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ESCAP co-organized the sixth meeting of the Infrastructure Financing and Public-Private Partnerships 

(PPP) Network of Asia and the Pacific with the Public and Private Infrastructure Investment 

Management Center (PIMAC) under the Korea Development Institute (KDI) with the support of the 

China Public-Private Partnerships Center (CPPPC) under the Ministry of Finance. This meeting served 

as an SDG Investment Fair by providing an opportunity for participating member States to present their 

infrastructure project proposals to potential investors for financing support.  

 

This meeting aims to showcase Governments’ investment projects that are bankable and align with their 

respective national SDG strategy, share the Republic of Korea’s experience in PPPs in promoting 

private investment in infrastructure and managing PPP projects, as well as facilitate the sharing of views 

from investors and green finance experts to improve the bankability and sustainability of infrastructure 

project proposals. The meeting attracted participants from 26 countries in Asia and the Pacific and 

beyond, gathered total of 121 participants online, including heads of PPP units, infrastructure financing 

specialists and capital market experts from Asia and the Pacific, Africa, Europe, and North America. 

 

Based upon the feedback and suggestions made by participants of the Sixth Network Meeting, ESCAP 

plans to organize the Seventh Network Meeting in the second quarter of 2022 to further enhance the 

operational capacity of member States’ PPP units and other network members. Given the positive 

feedback we received on the investment fair concept, the future network meeting could continue 

providing opportunities for Network members to present their sustainable and bankable infrastructure 

projects to the international investors.  

 

 

Background  

 

Sustainable and resilient infrastructure development is a critical pillar for achieving and maintaining 

the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) by 2030. Public resources alone will be insufficient to meet 

the region’s significant infrastructure development needs. At the 4th High-Level Dialogue on Financing 

for Development (Bangkok, 28-29 April 2017), participants underscored that mobilizing private 

financing through public-private partnerships (PPP) would be essential to increase financing for 

sustainable and resilient infrastructure. However, preparing bankable and feasible high-quality 

infrastructure projects remain a significant challenge in developing PPP projects. 

 

Opening Remarks 

 

Ms. Tientip Subhanij, Chief of Investment and Enterprise Development, ESCAP 

 

We are at an encouraging point in time with respect to sustainable investment. Not only there is an 

increasing amount of money going towards sustainable investment, but sustainability as a concept is 

becoming even more fundamentally entwined with these investments. For example, by 2020, most 
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funds were managed through Environmental, Social and Governance (ESG) integration, which involves 

the systematic inclusion of ESG factors into financial analysis. 

 

Global amounts of sustainable investment are likely not just to increase but to accelerate. However, we 

must not lose sight of the present situation regarding the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs), 

because, despite the continued growth in sustainable investing, it remains a financing gap of 2.5 trillion 

per year, even before COVID-19. We, therefore, have to urgently still mobilize commercial finance and 

private investment at the scale needed to achieve the SDGs. In this regard, it is important for all parties 

to work together to deliver the promise of PPPs in the region that taps finance streams and encourages 

policy that aligns with sustainable and resilient infrastructure development. 

 

Dr. Hyungtai Kim, Executive Director, Public and Private Infrastructure Investment Management 

Center (PIMAC), Korea Development Institute (KDI), Republic of Korea  

 

Following the COVID-19 pandemic, the infrastructures should be prepared to witness an acceleration 

of two transitions to come: the transition to digital infrastructures such as remote working, e-commerce 

and smart cities, and the transition to increased public awareness on reckless growth and its impact on 

the environment and society. 

 

In line with such transition, and in order to share the vision of a sustainable future, the government of 

Korea in 2020 announced the Korean new deal, under which is implemented the digital new deal, the 

green new deal and the human new deal. These total projects cost amounts to 51 billion U.S. Dollars 

until 2025. PPP has long been acknowledged as one way to mobilize private capital, not only to provide 

essential infrastructure, but also to drive innovation including green innovation. In this view, PIMAC 

stands ready to offer policy advice to the governments and helps in each step of PPP implementation. 

