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FORE WO RD
This document, which was jointly prepared by the UNDP Bureau on Latin America and the Caribbean and International
IDEA, arises from a shared concern about the quality of governance in the countries of Latin America and the
Caribbean (LAC) and the state of their governability. It is becoming increasingly less clear that the region's political
systems have the capacity to respond effectively to the socioeconomic needs and expectations of the population, as
well as to channel the growing social conflicts and political polarization in the region. There is therefore increasing
pressure on the democratic institutions built in LAC over more than four decades.
Previous studies conducted by both organizations show a deep interconnectedness between two sides of the same
coin of human development: economic performance and wealth distribution, on the one hand, and the legitimacy
and functionality of democratic institutions and the rule of law, on the other. Today, it has become even more
necessary in the region to make an analysis of the complex interactions between both dimensions which generate
virtuous processes between them in some cases, and processes of mutual weakening in other cases. Nonetheless,
this analysis should go beyond being a mere intellectual exercise. In addition to helping to understand the motley
reality of the processes of building human development and democracy in the region, the exercise should yield
public policy recommendations in response to the challenges identified.
Keeping in mind these objectives, both organizations consider it is necessary to move forward in the discussion
of the concept of governance, its components and interconnections thereof in LAC. Governance refers to a series
of (inter)actions between state and non-state actors to formulate and implement social, economic, and institutional
policies and reforms related to the access and/or exercise of power, with the objective of improving the governability
of democratic political systems. Governability is a quality: Societies are more or less governable depending on
the presence, capacity and quality of several factors, among others: optimal and equitable conditions for human,
social and economic development; well-financed States with the capacity to exercise effective control over their
territories, and a consolidated rule of law that guarantees the principle of legality and the administration of justice,
among others.
Starting from the concept of governance, both in its democratic and effective meaning, this paper elaborates on
four key issues for the LAC region: first, economic performance as a trigger of social unrest; second, representative
and democratic disaffection; third, the lag and deterioration in building the rule of law; and fourth, the international
and regional dimension of governance. The document also put forwards 12 lines of action and 30 public policy
recommendations on concrete issues of governance in the region.
In the development of these core issues and recommendations, the document places special emphasis on the
economic vulnerability of the middle class, the persistent income inequality and the growing perception of a culture
of privilege rooted in political elites and those who profit from the State. Furthermore, it delves into the disaffection
towards representative democratic institutions, particularly political parties and parliaments, and the way in which
this citizen anger has been responded to with institutional reforms that have enhanced political fragmentation and,
in some cases, the worst traits of presidential systems. The document also points out the risks that such disaffection
poses for the invigoration of populist and authoritarian leaderships and, in turn, the danger that such leaderships
pose to the rule of law and democracy. Moreover, an analysis is made of how corruption, violence and impunity –
long-standing scourges in the region - are both a cause and a consequence of the region's lag in strengthening the
rule of law, which is perhaps the greatest shortcoming of the democracy building process of the last generation in
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LAC. It also reflects on how subnational governments and regional integration structures in LAC can contribute to
improving governance in the countries of the region.
Despite the multiple challenges besieging democracy in the region, the document is also clear in its recognition of
the strengths of LAC political systems. In particular, it notes the remarkable capacity to hold democratic elections
with transparency and comparatively high levels of citizen participation, as well as the civic and social activism that
has emerged, in point of fact, as a result of citizen discontent. It also highlights the progress made by the region
in the protection of civil and political rights. Several of the social movements that have acquired visibility in recent
years do not only seek to express their anger and frustration with the status quo, but also to claim rights, fight
against the different forms of exclusion and defend the democratic and inclusive nature of political processes.
Today, the young population in the region, as well as feminist movements and other groups traditionally excluded
from the spheres of power, have new digital tools and agendas that are very different from those of the protagonists
during the transitions to democracy. This is an opportunity for the region's political institutions and processes to
become more participatory and inclusive.
This document makes an urgent call to size up the risks to social, economic and political stability of LAC
posed by the worsening quality of its governance and governability, in a context in which the institutional and
socioeconomic effects of the COVID-19 pandemic have not yet fully materialized. Never before has it been so
necessary to rethink existing social pacts and design public institutions and government systems with sufficient
capacity to address the demands of the region's population. UNDP and International IDEA invite governments,
political parties, international organizations, civil society organizations and the population in general to join this
unavoidable discussion.

Luis Felipe López-Calva
UN Assistant Secretary-General and
UNDP Regional Director for Latin America
and the Caribbean

Kevin Casas-Zamora
Secretary General of International IDEA
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EXECU T I VE S UM M A RY
The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted and exacerbated the chronic
problems of governance and the low quality of governability affecting
the countries of Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC).
This document highlights six main problems:
(1) low and erratic
economic growth rates

