[image: image1.jpg]CID/@
\_Z



[image: image2.png]



PAGE  
- 3 -

SIXTEENTH REGULAR MEETING
OEA/Ser.W/II.16

May 6, 9, and 10, 2011
CIDI/doc.10/11 add. 1

Washington, D.C.
23 May 2011

Rubén Dario Room
Original: Spanish
REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR OF THE SIXTEENTH REGULAR MEETING OF THE
Inter-American Council for Integral Development
As the rapporteur appointed by the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (CIDI) at its sixteenth regular meeting, convened for May 9 and 10, 2011, to address the topic “Innovative modalities for cooperation and financing mechanisms,” to which the high-level cooperation authorities of the member states were especially invited, in follow-up to the special technical meeting of national authorities and cooperation experts held at Playa del Carmen (2008) and to CIDI’s specialized meeting of high-level cooperation authorities in Bogotá (2009), I present the following rapporteur’s report on the productive dialogue held.

This rapporteur’s report covers the following plenary sessions listed on the schedule of the meeting (CIDI/doc.4/11 rev. 1):

· Fourth plenary session: Progress on and challenges arising from the Course of Action of Playa del Carmen and the Consensus of Bogota

· Fifth plenary session: Cooperation financing mechanisms now in implementation in the OAS framework
· Sixth plenary session: Application of innovative modalities for cooperation now in implementation in the OAS framework
· Seventh plenary session:  Recommendations and guidelines in order to promote and consolidate such modalities and link them with the existing and potential financing mechanisms

· Several delegations called for a return to, and renewed focus on, the foundations that originated the process of reflection on cooperation at the OAS and also provided the basis both for the meetings of high-level cooperation authorities and for the tasks of the CEPCIDI Working Group to Strengthen CIDI and its organs (GT FORCIDI) before 2008:  the need for cooperation partnership shaped by the priorities of the member states, without intermediaries, with their active participation in the design and execution of those priorities, interpreted by the Organization’s policy-making bodies.

· Although progress was recognized, it was noted that several of the priorities identified by the cooperation authorities had not taken shape, particularly those identified in the Course of Action of Playa del Carmen.

· Some delegations observed that in recent years there had been, in practice, a transfer of functions between and toward areas of the General Secretariat that did not reflect the powers conferred by the governing instruments of the OAS.

· Delegations pointed to the need to specify the meaning of certain terms, such as the “effectiveness” of cooperation.  They said this referred to a process external to the OAS (Paris Declaration and Plan of Action of Accra of the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development--OECD), in which not all member states participated and the criteria and methods of which were not applicable to all forms of cooperation.

· Along those lines, it was recalled that the Consensus of Bogotá made clear that “effectiveness” referred to the impact and outcome of cooperation, so that cooperation met the needs of the member states effectively and promoted partnership.

· It was requested that the vague use of the term “effectiveness” of cooperation within the OAS be corrected to prevent misunderstandings.
· Delegations reaffirmed the role of the OAS as a hemispheric forum for dialogue on cooperation matters.
· Attention was called to the direct, periodic dialogue among cooperation authorities as one of the best ways to consolidate partnership for cooperation within the OAS and direct it toward the expected outcomes.

· The legacy of the meetings of Playa del Carmen and Bogotá in terms of strengthening dialogue among cooperation authorities was recognized.  One delegation referred to global trends that governed development cooperation and proposed building a solid agenda based on points of convergence.
· It was also pointed to the choice of “partnership” as one of the topics of the next Summit of the Americas (Cartagena de Indias, Colombia, 2012) as an opportunity to lend greater visibility to the work of CIDI in this area.

· It was remarked that cooperation was and should be an ongoing, continuous, mutually-beneficial process. It was also noted that partnership at the OAS should take an inclusive, open, balanced approach toward different forms of cooperation, incorporating South-South and triangular cooperation.

· It was said that OAS partnership was shaped by demand, and was strengthened through South-South and triangular cooperation, as well as traditional cooperation.
· Considering that most of the member states were developing countries and were in a position to participate in cooperation through exchanges of experience, technical expertise, and technology, it was remarked that an increase in partnership at the OAS could best be achieved through South-South and triangular cooperation.