 

Ms. Jianmin Yang, Deputy Director-General, China Public-Private Partnership Center (CPPPC), 

Ministry of Finance, China  

 

With more partners, enhanced cooperation and increased influence, ESCAP’s leading and coordinating 

role has benefited the member states and deserves high praise. Infrastructure investment is considered 

as an important stimulus to recover from the COVID-19 pandemic by many countries and the PPP 

model is recognized as an essential one. In the case of China, 1,200 projects from 19 sectors all over 

the country had their PPP contract signed with an investment. They represent together 422,3 billion U.S 

Dollars from January 2020 to October 2021. China PPP Center would like to share its experience and 

lessons with other member states through this wonderful platform to facilitate PPP development in the 

region and to achieve the United Nations 2030 Sustainable Development Goals. China PPP Center also 

signed an MOU with PIMAC in 2015 and it is a great success. 

 

Session I. Member States Infrastructure Investment Project Proposals 

 

Ms. Maria Lerma Advincula, Director, Project Development Service, Public-Private Partnership 

Center of the Philippines, The Philippines  

 

• To achieve and accelerate the country's full recovery back to pre-pandemic levels and subsequent 

growth prospects, three crucial policy actions need to be executed: the full implementation of the 

economic recovery program and infrastructure development with PPP's, the highlight of the 

University of the Philippines and the development of the Philippines General Hospital. 

• The Philippines PPP Center is at the forefront of facilitating and implementing the Philippines PPP 

programs. The center’s mandate revolves around technical assistance at all stages of PPP projects 

cycles; capacity building; and policy formulation (policy reforms and issuance). As of September 

30, 2021, the center has a total of 183 projects that are being monitored, most of them in sectors 

of health, logistic, solid management, sanitation, transportation, tourism and water supply 

(corresponding to SDGs 3, 8, 9 and 11). 
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• Projects highlighted: The Ormoc City water supply system project on water accessibility, 

sufficiency and quality (5,77 billion pesos); the University of the Philippines and the Philippines 

General Hospital (21,3 billion pesos together).  

 

Dr. Najmus Sayadat, Director, Investment Promotion, PPP Authority, Prime Minister’s Office, 

Bangladesh  

 

• The Honorable Prime Minister, Sheikh Hasina, is very much interested to have PPP in iOS Multi-

purpose Breeze, power station airports, seaports and her vision has been translated into our 

hundred-year Delta plan. Around 30% of Bangladesh's annual development program needs to be 

implemented through PPP as well as to achieve sustainable development goals by 2030. The 

government has around 79 projects, amounting to 29 billion U.S. Dollars. Most of them are in the 

transport, industry and textile sectors. 

• To become a middle-income country by 2021 and a developed country by 2041, Bangladesh will 

need to invest around 14.51 billion U.S. Dollars for the infrastructures and 928 billion additional 

funding (from domestic and external financing) will be necessary. 5,5% needs to come through 

PPP investments. For now, Bangladesh has 79 PPP projects for an estimated investment of 29 

billion U.S. Dollars. They cover principally the sectors of transport, industry health and 

urbanization.  

• Projects highlighted: The development of a Central Effluent Treatment Plant (CETP), which treats 

48 million liters per day, costs 22 million U.S Dollars and will be delivered to the private partner 

for 15 years. The Development of Integrated Wastewater Management System for Gazipur City 

Corporation (GCC) is a formation under the local government administration of Bangladesh to 

regulate the city area of Gazipur. The cost of this project is around 82 million U.S Dollars and will 

endure 15 years. 

 

Mr. Yesukhei Enkhtuvshin, Director, Investment Research Center, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 

Mongolia  

 

• There is a tendency of growing trade relations between three neighboring countries: Mongolia, 

Russia and China. They signed an economic corridor program, which is an international agreement 

on international road and transport along with the Asian highway network, in 2016.  