(2) high income
inequality and
concentration of wealth

(3) fiscally constrained
states

(4) representative and
democratic disaffection

(5) fragmentation and
polarization of the
political system

(6) lag and deterioration
of the rule of law

The way in which these six problems interact has far-reaching consequences for the day-to-day conduct of public
affairs, the rights and freedoms of citizens and the legitimacy of the democratic system. The assessment points
to the economic vulnerability of the lower middle class, due to the fragmentation of the labor market (formalityinformality, low-high productivity) and the segmentation of social security. It also points to the fragility of the poorest
households that rely extensively on social welfare programs to meet their most basic needs. In parallel, the income
of the highest percentiles continues to go up, adding to a historical concentration of wealth in these population
segments. The weak and regressive tax systems of the states play a central role in this imbalance. The economic
precariousness and vulnerability have deepened a feeling of economic exclusion which, combined with citizens'
opinions on corruption becoming tougher, and the perception of a culture of privilege rooted in political elites and
in people who profit excessively from the state, has translated into feelings of citizen anger. One of the faces of this
anger is the representative disaffection towards representative democratic institutions, especially political parties
and parliaments. The way in which this disaffection has been responded to, both in practice and with institutional
reforms, has led to fragmented and polarized political systems and the concentration of powers in the hands of
executive branches.
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As a consequence, the capacity for negotiating and reaching political and social consensus has deteriorated,
in some cases the hyper-presidential system has become stronger and the conditions of socioeconomic
exclusion, further aggravated by the pandemic, persist. This is fertile ground that boosts populist, authoritarian
and anti-system leaderships. Such leaderships form a direct threat to democracy, not because of the way in
which they come to power (through elections) but because of the weakening of the rule of law, especially of
constitutional checks and balances. This deterioration (due to negligence) or weakening (deliberate) erodes the
rules and processes that give stability, effectiveness and legitimacy to democratic governability. At the same time,
corruption, violence and impunity - all of which long-standing problems in the region – are both a cause and a
consequence of the fact that the region is historically lagging behind in terms of strengthening the rule of law since
the democratic transitions. Violence and impunity also have detrimental effects on people's lives and integrity,
corroding democratic coexistence and limiting citizen participation. Notwithstanding the above, the existence of
citizens with greater political empowerment and awareness of their rights is also reflected in the numerous social
protests, in the regularity with which elections are held and in the levels of electoral participation. This is indicative
of a more complex history of political participation/exclusion in the region. Although the progress in human
development and electoral matters in recent decades has meant that social interests that were not represented
politically before are represented now, they have not been translated immediately into public policies in their
interest. This is the result of both a temporal and natural lag of electoral democracies and the deficiencies in
governance and problems in governability mentioned above. It is also important to underline that the current
challenges to improve both governance and governability in the region will only worsen over the next decade
(unless adequately and promptly addressed), given that materialization of the full institutional and socioeconomic
effects of the pandemic will take time.
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Context
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The COVID-19 pandemic (hereinafter “the pandemic”) has put additional pressure on the structures of governance
in Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC), which were already displaying signs of deterioration and weakening.
These new pressures range from the predicament of electoral authorities to organize elections in the absence
of special mechanisms for remote voting, concerns about the use of extraordinary executive powers to face the
emergency, the constraints affecting states to contain contagion and provide quality health services, to the difficulty
in articulating comprehensive socioeconomic arrangements to protect vulnerable populations and enable postpandemic recovery. A year before the outbreak of the pandemic, several countries in the region were struggling
with massive protests and social mobilizations against poverty, inequality and corruption. During the pandemic,
there were protests in all 23 countries in the region (IDEA, 2021b), fueled by citizens' frustration with what they
consider inadequate responses to the pandemic or directed against reform proposals considered unfair or not
enjoying sufficient popular support. Likewise, ongoing investigations into the actions of some heads of state to
contain the pandemic may lead to fresh constitutional crises.
Underlying this context are two specific concerns for the democratic future of the region: first, without substantial
improvements in the quality and capacity of governance, further political polarization, social instability and even
violent clashes between citizens and states may arise due to the devastating socio-economic consequences
of the pandemic, which will also take a long time to fully materialize. These effects represent a severe risk to
governability, human rights, the rule of law and democracy itself. Second, and closely linked to the first concern,
social pacts in the region are showing deep cracks, with citizens increasingly unwilling to make financial
contributions to the state on the grounds that their basic needs and prospects for development are insufficiently
met or ignored altogether.
Among the main reasons to be concerned about the quality of democratic governability and the effectiveness of
governance in the LAC region is the urgent need to protect the significant transformations in democracy and human
development that have taken place over the last four decades. According to International IDEA's State of Democracy
in the Americas Report 2021 (2021d), LAC remains the third most democratic region in the world. Out of a total
of 23 LAC countries, 18 are considered democracies (78%). Thus, the region ranks behind North America (which
has 100% democracies) and Europe (where 89% of countries are democracies) in terms of regions with the most
democracies in the world but ahead of Asia-Pacific (56%) and Africa (36%). Moreover, the number of democracies
in LAC has not changed in the last two years, despite the disruptive effects of the pandemic, demonstrating a high
level of resilience. Similarly, according to the United Nations Development Programme's Human Development
Report 2020 (2020), the LAC region has also made major improvements in its human development levels since
1990, moving from a medium to a high level of human development in 2010 and maintaining that status during the
last decade (UNDP, 2020).
Nevertheless, despite these and other important achievements, it is essential to look more closely at the
components of democracy and human development that have shown signs of setbacks and lethargy, particularly
in the last two decades, and that have given rise to people starting to talk about a crisis of governability (UNDP,
2021c) or a crisis of democracy (Zovatto, 2018). According also to the Report on the State of Democracy in the
Americas 2021 (International IDEA 2021d), despite the resilience shown during the pandemic, half of the region's
democracies have suffered from erosion and most of the region's democracies have stagnated at a medium
level of performance. Of particular concern are the intentional actions in some countries to restrict freedom of
speech and press freedoms, to attack electoral authorities and judges, and to weaken constitutional control over
the authority of the executive branch. These behaviors, together with the persistence of crime, corruption and
impunity, threaten the very foundations of the rule of law in the region, with the consequent impact on civil and
political liberties, the ability to guarantee free and fair elections, and the exercise of full citizen participation.

