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Meeting of the Executive Committee 
5 October 2020 

 
FORMAL SEGMENT 
 
Item 1 – Adoption of the agenda. 
 
1. The provisional draft agenda for the 111th meeting was adopted. 
 
Item 2 – Chair’s conclusions from the last meeting. 
 
2. The conclusions from the 110th meeting of EXCOM (EXCOM/CONCLU/110) were 
adopted.  
 
Item 3 - Update on Special Procedures during the COVID-19 period. 
 

(a) Decisions taken under silence procedure from June 2020 to September 2020 
 

(i) Decisions related to the Committee on Innovation, Competitiveness and 
Public Private Partnerships; 

 
3. The Chair recalled that EXCOM had adopted special procedures in May 2020 for the 
Committee on Innovation, Competitiveness and Public Private Partnerships (CICPPP) to 
enable it to take business-critical decisions in the absence of formal meetings. He invited 
EXCOM to approve the inter-sessional implementation plan for 2020–2021 adopted by the 
CICPPP under these procedures, as contained in document ECE/EX/2020/L.6. 
 
4. The representative of the United States said that he had not broken the silence procedure 
when CICPPP had adopted the implementation plan, but reiterated his objection to activities 
planned to support the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI). He cautioned UNECE against promoting 
the signature foreign policy objective of an individual country and against using the BRI as a 
geographic indicator. He urged UNECE to avoid referencing the BRI in its work programmes 
and plans as the BRI had no bearing on the planned activities and mentioning it inappropriately 
implied support for it.  

 
5. The representative of the European Union and its member States expressed concern 
regarding the focus by the Working Party on Public-Private Partnerships on the BRI. She urged 
the Working Party to focus instead on equivalent strategies coming from UNECE member 
States, such as the Euro-Asian Connectivity Strategy. Delegations intended to keep working 
closely with the Bureau and the secretariat in this regard. 

 
6. The Chair concluded that EXCOM approves the Inter-sessional Implementation Plan of 
the Committee on Innovation, Competitiveness and Public-Private Partnerships for 2020–2021 
as contained in ECE/EX/2020/L.6. 
 

(ii) Decisions related to the Steering Committee on Trade Capacity and 
Standards 

 
7. The Chair recalled that EXCOM had adopted special procedures in May 2020 for the 
Steering Committee on Trade Capacity and Standards (SCTCS) to enable it to take business-
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critical decisions in the absence of formal meetings. He invited EXCOM to approve various 
decisions adopted by the SCTCS under these procedures, as contained in document 
ECE/EX/2020/L.7. 
 
8. The Chair concluded that EXCOM approves the Programme of Work of the Working 
Party on Regulatory Cooperation and Standardization Policies as contained in document 
ECE/CTCS/WP.6/2019/5; the renewal of the mandates of the Group of Experts on Managing 
Risks in Regulatory Systems, the Advisory Group on Market Surveillance and the ad hoc Team 
of Specialists on Standardization and Regulatory Techniques as contained in document 
ECE/CTCS/WP.6/2019/2, and the Programme of Work for 2021 of ECE’s Subprogramme 6 
on Trade as contained in document ECE/EX/2020/L.7. 
 

(b) Decisions related to the Inland Transport Committee. 
 
9. The Chair recalled that in May 2020, EXCOM had approved the extension of the mandate 
of the Group of Experts towards Unified Railway Law under the Inland Transport Committee 
through 2020. Due to COVID-19 and related restrictions, this Group had not been able to hold 
all its meetings in 2020 as initially planned. In view of the force majeure, he invited EXCOM 
to extend the Group’s mandate until February 2021, as outlined in ECE/EX/2020/L.8.  
 
10. The Chair concluded that EXCOM approves the extension of the mandate of the Group 
of Experts towards Unified Railway Law until February 2021. 
 

(c) Decisions related to the extension of Special Procedures during the COVID-19 
period. 

 
11. Noting that the UN Office in Geneva had not yet reached its pre-pandemic capacity for 
meeting servicing, and the potential for a resumption of COVID-mitigation measures, the Chair 
requested EXCOM to consider extending the existing special procedures for the EXCOM, and 
the subsidiary bodies of the ITC and the Committee on Sustainable Energy until 31 December 
2020, on the understanding that they would not be used if formal meetings could take place. 
He further noted that further to the special procedures in place, the Bureaux of CICPPP and 
SCTCS wished to propose special procedures to apply to CICPPP and SCTCS subsidiary 
bodies, respectively.  
 
