and social fields at global and regional levels and (ii) specific elements about the work of each entity.  The New York Office of the Regional Commissions would collect the inputs from the Commissions and cooperate with DESA in preparing such a single submission.  Entities also had to take the same approach on how to present, for instance, technical cooperation work, and the resources from the UN Development Account.   Overall, such an approach would help project a coherent image of the UN’s work.