• Mongolia and China trade volume in 2019 was 8 billion U.S Dollars. Mongolia-Russia trade 

turnover was 1,8 billion U.S Dollars. Russia and China in the same period have reached 110 billion 

U.S Dollars. Mongolia’s exports and imports are transported by more than 130,000 TEU. The 

number of transit containers is more than 150,000 TEU. More than 300,000 TEU’s are transported 

annually in Mongolia. This number is increasing year by year. 

• Project highlighted: The Atlanbulag-Ulaanbaatar-Zamiin-Uud Expressway project will directly 

connect the biggest border point between Mongolia and China and will run 987.51 kilometers. The 

construction will employ more than 10,000 local workers and foreign contractors. It will increase 

the regional trade circulation by adding more routes to the network so everyone can benefit through 

this excellent multilateral platform. The current government supports the construction of the 

expressway, as part of the Economic Corridor Central highway project. The estimated cost is 4.4 

billion U.S. Dollars with an internal rate of return of 9.25%. 

 

Mr. Ulan Danilbekov, Deputy director Public-private partnership Center. Kyrgyzstan 

 

• The PPP Center of the Kyrgyz Republic has more than 55 PPP projects in 2021 whose total 

estimate costs more than 1 billion U.S Dollars and has a constant increase of PPP projects since 

the adoption of the PPP Law in 2012, with a very active phase of PPP projects development since 

2019. The main sectors are transport, energy and social and environment. 

• Together with the Ministry of Economy, the PPP Center of the Kyrgyz Republic has signed the 

agreement for the transaction advisory services with the IFC and nowadays this project is under 

development of the accurate feasibility study. During the last two years, the Kyrgyz Republic 
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signed the establishment of a hemodialysis center, the construction of the cinema for children 

“Kyzyl Kyrgyzstan” and electronic ticketing in public transport. 

• Project highlighted: The modernization of airports of OJSC “Manas International Airport”. The 

status of the project is at the negotiations phase with the IFC for the provision of consulting 

services for the preparation of the project. There are no required investments and duration of the 

agreement defined. Furthermore, there is the financing, design, construction and operation of a 

customs and logistics complex in the At-Bashy district of the Naryn region (30 million U.S. Dollars 

investments required and expected duration of 25 years). There is also the installation of C.T. 

scanners in public healthcare institutions (2,4 million U.S Dollars required and expected duration 

of 15 years). Finally, the construction of 10 preschool institutions in Bishkek will take 10 years 

and will need total investments of 14 million U.S Dollars. 

 

Q&A 

 

- Please introduce how well the private sector recouped their investments.  

 

Ms. Maria Lerma Advincula answered that for the two projects presented, the repayment scheme to the 

private sector would be revenues from the water sales. For the PGH Diliman hospital project, the 

repayment scheme to the private sector would be the annual availability payments from the government. 

Based on the study, the indicative amount of the annual availability payments that the government 

would be willing to pay to the private sector is in the amount of 4,8 million pesos. 

 

- How does your PPP center (of the Philippines) pay for the feasibility studies and transaction advisory?  

 

Ms. Maria Lerma Advincula clarified that the PPP Center is a governmental agency. As a governmental 

agency, its services in project development are free to the implementing agencies. However, the Center 

gets supplementary help or support from experts and consultants, pursuing the technical assistance 

agreement from the Asian Development Bank. The Center also has a revolving fund called the Project 

Development Monitoring Facility (PDF) in order to tap local and international experts. The center will 

advance the payment to the consultants in putting together the feasibility studies and providing 

transaction advisory services. The repayment is usually done by the winning bidder. 

 

Session II. Korean PPP Experience: Cases and Lessons 

 

Dr. Sukmo Ku, Specialist, PIMAC, Korea Development Institute (KDI), Republic of Korea 

 

• Korea has achieved rapid economic growth since the 1970s. In this period, problems with national 

economic losses and reduced competitiveness appeared, with increased traffic congestion costs 

and logistics costs due to insufficient infrastructures. In response, Korea introduced PPP by 

enacting the PPP law in 1994 to secure substantial transportation infrastructures and avoid 

insufficient government expenditure. Since then, Korea’s PPP projects have grown, amounting to 

a total investment expenditure of 101,6 billion U.S Dollars. The main sectors focused by PPP 

projects are the transportation facilities sector (roads 39%, railroads 24%), environmental facilities 

(13%), and ETC (24%).  