12. The representative of the European Union and its member States asked for clarification 
regarding the application of the special procedures, in particular to the formal meetings with 
remote participation with reduced availability of interpretation, as well as the delineation of 
formal and informal meetings. She called for a common and harmonized procedure for all 
UNECE subsidiary bodies to allow for transparent and effective decision-making. She 
supported the proposed extension of the special procedures on the understanding that they 
would be used only for business-critical decisions in cases where the situation did not allow 
for a formal physical meeting. She noted that certain sectoral committees were not covered by 
the special procedures and inquired whether those would not hold any informal consultations 
with a view to taking business-critical decisions. She wondered what other delegations thought 
about the fact that formal meetings with virtual participation or in hybrid format at expert level 
were not covered for the time being by the special procedures. She said that the sharing of 
decisions taken under silence procedure directly with the participants of the subsidiary bodies 
as well as the permanent missions in Geneva was  preferred by the European Union and its 
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member States and hoped this best practice, including circulation of the list of participants, 
would be used across all subsidiary bodies in the future. 
 
13. The Secretary of the Commission clarified that: 
- A formal meeting, in accordance with the Commission’s Rules of Procedure, was interpreted 
in the three working languages. Delegations attended the meeting in person in the conference 
room.  
- A formal hybrid meeting, in addition to interpretation and in person attendance, also provided 
delegations the opportunity to participate remotely. Formal meetings, both in person or hybrid 
format, could take decisions.  
- By contrast, informal meetings could not take decisions. To facilitate business-critical 
decision-making, the special procedures during the COVID-19 period, adopted by EXCOM in 
April 2020 would need to be triggered. Informal meetings could be held in different formats, 
in person, virtual (fully online) or in a mixture thereof, with interpretation being provided 
subject to availability and need.  
 
14. The representative of Spain inquired which criteria determined whether a decision was 
business-critical. 

 
15. The Secretary of the Commission replied that while no official definition had been 
agreed, business-critical decisions were generally understood to be key for permitting the 
continuation of UNECE’s work, such as extension of mandates, approval of special procedures 
etc. The secretariat, in consultation with the Bureaux of the respective bodies, put forward the 
decisions that they considered business-critical in keeping with this framework. She also stated 
that outcomes of the informal consultations would subsequently be reflected in the reporting to 
the respective parent bodies, and, as appropriate, in the periodic reports by the Chairpersons of 
the sectoral committees to EXCOM.  

 
16. The Chair noted that UNECE was member-driven and that subsidiary bodies were 
composed of representatives of member States. Thus, member States decided if a decision was 
business-critical or not, with the secretariat merely supporting the process.  

 
17. Moving on to the draft decisions contained in ECE/EX/2020/L.10 and 
ECE/EX/2020/L.11, The representative of the European Union and its member States noted 
that to her understanding, the special procedures outlined in ECE/EX/2020/L.11 would be 
needed for the upcoming informal, virtual meeting of the Team of Specialists on Innovation 
and Competitiveness Policies (TOS-ICP) but not to the formal 13th session of the latter, nor to 
the subsequent formal meeting of the Working Party on Public-Private Partnerships (WP-
PPPs). She highlighted that the WP-PPPs was developing its Rules of Procedure which should 
be drafted by member States with the support of the secretariat. 

 
18. The Secretary of the Commission agreed and clarified that a corrigendum had been issued 
to the meeting notification for the event that was an informal meeting of the TOS-ICP rather 
than its 13th session. Business-critical decisions originating from this meeting would indeed be 
subject to the special procedures. Formal meetings, such as the upcoming WP-PPP, were not 
subject to the special procedures. 

 
19. The representative of the European Union and its member States put forward a proposal 
concerning formal meetings with remote participation, which suggested that decisions taken 
during such meetings should be subject to a silence procedure. This approach would allow 
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delegates participating remotely to review the decisions in case they lost their connection or 
faced other technical issues during the meeting. She proposed that decisions subject to silent 
procedure, together with the list of participants from the relevant meetings, be uploaded weekly 
to a dedicated webpage with a notification being sent by the secretariat to the Permanent 
Missions in Geneva. This would allow the missions to monitor the decisions taken, but also 
give direct access to the experts who had participated in the meetings remotely. This procedure 
would apply only to intergovernmental meetings of bodies subsidiary to EXCOM (incl. 
Sectoral Committees, bodies reporting directly to EXCOM, and Working Parties. The full text 
of the proposal of the delegation was as follows: 