9

Likewise, the feeling among a large part of the population that expectations have been broken, especially during
the last decade, has had fundamental consequences for democratic coexistence, generating harmful cycles with
mutual feedback between the economic and political spheres. One of the main indicators is the drop in support
for democracy in the region (Latinobarómetro, 2018; Zechmeister and Lupu, 2019). Months before the pandemic
was officially declared, several LAC countries were already struggling with massive protests and displays of
social discontent. The political consequences of having economies with high income inequality and prolonged
periods of mediocre economic growth have been a constant source of social tensions in LAC's development
process. GDP growth in the region was very dynamic and above the world average from 2003 to 2013; however,
from 2013 onwards, economic performance fell sharply compared to the global economy. Prior to the onset
of the pandemic, in 2019 the economy was virtually stagnant, with a growth rate below 1 percent. Finally, the
pandemic caused a GDP drop of 7.4 percent in LAC in 2020, while the decline was 3.5 percent in the rest of the
world.
Over the past two decades, LAC has managed to consolidate itself as a middle-income economy, but has not
succeeded in making the leap to become a middle-class society. The population that managed to lift its head
above the poverty line in the last 20 years has remained stuck in a state of economic vulnerability, with high
sensitivity to external shocks. This is precisely what is happening during the pandemic, dragging the middle
sectors into poverty. Simultaneously, LAC remains the second most unequal region in the world, with a high
concentration of wealth at the top of the distribution pyramid in most countries (UNDP, 2021b). This is clear in the
fact that the number of billionaires in Latin America has increased from 27 in 2000 to 74 in 2020 (Forbes, 2020).
Finally, LAC is a society in which there are patterns of exclusion associated with inequalities based on gender,
ethnicity and geography that go much further than income inequality. In specific regard to gender inequality,
ECLAC employment forecasts (2020) estimate that the pandemic could push back female labor participation by
ten years, as almost 60 percent of female jobs are in at-risk sectors.
The trends documented in The Global State of Democracy 2019 report (IDEA, 2019) and the events documented in
International IDEA's Global Monitor of COVID-19’s Impact on Democracy and Human Rights (2020a) suggest that
the process of democratic deterioration did not emerge with the pandemic and will not automatically disappear
once the pandemic is under control or has been overcome. Quite to the contrary, the systemic shock could end
up breaking the fragile political balances that exist in the region, increasing the risk of democratic backsliding.
The full picture regarding the risks to democracy in the region as a result of the pandemic will need some time to
take shape. For now, there is an urgent need to address the shortcomings in governance in LAC that have been
apparent for several years now. In addition to the assessment and public policy proposals presented herein, this
document puts forward the following provisional definitions to be discussed and enriched in the different stages
of the joint UNDP-IDEA initiative:
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Governance refers to a series of (inter)actions between state
and non-state actors to formulate and implement social,
economic, and institutional policies and reforms related to
the access and/or exercise of power, with the objective of
improving the governability of democratic political systems.
Governability is a quality: Societies are more or less
governable depending on the presence, capacity and quality
of several factors, among others: optimal and equitable
conditions for human, social and economic development;
well-financed States with the capacity to exercise effective
control over their territories, and a consolidated rule
of law that guarantees the principle of legality and the
administration of justice, among others. Finally, to govern is
the action carried out by those who exercise political power,
regardless of the processes used to gain access to power.

There are as many types of governance as there are thematic, territorial or temporal emphases. Thus, for example,
the effective governance agenda focuses on human development, socioeconomic development and institutional
strengthening in order to improve governability standards in both access to and the exercise of power in a broad
sense. The democratic governance agenda focuses on substantive and procedural issues to improve standards of
democratic governability in both access to and exercise of democratic power.
Both democratic governance and effective governance can focus on the formulation and implementation of
policies for accessing and exercising political power. Likewise, in some issues there is an overlap between both
agendas, so that it is not only possible to advance them jointly, but also in some contexts this is a necessary task.
Governability depends on both governance and the action of governing. While governance can impact the action
of governing, the latter also has a direct and independent influence on governability, without necessarily being
mediated by governance.
See Annex 1, which contains a brief literature review for further inputs on the discussion of these terms.
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2

Economic
Performance
as a Trigger of
Social Unrest
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The point of entry to begin to understand the signs of a possible crisis of governance and governability lies in the
distribution of resources in societies. While this is not the only point of entry, it is at least the first one. In recent
decades there have been four main economic trends, which are closely related to each other and which give rise
to different socio-political manifestations: a) low economic growth and its impact on the quality of life; b) increasing
inequality in terms of income and wealth; and, closely related to these two factors; c) labor market segmentation;
and d) constrained tax systems with poor redistributive power. Together, these four phenomena constitute a
“development trap” (UNDP, 2021b).1 The link between these trends and social discontent lies in the different forms
of exclusion they produce. In turn, the link to governance lies in the attitudes and policy preferences arising from
both exclusion and privilege.

2.1 LOW ECO N O M I C G ROW TH A N D ITS
I M PAC T O N TH E Q UA LIT Y O F LI FE
LAC's recent economic performance has two very clear stages. In the first stage, GDP growth was very dynamic
and above the global average in years 2003-2013. For example, from 2003 to 2004 alone, the economy grew at
an unprecedented rate of 6.3 percent. In the second stage, starting in 2013, the previous economic expansion
dropped significantly in relation to the economy of the rest of the world. While between 2013 and 2016, average
annual GDP growth in Latin America went into free fall, declining from 2.8 to -0.4 percent, global growth in those
years ranged between 2.7 and 2.8 percent per year (World Bank, 2020). The end of the “commodity boom” marked
the beginning of a sharp drop in the per capita income growth rate in the region, which effectively turned into a
recession in some countries. Prior to the onset of the pandemic, in 2019 the economy of the region was virtually
stagnant, with a growth rate below 1 percent. The contrast between the two stages generates a deep sense of
frustrated expectations.
During the first stage of the economic boom, LAC made significant progress in terms of social progress, with
almost all of its countries becoming middle-income countries. Nonetheless, the countries did not succeed in
transforming themselves into middle-class societies. Thanks to the economic dynamism and important changes
in social policy, a significant portion of the population was lifted up from the bottom of the income distribution,
i.e., below the monetary poverty line of US$ 5.50 per day (purchasing power parity, PPP). The poverty rate went
down from 49.7 percent in 2000 to 24.2 percent in 2018. In other words, monetary poverty was halved during
the last two decades.
At the same time, a large number of Latin Americans joined the middle class. According to the methodology of
López-Calva and Ortiz-Juárez (2014), considering a definition of the middle class measured by an income between
US$ 13 and US$ 70 per day (in PPP), nearly 72 million people have become part of the middle class over the past
two decades, increasing from 22.4 percent in 2000 to 37.3 percent in 2018. However, not all people who were
lifted out of poverty were able to achieve economic security.
The vulnerable population, measured in terms of an income between US$ 5.50 and US$ 13 (in PPP), has remained
relatively stable over time, accounting for around 35 percent of the population. In other words, vulnerability in the
region has remained stagnant and persistently high for more than 20 years.