• In 1999, the government introduced the MRG system, which was successful in attracting PPP 

investments and played a major role in Korea's economic recovery. However, as the economy 

gradually recovered, the guarantees needed from the government to make up for emerging applied 

projects were high. The government reduced the scope and duration of emerging coverage and the 

MRG system was abolished in 2009. After that, the construction industry stagnated and private 

investments were reduced. To resolve that, the government created the BTO-rs and BTO-a 

methods in 2015. They consist of sharing the PPP projects risks between the government and the 

private sector. In 2020 the BTO-BTL was adopted, guaranteeing that the private sector takes the 

risk of demand and the government takes the risk of investment expenditure for low profitability 

facilities. 
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• Examples of Risk Sharing Model Cases in Korea: The Seochang-Gimpo Expressway, which uses 

the BTO-a method, and the Seoul Dongbu Underground Expressway, which also uses the BTO 

method.  

 

Mr. Eunil Lee, Team Manager, Korean Educational Development Institute (KEDI), Republic of Korea 

 

• The Educational Facilities Research & Management Center (EDUMAC) is an institution 

established to support ministerial education policies research and educational facilities, directed 

by the ministry of economy and finance. In 2005, the private investments law on social 

infrastructures was amended to gradually cover living infrastructures, such as schools, military 

accommodations, etc., and to apply the Build Transfer Lease (BTL) method. The scope of the 

school target facilities expanded in 2020. Most of the MTL business consists of new construction 

(55%), renovation (12%), small-scale constructions (34%) and extension of buildings (4%). 

• The national university project is one of the first BTL businesses in the education sector, promoted 

from 2005/2006. Another case of BTL business is the “Joong-Dong Elementary School” of 2007. 

This school provides an excellent quality of education and a good school design to students and 

professors, as well as the recently renovated Jeon-Buk National University. These projects show 

high user satisfaction due to the facility’s quality and the good management system, despite high 

boarding fees. 

• The prospect and lessons from these types of projects are that BTL businesses target the 

deteriorated educational facilities, renovate them into green schools, space of innovation, with 

smart classrooms and share school facilities with the local community. It is planned that 2,825 

deteriorated school buildings will be renovated between 2021 and 2025. 

 

Dr. Heeju Hwang, Specialist, PIMAC, Korea Development Institute (KDI), Republic of Korea 

 

• PPP finance uses project finance (P.F.), which is the long-term financing of PPP projects based 

upon the projected cash flows of the project. A special-purpose company (SPC) is established for 

each contract. The financing sources of an SPC come from equity, subordinated debt and senior 

debt. The equity is financed by project sponsors in PPP project finance. Most of the equity is 

financed from Construction Investors (C.I.s) and Financial Investors (F.I.s).  

• Various financial institutions have participated as F.I.s, while private equity/debt funds are the 

most frequent F.I.s. F.I.s also provide shareholder’s loans for interim cash flow. Subordinate debt 

is generally financed from private equity/debt funds along with equity financing, and senior debt 

is generally financed from banks, insurance companies, pension funds, etc. 

• Equity financing of PPP projects is not an attractive investment item for all investors because of 

the low upside potential of PPP due to its stable demand and limited business area. There is also 

an inevitable increase in construction cost for C.I.s due to uncertainty of repayment of equity. F.I.s 

equity tends to be mixed with subordinate debt for the certainty of cash flow, and finally, equity 

financing is required for the stable financial structure, but it increases the construction cost of C.I.s 

and financing cost of CIs. 

 

Q&A  

 

- Do the operational costs of the Korean schools under BTL business projects include the educational 

services as well?  