 
 Procedure to take decisions in formal meetings with remote participation 

Taking note of the impact of the COVID19 pandemic on participation in the 
intergovernmental meetings of bodies subsidiary to EXCOM (i.e. intergovernmental level 
incl. Sectoral Committee, bodies reporting directly to EXCOM, and Working Parties) 
whereby many technical experts still cannot participate physically in the meetings due to 
the prevailing travel restrictions and quarantine requirements;   

- Mindful of the need to ensure proper consideration and adoption of the 
decisions, and reiterating that every effort shall be made to reach agreement on all 
decisions by consensus; 
- EXCOM decides that, as part of the special procedures established for the 
COVID-19 pandemic period, conclusions, recommendations or decisions considered 
and agreed ad referendum at these formal meetings with remote participation shall be 
circulated through all Geneva Permanent Representations, in accordance with par. 19 
of the document E/ECE/1464 (Guidelines on procedures and practices for ECE bodies), 
for approval by silence procedure of 72 hours by the participating delegations of the 
above meetings. 
- Possibility for the objection is understood as a safeguard measure in case a 
registered participant was not able to participate remotely in the meeting because of 
technical reasons. 
- At the end of the specified period, the Secretariat will confirm the adoption of 
any and all decisions to which no objection was raised within the specified period. 
- In case of the silence being broken, the issue may be referred back to the 
subsidiary body or to its parent body for further consideration and guidance, as needed. 
- This decision applies to the relevant meetings until 31 December 2020. [or same 
timeframe as the current special procedure for informal meetings]. 

  - The Secretariat on a monthly basis conducts an interim review of the 
implementation of this decision and informs the Chairperson of the EXCOM if such 
implementation resulted in the increased difficulties in the decision-making process of 
UNECE bodies subsidiary to EXCOM. 

 
20. The Chair noted that the second line of the proposal should be corrected to refer to “the 
Commission” rather than “EXCOM”. 
 
21. The representative of the Russian Federation had no objection to the extension of special 
procedures until 31 December 2020. He thanked the representative of the European Union and 
its member States for the additional proposal and said such a mechanism would enable the 
inclusion of the views of all interested delegations and negate the need to re-agree at the highest 
level on decisions taken during hybrid meetings.  
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22. The Chair concluded that EXCOM adopts the extension of Special Procedures for the 
Executive Committee, the Inland Transport Committee and the Committee on Sustainable 
Energy during the COVID-19 period, as contained in document ECE/EX/2020/L.9, until 
December 2020. EXCOM adopts the Special Procedures during the COVID-19 period for 
subsidiary bodies of the Steering Committee on Trade Capacity and Standards, as contained in 
ECE/EX/2020/L.10, and for subsidiary bodies of the Committee on Innovation, 
Competitiveness and Public-Private Partnerships, as contained in ECE/EX/2020/L.11, until 
December 2020. EXCOM adopts the Special Procedures during the COVID-19 period related 
to decision-making in formal meetings with remote participation, as contained in 
ECE/EX/2020/L.12, until December 2020. 

 
 
INFORMAL SEGMENT 
 
Item 4 - Sixty-ninth session of the Economic Commission for Europe 
 
23. The Executive Secretary proposed that the high-level segment as well as possible draft 
decisions for the Commission be discussed at informal consultations and encouraged 
delegations to submit relevant inputs to the secretariat. She recalled that the secretariat was 
soliciting voluntary commitments from countries related to the theme of the high-level segment 
of the session and requested delegations to advise which ministry in their governments could 
act as a focal point for the formulation of these commitments.  

 
24. The representative of the European Union and its member States asked whether the 
secretariat would enable remote participation and noted that this could help mobilise high-level 
attendees. She also inquired as to the process for agreeing on the concrete outcomes of the 
session. The voluntary commitments could be considered a meaningful outcome if a majority 
of UNECE member States submitted them. It would be easier to secure such commitments if 
they could be based on existing or planned policies and measures. She wondered how the 
secretariat planned to ensure the periodic monitoring of the progress made in the voluntary 
commitments given its scarce resources while highlighting the need to ensure minimal impact 
on the Secretariat and member States. When considering the concrete outcome of the 
Commission session, the focus should be on the added value of UNECE and its existing 
processes. She was ready to participate in the proposed informal consultations.  

 
25. The representative of the Russian Federation likewise expressed readiness to participate 
in the proposed informal consultations. 
 
26. The representative of the United States noted that his country led the way on innovative 
ways to promote a more circular, effective and efficient use of natural resources. He looked 
forward to sharing examples at the session on topics such as sustainable management of food 
and recycling.  