1 UNDP (2021b) defines “development trap” as a situation in which, despite decades of displaying certain levels of development, two characteristics
of the region have remained largely unchanged: high inequality and low growth. These two factors interact with one another to create a trap from
which the region has been unable to escape and which, in addition, have a deep impact in other spheres such as violence, corruption and impunity,
and fuel popular discontent all around.
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The persistent and high vulnerability also means that the majority of the population in Latin America is at risk of
falling back into poverty in the event of an economic shock. When talking about social and political discontent,
it is necessary to take a closer look at this population segment that has seen a large number of governments
of different political colors pass by, with no substantial changes to this state of vulnerability and the avenues of
opportunity to access better living conditions.
Finally, the pandemic caused an intense economic shock, the recovery from which is proceeding with great
uncertainty. The latest World Bank estimates (2021) indicate that the number of new people in poverty due to the
pandemic, according to its different poverty lines, would be as follows: below the poverty line of US$ 1.90 per day,
the number of people would increase by 3 to 4 million; below the poverty line of US$ 3.20 per day, the number of
people would increase by 9 to 10 million people; and below the poverty line of US$ 5.50 per day, the number of
people living in poverty would increase by at least 20 million (World Bank 2021). At the same time, the pandemic
hit the region at a time when most countries' fiscal systems had limited capacity to protect the less economically
secure, i.e. those in a position of vulnerability and belonging to the middle class.
In general, vulnerable populations do not receive social assistance benefits, such as cash transfers, so in the
absence of universal social protection mechanisms they are exposed to a greater risk of falling into poverty when
economic shocks hit. Using estimates such as that of Lustig and Tommasi (2020), it is easier to understand that the
main losers of the economic shock are not among the poorest population, but rather in the middle deciles of the
distribution before the shock (deciles 3 to 8 approximately). These middle deciles, which include the “moderate”
poor and vulnerable households, are more likely to fall below the poverty line if they are exposed to an economic
shock. On the contrary, the poorest households have been able to reduce the impact of the shock thanks to the
prior existence of social assistance policies put in place by the vast majority of Latin American countries during
the last 20 years.

2. 2 I N C R E A S E I N I N CO M E A N D W E A LTH
I N EQ UA LIT Y
Income and wealth inequality is one of the main nodal points structuring the region's social dynamics. Even
though the region has achieved reductions in income inequality, Latin America continues to be the second
most unequal region in the world. 2 If we consider traditional measures of income inequality, such as the Gini
coefficient, we see that LAC Equity Lab's estimates for 2000 were, on average, 0.56, while in 2018 this same
coefficient only fell to 0.52 (López-Calva and Ortiz-Juárez, 2014).
However, this measure does not tell the whole story about inequality in the region, primarily for two reasons:

1.

Wealth is not only made up of income. A large share of wealth, especially among the wealthiest
individuals, is made up of other types of assets or property. These assets include personal
residence, other real estate, durable goods, savings and retirement funds, and bonds and
financial stocks. Inequality in ownership of assets is greater than inequality in income,
so when both pieces of information are taken into account, economic inequality in LAC
shoots up considerably. Unfortunately, official public information on these assets is scarcely
available in the region. For absolute measures of the wealth of countries, estimates from the

2 According to the November 2020 publication of the World Inequality Database, LAC is not only the most unequal region in the world, but the
quality of the data in the countries is highly heterogeneous, which suggests that the figures for the region are grossly under-estimated.

14

World Bank (2018) or Credit Suisse (2016) can be consulted. Forbes, on the other hand,
has information on the number of “billionaires” and their wealth. The information provided
by Credit Suisse is also useful for estimating the percentile distribution of some countries
for which information is available. Using these data, in Latin America, for the countries for
which information is available, on average the wealthiest 1 percent concentrate 42 percent
of the wealth and the top 10 percent concentrate 71.2 percent of the total wealth.

2.

Even if we only look at income and leave wealth aside, it is particularly difficult to obtain
accurate data to describe the income in the top percentiles of the distribution. It is unlikely
that these people would agree to fill out a questionnaire, talking about their income or, even
if they do, they are likely to underestimate their actual income, especially that derived from
investment returns. Recently, efforts have been made to statistically estimate the value of
income that should be attributed to the highest percentiles to “correct” for the bias inherent
in income and expenditure surveys. For example, in Brazil, Chile and Uruguay (Lustig, 2020),
using the corrected data we can see that the story usually told about the fall in inequality
in the region since 2000 has a different narrative. The burden of redistribution towards the
low-income sectors fell on the population in the eighth and ninth deciles (in other words,
on the middle classes, and in particular, the upper-middle class), while the income of the
wealthiest group continued to increase.

There are two main channels through which inequality affects governability: first, the contrast that most people
experience in their day-to-day life opportunities, as opposed to the exuberance of the wealthiest end, gives rise to
an important sense of frustration and rejection of the status quo. Even without precise metrics of wealth inequality,
the experience is very visual and, moreover, empirical when it comes to accessing basic public services of poor
quality. The discourse that has been developed to defend certain degrees of economic inequality on the basis of
a general interest, for example, meritocracy, entrepreneurial vocation or trickle-down economics, has collapsed in
the face of the extreme concentration of wealth. The common denominator of the social protests that have rocked
the region in recent years is the multidimensional feeling of exclusion (economic exclusion, exclusion from the
rule of law, political exclusion) or, conversely, the perception of privilege of a few individuals. In other words, the
existence of a social group favored by written and unwritten rules and which does not only include the wealthy,
but also those with connections to political and economic power.
The second channel is that when income and wealth inequality is as accentuated as it is in LAC, its other face is
the concentration of political power. LAC markets are characterized by a small number of large companies and
high levels of market power. The phenomenon of political capture of the instruments of the state by politicaleconomic groups gives rise to an oligopoly of public deliberation and distorts public policies, which in turn
enhances market power, creating a vicious circle. For example, the political power of large corporations has
been partly responsible for enduring low effective taxation and staving off more progressive tax systems (UNDP,
2021b). Another important example of political capture is in the manifest weakness of competition policies,
their instruments and enforcement. In other words, this means that the interests of large social groups are
represented in a limited manner or unequally in decision-making mechanisms. As Michael Lind (2020) points
out, as a political style, populism emerges when conventional politicians and party establishments ignore large
groups of a country's population.
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2. 3 S EG M ENTATI O N O F TH E L A BO R M A R K E T
The stories of aspirations and frustrations directly linked to the labor position or experience are perhaps the most
appropriate place to delve into discontent with the status quo, especially for the population segments that have
been left stranded vis-à-vis the relative success of other social groups. As highlighted by the International Labor
Organization (ILO) in its definition of work, work is not only a means to meet material needs but also a means for
personal fulfillment (ILO, 2018).
Prior to the pandemic, more than 158 million workers in the region were working in informal labor conditions. This
number accounts for 54 percent of the employed population (ILO, 2020). Although labor informality has gone
down slightly in recent decades, the rate of informality has remained the main characteristic of the labor market
in many countries of the region. However, heterogeneity is very significant. While countries such as Uruguay and
Chile have relatively low rates of informality (less than 30 percent), countries such as Mexico and Bolivia have rates
of informality that reach almost 60 percent and 80 percent, respectively.
On the other hand, the phenomenon of labor informality is a determining factor in explaining the low productivity
growth in Latin America, since informal jobs tend to have a relatively lower level of productivity than formal jobs.
On average, informal jobs produce 38% of gross domestic product in Latin America and the Caribbean (Medina
and Schneider, 2019).
The other major division becomes clear when analyzing the employment situation by gender. According to the
Regional Human Development Report 2021 (UNDP, 2021b), women participate less than men in the labor force
and, when they do, they work fewer paid hours than men. Moreover, unemployment rates among women are
higher than among men. Furthermore, women spend an average 16 percent fewer hours per week than men
in paid work; for women in the bottom 20 percent of the income distribution, this goes up to 24 percent. The
poorest women face the worst inequalities, because the higher the level of household income, the smaller the
gender gaps.
The relationship of labor markets with governability also concerns the dynamics of exclusion. This materializes in
two main ways:
First, there is a widening gap between the skills and capabilities of the bulk of the population
and the skills demanded by the small, highly productive circuits. This is what Rodrik and Sabel
(2019) refer to as “productive/technological dualism”, with a segment of advanced production
in metropolitan areas that thrives on the uncertainty generated by the knowledge economy
co-existing with a mass of relatively less productive activities and communities that neither
contributes to nor benefits from innovation.
Second, segmentation between the formal and informal sectors of the labor force is one of
the main characteristics of the labor market in LAC. It is the result of a combination of legal
exclusions and non-compliance by companies and workers. This division means that full social
protection is awarded to some workers, including health services, pensions, credits, legal labor
protection, insurance against risks, paid vacations and minimum wage regulations, while the
rest have only some benefits from the social assistance system and assume all occupational
risks themselves. This situation opens up a significant opportunity gap. Both situations affect
women more acutely than men.
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More importantly, the exclusion lies in the fact that for a significant segment of the population, work is not a space
of personal fulfillment in which effort and dedication pave the way for social advancement and security. Rather,
they quickly and permanently encounter a ceiling to their aspirations that is difficult to break through.