 

The moderator, Dr. Hyeon Park, answered that the services are divided into two categories: core 

services and non-core services. In the case of the school PPP projects, the educational services are a 

core service. So in the scope of the PPP contract under the BTL model, it is only about non-core services. 

So, the teachers of PPP schools are the same as the teachers in normal schools (non-BTL schools). Mr. 

Eunil Lee answered that, effectively, equity is required for these types of projects. 
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- How active are local Korean banks in providing financing for PPP projects being promoted with 

foreign investors?  

 

Dr. Heeju Hwang answered that there are not many foreign investors. There are some cases, such as 

mercury banks, but the ultimate investors of the mercury banks are the Korean banks and the national 

pension service of Korea. There are some cases of collaborative work with domestic and foreign banks 

and foreign financial institutions, but it’s not common in Korea. It can also depend on the market 

situation and the risks. 

 

Session III. Attracting Green Finance for Infrastructure 

 

Dr. Indrajit Coomaraswamy, Former Governor, Central Bank, Sri Lanka 

 

• To address the urgent need for sustainable investment, the Central Bank of Sri Lanka has 

developed a roadmap for sustainable financing involving the government, civil society and the 

financial sector that comprises three objectives and seven strategic activities.1  

• The objectives are policy cohesiveness around SDG-related matters, enhanced resilience of 

financial institutions to grow and develop sustainably through effective ESG risk management and 

the facilitation of innovation in green finance to mobilize private capital for sustainable 

development to help Sri Lanka achieve the SDGs.  

  

Mr. Francis Ruizhao Chen, Green Finance Senior Manager, China Industrial Bank (CIB) 

  

• China Industrial Bank differentiates between physical and transition risk. Over the years, transition 

risks will decline as we adapt, while physical risks will increase with increasing climate change 

deterioration. However, extreme policy actions will raise transition risk short-term yet will result 

in lower physical risk long-term.  

• Two main environmental and social risk measurement approaches are employed. A macro 

approach, analyzing the wider portfolio, and a micro approach focuses on the project level.  

• The macro Approach for transition risk first sets the climate scenario (rising, declining or constant 

Co2 levels, for instance), then looks at how GDP, interest rates and inflation will behave, compare 

financial ratios, accounts for asset ownership and corresponding pricing models before considering 

the change in regulatory ratios for the respective banking or insurance sector. Regarding physical 

risk, the Approach closely resembles the Catastrophe Model.  

• The micro Approach follows the Equator Principles, which are voluntary standards for financial 

institutions to determine and manage environmental and social risks. The Approach moves from 

categorization (determining the risk category), due diligence (independent E&S consultant to 

prepare ESIA, ESMS and MSAP), risk inspection (E&S inspection based on ESIA) over 

compliance (covenants and clauses linked to compliance) to monitoring (client reporting and EPFI 

reporting).  

  

Ms. Ekaterina Miroshnik, Director, Head of Infrastructure, Eurasia, European Bank for Reconstruction 

and Development (EBRD) 

 

• The EBRD has financed 2287 projects, €40 billion of the volume into green financing 

commitments and 24 billion into green sustainable infrastructure in the past 15 years owing to its 

Green Economy Transition Approach. Since 2021, this has annually reduced 111 million tons of 

Co2, saved 573 million m3 of water and avoided 3.5 tons of material used. The Approach is now 

updated, aiming to align all of the Bank’s activities with the Paris Agreement from 2023 onwards 

and have a 50% ratio of green financing by 2025.  

 
1 The roadmap can be found on the website: https://www.cbsl.gov.lk/en/roadmap-for-sustainable-finance-in-sri-lanka-2019  

https://www.cbsl.gov.lk/en/roadmap-for-sustainable-finance-in-sri-lanka-2019
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• The Bank is also a member of the Executive Committee of the Green Bond Principles and helped 

formulate key Green Bond standards. Its first green bond was issued in 2010; since then, 119 have 

been issued totalling €7.7 billion.  