 
27. The representative of Belarus hoped there would be updated information on trends in the 
region on circular economy and UNECE instruments and projects promoting it. He expressed 
readiness to participate in the proposed informal consultations. 

 
28. The representative of Switzerland recalled the Batumi Initiative on Green Economy 
(BIG-E) and noted that the Commission session could be an opportunity for countries to report 
on voluntary actions taken under that initiative which related to the theme of the session. He 
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said he would welcome discussion at the informal consultations on how to take stock of 
relevant actions under the BIG-E in the past 5 years and on how the Commission session might 
contribute to the upcoming 9th Environment for Europe conference which would focus on 
greening the economy in the pan-European region, working towards sustainable infrastructure, 
and sustainable tourism. 

 
29. The Chair said the first round of informal consultations would take place on 19 October 
2020 (N.B. eventually rescheduled to 27 October at the request of member States) and 
encouraged delegations to submit inputs for the draft high-level statement and draft 
Commission decisions by 7 October 2020. He noted these documents should be ready for 
adoption in time for the 112th meeting of EXCOM in mid-December, in order to comply with 
the deadlines for translation and processing of official documents. He encouraged delegations 
to engage with the secretariat to formulate their voluntary commitments and said these should 
ideally be submitted by the end of the year. Later submissions could be entertained as needed. 

 
30. In response to the question of the representative of the European Union and its member 
States, the Executive Secretary said it was too early to determine the meeting format of the 
Commission session. However, she hoped ministers could attend in person. She said the event 
would be an opportunity to make progress in the region and agreed with the delegation of 
Switzerland on the merit of linking with the Environment for Europe process.  
 
31. The Chair concluded that EXCOM thanks the secretariat for the information update on 
the preparation of the sixty-ninth session of the Commission and looks forward to receiving 
further periodic update on this matter. 
 
Item 5 – Regional Forum on Sustainable Development, 2021 
 
32. The Executive Secretary informed EXCOM that the next Regional Forum for Sustainable 
Development (RFSD) would be held on 17-18 March 2021, with a focus on COVID-19 
recovery and accelerating progress towards the SDGs. It would focus on SDGs 1, 2, 3, 8, 10, 
12, 13, 16 and 17 and also cover the SDG targets with a 2020 timeline. Due to ongoing 
restrictions related to COVID-19, it would most likely take place in a combination of hybrid 
and virtual formats, with the high-level and plenary segments as hybrid and interactive peer 
learning sessions, preparatory consultations and side events as virtual. She also recalled that 
the mandate of the RFSD would need to be renewed at the 2021 Commission session and that 
the current mandate called for an evaluation of the added value of the RFSD. The secretariat 
had conducted post-event surveys for the 2018, 2019 and 2020 RFSD and could prepare a draft 
evaluation based on the outcomes of these surveys, to be discussed by EXCOM. She proposed 
that the secretariat launch informal consultations with the aim to develop the provisional 
agenda of the event, consider the draft evaluation of the Regional Forum for submission to the 
69th session of the Commission; and consider the renewal of the mandate for the Regional 
Forum and submit a draft decision for consideration at the 69th session of the Commission. 
 
33. The representative of the European Union and its member States said that peer learning 
sessions could attract a greater audience than in previous years if they were held virtually. She 
thanked the secretariat for the updated extrabudgetary project related to the RFSD, as contained 
in informal document 2019/52/Rev.1. She expressed her readiness to participate in the 
proposed informal consultations and noted that when deciding on an extension of the mandate, 
there needed to be coherence between the RFSD, the reform of the UN Development System 
(UNDS) and a strong link to the High-level Political Forum (HLPF). 



7 
 

 
34. The representative of the United States hoped that the secretariat would provide the 
draft evaluation of the value added of RFSD with sufficient lead time to permit review prior to 
consideration of the renewal of the mandate of the RFSD. This evaluation should reflect the 
outcomes and impact of the RFSD.  

 
35. The representative of Belarus supported the proposals of the Executive Secretary. He 
hoped that in compiling the evaluation, the secretariat would take into account the assessment 
parameters which had been presented at the RFSD in previous years and preferred that the 
evaluation would not be too complex. 

 
36. The representative of France aligned with the comments made by the representative of 
the European Union and its member States. France attached great importance to the RFSD, 
having chaired it on a previous occasion. She looked forward to the draft evaluation and said 
it should demonstrate the link between the RFSD and the HLPF to highlight that these 
processes were complementary. She wondered how the other Regional Commissions were 
assessing their own RFSDs and whether lessons could be drawn from their processes.   