2.4 CO N STR A I N ED A N D N OT V ERY
R ED ISTR I B UTI O N - O R I ENTED TA X SYSTEM S
The region has historically displayed limited fiscal performance, driven in part by low tax revenues and high
evasion rates. Although tax collection has increased in recent years, the rates in LAC countries are low compared
to developed countries. In 2018, total tax revenues in the region reached 23.1 percent of GDP, well below total
tax revenues of the countries of the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), where
they accounted for 34.3 percent of GDP. There is a great heterogeneity among countries in the region in terms
of tax collection, ranging from 12.1 percent of GDP in Guatemala to 33 percent of GDP in Brazil. One of the main
determinants of low tax collection is the composition of taxes: many countries in the region are highly dependent
on value added and consumption taxes and on the export of non-renewable resources. Moreover, the region has
high levels of tax evasion of up to around 50 percent (IMF, 2020; IMF, 2021).
In addition to this situation, another factor characterizing the countries of the region is their low levels of social
spending and limited redistribution compared to developed countries. Although social spending in the countries of
the region has been increasing in recent years, reaching an average of 11.5 percent in relation to GDP in 2019, it has
not yet reached the levels of OECD countries, where the average is 20.0 percent (ECLAC, n.d.). The architecture
and effectiveness of tax and social protection systems are determinants of both inequality and economic growth.
In other words, what should be the tool to correct the course in fact becomes an additional cause of stagnation.
In addition to this structural weakness, the pandemic and the lockdowns caused a deep supply shock that,
according to International Monetary Fund estimates (2021), resulted in the sharpest regional economic contraction
for LAC in 2020. The global recession was 3.5 percent of GDP, while the LAC economy shrank by 7.4 percent.
Under this scenario, the main challenge faced by fiscal systems around the world and in LAC is the dual condition
of falling tax revenues, given the steep economic downturn and the immediate need to increase public spending
to protect the households' health and income. To remedy this situation, many countries have opted to take out new
debt. However, this source of resources also faces significant risks, since debt levels as a percentage of GDP are
well above those of the rest of the world's emerging countries, which is in turn affecting their credit ratings. The
possibility of taking out more debt in the near future, on favorable terms, is uncertain.
The medium-term solution to this dilemma necessarily entails a fiscal reform to strengthen the resources available
to the state. However, the dilemma put forward by this situation is even greater. The levels of political polarization
and the low credibility of governments in the region mean that an immediate fiscal reform implies committing
political capital that almost no government in the region has at the moment. A much broader dialogue is therefore
needed, which goes beyond national boundaries and is put forth as a necessity for the region as a whole. This
requires strengthening democratic leadership in the region, opening spaces for dialogue and citizen participation
regarding the benefits of this type of reform. In other words, clear and strategic political communication on the
transparent destination of these resources.
The fact that different governments with varying ideological platforms have been unable to break this trap of
low growth and high inequality has opened up the space for new disruptive political platforms that offer to break
the current social pact, by concentrating power in the executive branch. The dilemma facing these proposals is
that they offer to represent excluded groups by further concentrating political power into even fewer hands. The
following section discusses these and other dilemmas concerning political representation in the region in depth.
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Representative disaffection, understood as “a feeling or attitude of rejection, estrangement or detachment among
citizens from institutions or agents of political representation” (Monsiváis, 2017, free translation), entails three major
risks for governability in the region:
(1) Without legitimate and effective institutions representing and aggregating collective
interests, it is not possible to reach broad social and political agreements (i.e. transform and
finance the “social contract”);
(2) Without broad social and political agreements, the social cohesion of the community
or polis and the financial viability of the state, both of which are essential conditions for a
democracy, suffer (Casas-Zamora, 2021a); and
(3) Communities fractured by high levels of inequality, poverty, corruption and violence,
along with weak states, are fertile ground for the invigoration of populist and authoritarian
alternatives.
Representative disaffection is mainly driven by three main citizen feelings: anger, discontent and distrust towards
political elites and the institutions they represent. These feelings are closely related and are fueled by broken
expectations of economic well-being and social mobility, the insufficient or poor quality in the provision of public
services, actual and perceived corruption, the feeling that people who hold positions of representation enjoy
privileges, the lack of transparency in the political function, irregularities -either effective or alleged- in electoral
processes, the poor quality of public debate, and even the extensive and factious use of social networks that
have undermined the mediating role of political parties (Monsiváis 2017; IDEA, 2019).
The relationship between citizen anger, discontent and distrust, representative disaffection and governability
is not linear and varies according to each country's political system and system of government, its levels of
democratic consolidation, its respective historical and socioeconomic contexts, and the quality of its governance.
Although each country has its own trajectory in terms of representative disaffection, it is possible to distinguish
three challenges and three opportunities for an agenda on democratic governance in the region.
On the side of the challenges, the following are identified:
(1) The weakening of traditional political parties as vehicles of representation and aggregation
of collective interests and the reconfiguration of the political party system;
(2) Increased political fragmentation and marked political polarization (which closely follows
trends in income distribution); and
(3) The invigoration of authoritarian, populist and anti-establishment political leaderships.
On the side of the opportunities, the following are identified:
(1) Electoral resilience, in terms of both the regular holding of elections and electoral
participation;
(2) Social movements that seek to assert their representation and political identity among
citizens; and
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(3) Active citizenship, with awareness of human rights and the advantages of living in a
democracy.
With respect to the challenges, the weakening of political parties as vehicles for representation and aggregation
of collective interests is evident in the low level of trust that citizens in the region have in them (13 percent)
and in parliaments (20 percent) (Latinobarómetro, 2021). Both institutions have also experienced a decline in
citizen confidence from 2010 t0 2020 of 9 and 13 percentage points, respectively. When asked for which party
they would vote if there were elections on Sunday, in 2020 63 percent of citizens did not mention a party,
one of the highest percentages since 2005 (Latinobarómetro, 2021). Moreover, 53 percent of citizens in the
region think that most or all people in the office of the prime minister/president are embroiled in corruption and
that the same goes for 52 percent of senators or members of parliament at the national level (Transparency
International, 2019). According to the most recent figures, in 2020, 77 percent of citizens felt that their countries
were governed at the service of the interests of a few powerful groups and not for the common good of all. In
three countries of the region, these percentages are over 90 percent (Figure 3.1).