• EBRD’s green PPP engagements in Central Asia comprise water supply and sewage as well as 

public schools and student accommodation projects in Uzbekistan and hospitality facility 

management in Kazakhstan using clean and energy-efficient buildings.  

  

Prof. Dave Fernandez, Director, Sim Kee Boon Institute for Financial Economics, Singapore 

  

• Singapore’s Green Plan 2030 is a whole national movement with the intention of getting every 

citizen on board and transforming itself into a global city of sustainability. This involved 

channelling finance into this area; how?  

• The Green Finance Center at Singapore Management University aims to provide an ecosystem to 

foster sustainable finance by cooperating with the central bank, academia and many private sector 

institutions. It, therefore, provides a holistic view on the matter, including extensive research and 

education.  

• The Center’s endeavors are top-down as well as bottom-up. The Climate Governance Singapore 

initiative educates and certifies members of the board of directors, and its Growing Infrastructure 

Course, developed in partnership with the World Bank Group and Infrastructure Asia, targets 

decision-makers in South and South-east Asia, building up modules, competencies and networks. 

However, it also involves classroom work, educating students and thereby, the next generation.  

  

Mr. Ashwani Ahuja, Managing Director, Investment Banking Country Group  

  

• Thailand’s stock exchange, central bank and securities exchange commission have developed 

norms to identify and rate companies’ sustainability. Thailand is putting in place a plan aiming to 

have brought the country in line with global green financing and clean energy norms by 2025.  

• The main challenge, however remains the data environment. Enough human capital to validate the 

data exists, yet the data itself is scarce. This is particularly problematic for SMEs, and 70 to 80% 

of companies in Southeast Asia are such SMEs. The cost difference for access (and access per se) 

to finance between firms identified by large MNE as green and sustainable and those under the 

radar is tremendous.  

• Companies in Bangladesh that cater to major global brands have introduced new ways of coloring, 

reducing pollution levels by approximately 70%. While third parties validate this, these firms are 

not able to leverage their achievement at a large scale. If the data environment can be improved, 

the market potential unleashed is enormous, by simply making it possible for SMEs to demonstrate 

their green ambitions and achievements.  

  

Mr. Michael Sung, Co-Director of the Fudan Fanhai Fintech Research Center, Chairman of Horizen 

Digital  

  

• The question is how to harness the powerful force of green finance and how green finance can 

drive PPPs. The green bond market already is a half-trillion-dollar market, growing massively. 

Two international standards for issuing green bonds have been put forward by the International 

Capital Markets Association and the Climate Bond Initiative, for instance. Often, however, the 

tracking aspect of where the funds go hold back investment. Yet, a transparent compliance 

procedure can help financial institutions to focus on this area. How can we solve this?  

• The issue with the compliance aspect lies in the scattered nature of ESG reporting, tracking and 

tracing. Blockchain technology may be a way forward. Twenty years ago, we digitized information 

(access becoming near-universal, free and democratized), Blockchain can now be used to digitize 

assets and securities the same way. Digitized securities provide liquidity that can be pulled across 

regions and even globally. This will allow green finance to thrive and open new windows for PPPs.  
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Mr. Mohammad Noman Siddiqui, Head of PPP Infrastructure Advisory Facility Unit, Islamic 

Development Bank (IsDB) 

 

• Some countries can afford to ensure that investments into infrastructure are sustainable. However, 

not all can always catch up simultaneously and in the same way. A gradual process is key, 

involving capacity building, institutional development, and understanding the principles behind 

the Paris Agreement and the SDGs.  

• Therefore, IsDB’s target is a 35% climate finance ratio in its operations (having been at 19 per 

cent 2013-2017), as opposed to the EBRD’s 50%, considering their member-countries’ level of 

development and economic maturity. Simply complying with a global standard is unrealistic.  

• To bolster its green operations, IsDB helps its member countries and their businesses by 

standardizing processes and documents, preparing good quality projects, integrating ESG and 

raising awareness. The IsDB Sustainable Finance Framework already oversees an eligible asset 

portfolio of US$6.1 billion, however, within which US$3.9 billion are social, and US$2.2 billion 

are green assets.  