 
37. The representative of Switzerland said the RFSD was a valuable platform and supported 
the renewal of its mandate. He expressed readiness to participate in the proposed informal 
consultations. He welcomed UNECE’s work on data and statistics which provided a good 
evidence base for decisions that supported progress towards the SDGs. He commended the 
publication of UNECE’s first statistical progress report, titled “Towards Achieving the 
Sustainable Development Goals in the UNECE Region”. He recalled that the 3rd UN World 
Data Forum would take place on 3-6 October 2021 in Bern and that UNECE was a member of 
the programme committee. There would be a strong link between that event, the RFSD and the 
HLPF. 

 
38. The representative of the Russian Federation believed that the hybrid format would not 
interfere with a topical and useful exchange and supported the renewal of the mandate of the 
RFSD. 

 
39. The Chair concluded that EXCOM requests the secretariat to launch a process of 
informal consultations with the aim to develop the provisional agenda of the 2021 Regional 
Forum on Sustainable Development; consider the draft evaluation of the Regional Forum for 
submission to the 69th session of the Commission; and consider the renewal of the mandate 
for the Regional Forum and submit a draft decision for consideration at the 69th session of the 
Commission. 
 
 
Item 6 – Extrabudgetary projects (for approval) 

 
40. The Chair recalled that at its 108th meeting, EXCOM had approved the extrabudgetary 
project contained in informal document 2019/51 (as amended for one year) and 2019/52. 
EXCOM had requested the secretariat to organize informal consultations to discuss outstanding 
issues, and to present both documents to EXCOM for information once updated. The projects 
contained in informal documents 2019/51/Rev.1 and 2019/52/Rev.1 were the result of this 
process and were thus presented to EXCOME for information. 
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41. Regarding the extrabudgetary project contained in informal document 2020/44, the 
representative of the United States expressed concern, as it would be financed from the United 
Nations Peace and Development Fund, which was exclusively funded and mostly directed by 
China, with a strong focus on promoting the BRI. This could present a conflict of interest which 
would undermine the perception of objectivity and transparency of the new People-first PPP 
methodology, which had yet to be endorsed by member States. He said a perceived conflict of 
interest could likewise undercut the broader adoption of this methodology. He requested 
clarification on the following points and looked forward to working with the secretariat on 
them: 

 
i. What were the methodology and objectives for choosing these particular countries? 

ii. How would the entities performing the work be selected, and who would they be? 
iii. Who would provide the management and oversight of the programme? 
iv. How would the results of the programme be presented by UNECE and by the Peace 

and Development Fund? 
 
He further requested that references to the BRI be removed from all  project documents, and 
that UNECE provide guidance for the project implementation to ensure that there were no 
linkages to the BRI, as such a connection could be understood as UNECE’s endorsement of a 
signature foreign policy initiative of one country. He requested to postpone consideration of 
the project to a future EXCOM pending clarification of the above-mentioned issues. 

 
42. Regarding the same project, the representative of the European Union and its member 
States commended the secretariat’s efforts in promoting the implementation of People-first 
PPP standards and norms and its capacity to mobilise substantial funding for this activity. She 
believed that, as this was a UNECE project, its activities should be aimed primarily towards 
UNECE strategies and requested that it refer to the Euro-Asian Connectivity Strategy rather 
than the BRI. She could not approve the project, as it seemed premature to grant such an 
approval to a project that would implement the People-first PPP assessment methodology that 
had not yet been finalised. 

 
43. Regarding the same project, the representative of Ukraine noted the assistance to design 
and implement People-first Public-Private Partnerships in infrastructure and welcomed the 
opportunity to study and apply best practices related to People-first PPP projects. He noted that 
Ukraine is not a member of the CIS and asked that this be reflected in the project 
documentation. He shared the views expressed by the representative of the European Union 
and its member States. 
 
44. The Chair concluded that EXCOM takes note of the additional information provided 
related to extrabudgetary projects contained in informal documents 2019/51/Rev.1 and 
2019/52/Rev.1. EXCOM approves the extrabudgetary projects contained in informal 
documents 2020/45, 2020/46, 2020/47 and 2020/48. 
 