FI G U R E 3 .1 .
Percentage of people who believe that their country is governed at the service of the interests of few people
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Similarly, and specifically in the context of the pandemic, 48.6 percent of all citizens interviewed in ten countries3
in the region believe that the decisions made by governments in the face of the pandemic were driven primarily by
the interests of a privileged few (Figure 3.2).

3

Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, Peru and Dominican Republic.
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FI G U R E 3 . 2.
Assessments of equity in the response to the pandemic
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Paradoxically, and without linear and homogeneous trajectories, representative disaffection has gone hand
in hand with increasing party fragmentation. The effective number of parties in Latin America has increased
in 11 out of 17 countries 4 over the last three decades (1988-2016), while institutionalization of the parties5 has
decreased in 12 countries in the same period. While in 2004, 52 relevant political parties were counted in
17 countries in the region (Alcántara (2004) in Alcántara 2019), in 2019 there were 11 presidents who did not
belong to any of those parties. Likewise, electoral concentration 6 decreased in 11 of the 17 countries, while
electoral competitiveness7 increased in 9 and ideological polarization 8 in 10 of the 17 countries. More than
half (17) of 33 elections in 12 countries in the region9 between 1999 and 2019 with a second round of voting
were “very highly” or “highly” competitive10. Likewise, 26 of these elections (79 percent) produced divided
governments (executive branches with no majority in parliament) (Hurtado, 2020). Electoral volatility 11 has also
increased in 11 of the 17 countries covered by the study (Alcántara, 2019; Martínez, 2017).

4 Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Dominican Republic and Uruguay.
5 Understood as the stability of the system's dynamics of competition (Alcántara, 2019). A more critical view of the notion of “institutionalization” of
political parties can be found in Alenda and Varetto (2020).
6 The extent to which the elections are monopolized by the two main party forces (Alcántara, 2019).
7 It measures the margin of victory between the winning party and the one coming second (Alcántara, 2019).
8 The distance or proximity of parties in a given system in ideological terms (Alcántara, 2019).
9 Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Peru, Dominican Republic and Uruguay.
10 Measured by the percentage difference in votes obtained between the president-elect and the candidate who came second (Hurtado, 2020).
11 It measures the stability of electoral preferences from one election to the next (Alcántara, 2019).

21

In the case of political polarization, the most recent figures show that the most extreme political positions are
concentrated in just over a quarter (27 percent) of the population, while the majority of citizens are somewhere
at a halfway point (42 percent) and 30 percent are directly in the middle. Nonetheless, there is a marked position
between extreme political positions and income perception which is highly relevant in the present context of
persistent income inequality (section 2). While people who believe they are in the top 20 percent of the income
distribution identify more often on the extreme right (39 percent), those who perceive themselves among the
bottom 20 percent identify more often on the extreme left (24 percent) (UNDP, 2021b) (Figure 3.3). The implication
of this is that in countries where income polarization overlaps with the polarization of political ideology (and
incidentally with high political fragmentation), the task of reaching broad social and political agreements becomes
more difficult, most notably the ones for transforming and financing the “social contract”.

FI G U R E 3 . 3 .
Extreme political positions vary across countries and according to the perceived location concerning income
distribution.
a. Location of respondents along the political spectrum
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c. Respondents along the political spectrum, by quintile perceived
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The levels of political polarization and fragmentation are the result of a combination of institutional,
socioeconomic, contextual and demographic factors (Rodríguez, 2021; IDEA, 2019). From the institutional point
of view, there has been no shortage of political and electoral reforms in the region. Between 1978 and 2015,
250 changes to different dimensions of the electoral system and the rules regulating political party competition
and the parties' internal organization were recorded in 18 countries (Freidenberg and Došek, 2016). The reform
momentum varies from country to country, but in general terms political and electoral reforms in the region have
been contradictory and have had diverging consequences in terms of representation and governability: while
promoting greater inclusion, pluralism and proportionality in political and electoral systems, reforms have been
made aimed at deepening the presidential system, the concentration of power in the executive branch and the
permanence of presidents in office (Freidenberg and Došek, 2016).
With the specific aim of enhancing representativeness, 13 of the 18 countries in the region have introduced
some form of open list, preferential voting or independent candidacies, which has hindered political cohesion
(Freidenberg and Došek, 2016; Casas-Zamora, 2019). Short-termism is also one of the characteristics of these
reforms, as a result of both the particular interests of political party elites and inadequate diagnostics, feeding
the reform frenzy, preventing the consolidation of reforms and increasing citizen frustration with governability.
According to Kevin Casas-Zamora, Secretary-General of International IDEA (2016), “the combination of the
presidential system and the multiparty system is problematic and requires a very special institutional design
effort to manage the risks” (Casas-Zamora, 2016, free translation).
One of these risks is precisely the invigoration of authoritarian, populist and anti-system political leaderships
(Zovatto, 2021a). Such leaderships are the most direct –and generally intentional– threat to the rule of law and
democratic institutions, affecting not only the functionality of democratic governance but also its democratic
quality. These leaderships emerge precisely by capitalizing on representative disaffection and the factors feeding
it. On the one hand, by filling the void left in some countries by the collapse of traditional parties12 that usually