 

Q&A 

  

- How does one raise awareness on green finance?  

 

Dr. Indrajit Coomaraswamy responded that the Central Bank of Sri Lanka’s roadmap’s primary 

motivation was to raise awareness. It has taught three lessons. Firstly, appealing to the issue on a 

fundamental level, as everybody is in need of money, is a way of integrating green planning and 

financing into the budgetary process. Secondly, as financial institutions and intermediation is an 

economy’s lifeblood raising awareness and infusing sustainability into the intermediation process and 

thereby the client base is imperative. Thirdly, outreach to civil society organizations and their grassroots 

links is an effective means. 

 

- How has the private sector addressed key risks in PPP projects to make the most profits?  

 

Mr. Mohammad Noman Siddiqui remarked the risk is the same. The government is, however prepared 

to take the risk, using its fiscal capacity to support reduced demand and growth rates. It is a question of 

who is prepared to take it.  

 

- Regarding delivery models discussed in the presentations, such as BLT and build operate transfer, is 

there a study that has compared other models such as BFDBFN from different dimensions, such as 

reducing risk for all parties or increasing profits?  

 

Mr. Mohammad Noman Siddiqui said he is not aware of any such study. Yet he stressed that passed on 

responsibility is always priced and that risk is not diminished. The cost is embedded in the modalities 

of the partnership.  

 

 

Closing Remarks 

 

Dr. Takkyung Kim, Deputy Director, Division of PPPs, PIMAC, Korea Development Institute (KDI), 

Republic of Korea  

  

This meeting is hoped to have served as an accelerating force in the application of PPPs, SDG 

investment more broadly, and as a platform for regional networking. It has unearthed a variety of 

questions and challenges, discussed ways forward and even offered practical opportunities and support 

to help overcome barriers.  

  

Ms. Tientip Subhanij, Chief of Investment and Enterprise Development, ESCAP 
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ESCAP believes that to mobilize public and private capital at scale for sustainable infrastructure, a clear 

understanding of what constitutes sustainable assets as well as clear guidance on planning, design, 

procurement, execution, and operation comes first. ESCAP has recently developed sustainable and 

resilient infrastructure guidelines for projects which are uploaded on the Network’s website, serving as 

an information and knowledge sharing hub among network members. To this end, ESCAP urges 

members and interested parties to engage more closely with the team and network to maximize its 

potential.  

 

Suggested Future Topics by Member States  

 

As ESCAP remains committed to enhancing member States’ PPP units on practical issues related to 

PPP project preparation and implementation through the Network meetings, thematic workshop series 

and other activities, participants were invited to provide their suggestions for topic coverage for the 

following events. Several member States expressed their great interest in presenting their infrastructure 

projects at the following meetings to attract investors. ESCAP will carefully consider these 

recommendations when planning the upcoming fourth thematic workshop (the first quarter of 2022) 

and subsequent Seventh Network Meeting (the second quarter of 2022). 

 

 

Meeting Evaluation and Feedbacks  

 

The Sixth Network Meeting demonstrated the growing demand and appreciation by the members of the 

Network for the project demonstration and presentation, as well as practical capacity-building support 

to developing sustainable and resilient PPP infrastructure projects to build back better. Based on the 

feedback evaluations, the participants were generally satisfied with the virtual format and the overall 

quality of the meeting. Moreover, the participants expressed that the meeting achieved its stated 

objectives and that it has increased their knowledge on best practices of PPP infrastructure projects. 

Additionally, the majority of the participants considered that the meeting was clearly presented, and the 

contents of the meeting and knowledge product materials were useful for their future policy action. 

Over half of the participants would take gender factors into consideration for future infrastructure and 

PPP policymaking. 
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Annex I: Results of Meeting Evaluations  

 

Figure 1 

Gender distribution  
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General feedback 
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Figure 3 

Quality of contents 
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