 
Item 7 - Important new developments: briefing by the Executive Secretary 
 
45. On the topic of UNECE’s financial situation, the Executive Secretary recalled that the 
ongoing liquidity constraints faced by the Regular Budget (RB) had led to a recruitment freeze 
and incremental allotments for post and non-post resources to ensure sufficient liquidity to 
honour legal commitments to personnel and vendors across the UN secretariat. According to 
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the global payment plan established by the UN Controller in August 2020, a spending ceiling 
had been established, resulting in an allocation of only 50% of the non-post resources for 
UNECE as approved by the General Assembly. The Controller had advised that non-
discretionary non-post expenses should be prioritized and paid during 2020.  These non-post 
expenses primarily related to IT operating costs.  As a result, planned resources for consultants 
and travel of staff for the implementation of the Programme of Work were currently 
unavailable, as were additional funding for unplanned costs related to interpretation and 
conference services provided to UNECE by UNOG. Potential improvements later in the year 
depended on collections from member States. The spending ceiling did not affect the Regional 
Programme for Technical Cooperation or extrabudgetary activities. She hoped member States 
might be in a position to provide supplementary funding for UNOG to provide conference 
services to the UNECE RB planned calendar of official meetings in the last quarter of 2020.  
 
46. Regarding the impact of COVID-19 on programme delivery, the Executive Secretary 
noted a significant decrease in the number of UNECE meetings or reconfiguration of their 
formats. Several capacity-building initiatives had been postponed or cancelled. Detailed 
examples of how various UNECE subprogrammes had been affected were presented in 
informal document 2020/49. 

 
47. Regarding the calendar of official meetings for the fourth quarter of 2020, the Executive 
Secretary said UNECE’s quota had been reduced from three meetings to one meeting per day 
with interpretation and that hybrid meetings were limited to two hours due to technical 
constraints. Social distancing rules presented further complications to UNOG’s ability to 
service UNECE meetings. Although UNECE had submitted a revised meeting calendar, 
UNOG had informally indicated an inability to fully cover the additional IT cost associated 
with the hybrid formats. UNECE maintained a close discussion with UNOG to ensure the 
maximum support possible. 
 
48. Regarding the reform of the UNDS, the Executive Secretary informed EXCOM of a 19 
July ECOSOC resolution wherein UN Member States asked the Secretary General to continue 
implementing his proposals on the regional review and conduct consultations as needed. The 
Regional Collaborative Platform (RCP) would be inaugurated by the end of the year, chaired 
by the Deputy Secretary General and vice-chaired by the Executive Secretary and the Regional 
Director of the UN Development Programme (UNDP). The secretariat of the RCP would 
include UNECE, UNDP and the Development Coordination Office. She proposed to offer a 
more detailed briefing on the new regional UNDS architecture at a future EXCOM meeting, 
once the implementation had advanced further.  

 
 

Item 8 - Gender mainstreaming in the Economic Commission for Europe. 
 

49. The Executive Secretary presented a proposal for increasing resources to strengthen 
gender mainstreaming at UNECE and meet the requirements of the UN-SWAP, pursuant to 
discussions at the 108th meeting of EXCOM on the programme evaluation of gender 
mainstreaming at UNECE. The preparation of the proposal had been slightly delayed due to 
the COVID-19 pandemic. The options presented would not burden the RB, in line with 
concerns expressed by delegations at the 108th meeting of EXCOM. The most suitable choice 
would appear to be a Junior Professional Officer (JPO) to support the UNECE gender focal 
point. She encouraged governments to consider financing such a post. 
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50. The representative of the European Union and its member States stressed the importance 
of impact with regard to UNECE’s work on women. Gender mainstreaming was the primary 
means to achieve gender equality, stop perpetuating inequalities, and enabling women and girls 
to be agents of their own destiny. It should be core to all UNECE work. The EU was committed 
to reinforcing gender mainstreaming. She expressed doubt that the creation of a JPO post would 
trigger sufficient change and hoped the secretariat would continue working on the other 
recommendations from the evaluation discussed at the 108th meeting of EXCOM. She 
expressed readiness to share best practices for gender mainstreaming at the EU level. She 
wondered whether there had been any indications from UNECE member States to finance such 
a JPO position.  

 
51. The Chair concluded that EXCOM takes note of informal document 2020/50 on the 
follow up to the evaluation of Gender Mainstreaming in the Economic Commission for Europe 
and options for additional resources for gender-related activities. EXCOM encourages member 
States to consider providing such extra-budgetary resources. 

 
Item 9 - Other business 

 
52. The Chair encouraged interested member States to submit their candidatures for the 
Bureau of the Commission, for consideration at the 69th Commission session.  
 
 
 
 

    