12 This is however not the case in all countries. For a more in-depth analysis of the transformation of political parties, including traditional parties,
see Alenda and Varetto (2020). On this topic, also see Lupu (2014).
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rotated in power; on the other hand, by appealing directly to the anger, discontent and distrust of citizens towards
socioeconomic conditions and an anti-system and anti-elite discourse (IDEA, 2019). These leaderships usually enter
the political arena through the creation of new political platforms that are not very well institutionalized and that
are articulated around a charismatic leader who repudiates political party structures. These poorly institutionalized
political platforms entail the risk of a chaotic transmission of social demands, a corporatization of politics and the
removal of real (albeit imperfect) filters when authoritarian leaders come to power (Casas-Zamora, 2019).
There is a growing risk of the empowerment of authoritarian leaderships in the region. Support for democracy in
the region has fallen 12 percentage points over the last decade (from 70 percent in 2008 to 58 percent in 2017),
with a steeper decline (8 percentage points) from 2015 to 2018. According to the most recent data on the region,
46 percent of citizens share the perception that democracy does not work well, which is an opinion prevailing
especially among those who perceive that income distribution in their countries is very unequal (UNDP, 2021b).
Another issue of great concern is that more than half (55 percent) of the population would not mind having a nondemocratic government as long as it was effective. In 12 of the 17 countries in the region covered by the survey,
more than 50 percent of the population holds this opinion. This view is also more prevalent among those who
see themselves as placed at the ends of the income distribution line. On the other hand, the people who place
themselves near the middle of the distribution do not agree with this assertion (UNDP, 2021b).
Despite the serious risks that this type of leadership poses to democracy, it has been difficult to articulate the
response of opposition political parties, civil society organizations and the international community to the rise to
power of these leaders. Among other things, because unlike the time before the “third wave of democratization”
(Huntington, 1991), these political platforms and leaderships do not come to power through blatant coups d'état
but through elections. Furthermore, once in power they do not proceed to suddenly eliminate the constitutional
checks and balances on the exercise of power (from the executive branch), but the concentration and expansion
of power rather occur gradually through the weakening and manipulation of the rule of law (restricting civil and
political liberties through formal laws passed by parliaments). At the same time, there is an appeal to nationalism
and heavy-handedness to restore law and order (IDEA, 2019). The eventual democratic collapse in Nicaragua and
Venezuela, for example, came after a gradual process of democratic erosion over two decades (IDEA, 2019).
The challenge to governability posed by representative disaffection has been -to a certain extent- mitigated by
the regular competitive and free elections in the region, one of its most significant democratic achievements. LAC
has the highest levels of electoral participation in the world: 67 percent (compared to 63 percent in Europe and
55 percent in North America). However, this is partially explained by the fact that voting is compulsory in 14
countries in the region, especially in South America (Zovatto, 2021; IDEA, 2019). Likewise, the region also has
electoral rules and practices “with high democratic standards” and as of 2019 half of the countries (11) displayed a
high performance in Clean Elections (IDEA, 2019).
During the pandemic, electoral authorities also showed enormous resilience in the present election supercycle (IDEA, 2020c; Zovatto, n.d.). Although some electoral processes in the region were postponed, the
vast majority were held through a reconciliation of public health and electoral integrity (Zovatto, 2020; IDEA,
2021b). On the other hand, voter turnout declined in all but one country, though not significantly, compared
to the average voter turnout during 2008-2019 (IDEA, 2021b)13. This decline is however understandable in
the context of the pandemic. The existence of compulsory voting, in some countries of the region where it is
enforced, may also have prevented greater electoral abstention. Likewise, there are persistent deficiencies in
the use of special voting mechanisms, an area in which the region still lags far behind other regions (IDEA, n.d.).