· Several delegations felt that South-South cooperation was not subordinated to North-South cooperation and was not just a collection of best practices.  They also said it was not a replacement for traditional cooperation but, rather, a different, separate paradigm, built on solidarity, equity, reciprocity, horizontality, mutual benefit, and a lack of conditions, the impact of which was not measured according to the same guidelines as traditional cooperation.
· In addition, one delegation said that South-South cooperation was the principal mechanism by which countries of the region could discuss their experiences and by which capacities found to be appropriate at the local level could be strengthened.

· It was proposed that the potential of triangular cooperation be realized through specific mechanisms to be incorporated into the governing provisions of the OAS, making that approach not the exception but one of the most effective channels of multilateralism.  Here they pointed to the importance of promoting triangular cooperation in the Special Multilateral Fund of the Inter-American Council for Integral Development (FEMCIDI).

· Delegations reaffirmed the need to strengthen the Inter-American Agency for Cooperation and Development (IACD) and to reclaim the powers conferred by its Statutes. Some delegations suggested revising the Statutes for that purpose.

· They noted the importance of promoting greater coordination between the Management Board of the IACD, the national cooperation authorities and agencies of the member states, and the organs of CIDI, so that efforts in this field would have a significant impact.

· The General Secretariat was asked to work in close contact and collaboration with the policy-making bodies, in strict compliance with the mandates received, honing and defining the specific application of available cooperation funds to the priorities identified by those bodies, particularly funds other than the voluntary, clearly regulated FEMCIDI contributions.

· One delegation considered the upcoming negotiation of the new Strategic Plan for Partnership for Development an opportunity for progress in setting topical priorities and guidelines.
· Delegations said the General Secretariat must present accurate, frequent, ongoing information to the policy-making bodies to foster dialogue on the cooperation activities carried out with specific funds.
· They emphasized the importance of promoting FEMCIDI’s capacity to act as a “seed fund” to consolidate financial and nonfinancial resources from various existing and potential sources in support of its programs. Various delegations proposed that these be included in the General Secretariat’s cooperation portfolio with a view to mobilizing external resources.

· On the basis of this concept, it was suggested to refer to the various possible cooperation participants as “partners.”

· One delegation requested a revision of the indirect cost recovery (ICR) policy, its parameters of application, and the percentages used, so as to maintain the OAS’s competitiveness with other cooperation organizations and agencies.

· Mention was made of the need to deploy a mechanism to channel the greatest possible flow of information on opportunities to participate in the innovative cooperation initiatives carried out in the OAS framework.
· Emphasis was also placed on the need to centralize information on cooperation activities carried out in the OAS framework, taking into account the Organization’s hemispheric scope and its privileged position in terms of identifying and coordinating cooperation supply and demand opportunities in various sectors.
· In that connection, several delegations urged IACD to reclaim the coordination functions and responsibilities set forth in the governing documents, which were not limited to FEMCIDI.
· Delegations recognized the existence of numerous initiatives in the OAS framework under innovative cooperation approaches, from which lessons could be learned.
· They noted the exchange of information, experience, and cooperation activities conducted within the networks. One delegation suggested assessing the impact and results of the networks both in participating countries and regionally.  Another delegation proposed grouping the networks under a single “umbrella,” with a view to fostering synergy.

· Various delegations pointed to the success of the networks as innovative tools, particularly those networks that stemmed from clear mandates agreed at the policy level.
· One delegation suggested that “Cooperanet” be a technology platform to foster the meeting of partnership supply and demand in the region, and suggested building a forum for exchange and documentation of experiences among the member states.

At the conclusion of the meeting, delegations considered the document that would reflect the agreements reached, based on a draft prepared collaboratively by several delegations.  Delegations decided to express the outcome of the meeting in a document of decisions of the sixteenth regular meeting of CIDI (CIDI/doc.10/11), which reflects the points of consensus reached at that meeting, and to attach this rapporteur’s report to that document.

Carolina Dones


Rapporteur

Alternate Representative

Mission of the Argentine Republic to the OAS
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