13

Updated as of 22 June 2021.
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In terms of women's electoral participation, there have been positive developments in the region in recent
decades. LAC continues to be the leader in terms of parity in national parliaments (lower or single chamber),
although 10 countries in the region have yet to reach 20 percent representation of women in parliament. In
2019, women held only 24.5 percent of government positions at the local level (Inter-Parliamentary Union,
2021).
Electoral participation and resilience are therefore an opportunity for the governance agenda. However, political
fragmentation and polarization and social conflict are also affecting the quality of electoral processes and their
capacity to diminish the enormous social pressure and trigger new social and political agreements. Although
political parties may reflect, and to a certain extent absorb, social conflict, their draw is imperfect, since social
conflicts may go beyond ideological differences and party affiliations. The high competitiveness in elections is
also putting pressure on electoral systems, particularly on electoral authorities. With few exceptions, electoral
processes in the region have had high levels of integrity (IDEA, 2019); however, unfounded allegations of fraud
and political bias of electoral authorities jeopardize the stability of elections and weaken the legitimacy of
elected governments and democratic institutionality. The result of this is that some countries in the region have
been going through early and recurrent constitutional and governance crises between electoral periods. This is
compounded by the deliberate undermining of the rule of law by authoritarian and populist leaders, especially
through the breach of judicial independence (including electoral authorities) and of integrity of the media (see
section 3).
Visible social protests and mobilizations in the region also represent an opportunity for the governance agenda.
The year 2019 will be remembered as the year of the “social outburst” in Latin America (Murillo, 2021). In the
last quarter of that year, protests broke out in Ecuador, Chile, Bolivia and Colombia. While the risk of COVID-19
contagion and the confinement and quarantine measures seemed to quell the massive social protests when the
pandemic hit the region in 2020, in those countries the discontent was stronger and people took to the streets
even in the midst of the pandemic. In Peru and Paraguay, which had gone through institutional crises in 2019,
protests broke out in late 2020 and early 2021, respectively.
In addition to the discontent fueling these and other protests in the region, in some countries there is also a visible
predisposition in terms of representation, inclusion and participation. Furthermore, some identity movements in
the region have moved forward in formalization as environmental or indigenous political parties. More recently,
the feminist movement has also burst forward onto the political scene in the region in a strong and organized
manner to protest against gender-based inequality and violence and to advocate for women's rights (Agencia
EFE, 2020; Gil and Paúl, 2020). Young people have also played a leading role in the current forms of expression
of social conflict and the main mobilizations in the region. This means that in those mobilizations there are new
players with different agendas, different from the main actors in the protests during the transitions to democracy
and who use new technological and digital tools, most notably social networks.
This is a valuable asset for the democracies of the region. On the contrary, citizens who keep quiet and with no
capacity to mobilize are fertile ground for the advancement of authoritarian projects. In other words, despite
representative disaffection and declining support for democracy, there is also a desire for socioeconomic and
governability conditions to improve in democracy, that is, with the participation of multiple voices. But at the same
time, the existence of varying social agendas makes the task of aggregating collective interests and reaching
broad social and political agreements more complex.
The great challenge facing the region is how to take advantage of the momentum of citizen participation within the
framework of representative disaffection and with institutional design problems that hinder governability. Given
that all expressions of collective action (political parties, elections, referendums, protests) are imperfect by nature,
one of the first objectives in the region should be to improve their complementarity (World Bank, 2017) and avoid
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embracing proposals that encourage the substitution of one of these mechanisms for others. A healthy democracy
does not function with political parties alone, but neither does it function without them. While making reforms
to the traditional mechanisms of representation, especially in the political-electoral systems, in order to reduce
political fragmentation, it will be necessary to activate complementary mechanisms of citizen participation and
deliberation to help channel the social upheaval on the streets.
In the short term, economic, social and environmental councils at the national and subnational levels should be
established or reactivated to start or continue with deliberation processes on new or ongoing public policies and
legal reforms. The use of digital technologies can play a central role in facilitating new mechanisms for deliberation
and citizen participation. It will also be necessary to activate complementary mechanisms for a political dialogue
and consensus-building to facilitate decision-making in parliaments, especially in those with a high degree of
political fragmentation or where the ruling party does not have a majority in parliament. Without a doubt, the
region is facing two major challenges ahead to improve the quality of its governability: revitalizing political parties
and reconciling its identity diversity with the need to reach broad agreements (Bitar and Zovatto, 2021).
In the area of representative government, it is also worth exploring in greater depth and on an ongoing basis how
subnational governments and citizen participation and inclusion initiatives at the local level can help improve
governability in the countries of the region. This is essential, considering that local governments are the most
visible face of political power in most territories, particularly in rural areas. Both the poor public service delivery
at the local level and the frequent confrontations between the national and subnational governments can fuel
feelings of representative disaffection and discontentment with democracy among citizens.
According to a recent UNDP study, 16,529 local governments14 were identified in a sample of 19 Latin American
countries, which shows the magnitude of democratic exercise in the subnational sphere. Hence, focusing on
subnational governments offers an opportunity to improve governance and governability in the region (UNDP,
2021c). According to International IDEA's The Global State of Democracy 2019 (2019), on average, the Latin
American and Caribbean region displays median scores in Local Democracy, but has more countries with high
scores (10) compared to countries with median scores (7). In total, eight of these countries15 rank among the
25 percent of high-performing countries in the world (IDEA, 2019). It is worth highlighting a series of tools and
initiatives which UNDP is currently promoting at the subnational level with regard to the creation of socioeconomic
development opportunities, institutional transformation, peaceful coexistence and citizen security, which can have
a direct impact on governability in the region (UNDP, 2021c).
Finally, advancing reforms and initiatives at both the national and subnational levels will require a firm commitment
to respect for civil and political liberties, both in the exercise of the right to protest and in day-to-day life. In this
sense, it is troubling to see that in recent years the civic and media space in the region has shrunk. The proportion
of countries with a high score on Civil Society Participation and Media Integrity has halved since 2015 and the
proportion of countries with a high performance on Civil Liberties has also decreased significantly, while the
proportion of countries with a low performance has increased (IDEA, 2019 and 2020b). Such limitations usually
occur in non-democratic countries in the region, but also in democratic countries through regulations that affect
the right of civil society organizations to protest and develop their activities, as well as press freedom. Organized
crime organizations and other illicit networks also seriously encroach upon civic and media space in several
countries in the region. It is to be condemned that the region is the most dangerous in the world for environmental
activists (Colorado, 2019) and journalists (UN News, 2020). This is also a serious obstacle to governability. As will
be seen below, corruption and impunity seriously undermine the rule of law, which is the framework that provides
stability and certainty to governability.

14 Municipalities, delegations, districts, cantons or prefectures
15 Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Jamaica, Peru and Uruguay.
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Strengthening the rule of law in the region has not gone hand in hand with strengthening electoral processes since
the democratic transitions (Casas-Zamora, 2021a). This mismatch is not only seen in the historical lag in judicial,
security and anti-corruption matters, especially in countries with weak states, but also, and more recently, in the
erosion of key aspects of democracy such as judicial independence, media integrity and the apolitical stance and
subordination of the armed forces to civil power (IDEA 2019 and 2020a), all of which are essential to preserve the
checks and balances on power. Both the historical lags and the current trends of deterioration of the rule of law
are a major challenge for a governance agenda for three main reasons:
(1) Given the absence of urgent reforms to protect and strengthen the rule of law, the gains in
the strength of the region's electoral processes over the past decades may rapidly deteriorate;
(2) Without strong and independent rule of law institutions, the risk of giving a greater boost
to populist, authoritarian and anti-establishment leaderships in the region increases;
(3) If the rule of law is not strengthened thoroughly and effectively, corruption, organized
crime and violence are perpetuated and form a vicious cycle of impunity.
With respect to the first of these challenges, the lag in strengthening the rule of law, or its deterioration, has
begun to take its toll on the quality of the region's electoral processes, one of its fundamental democratic
attributes. Recent electoral processes have not only been fraught with greater political polarization, but also
with attacks on electoral and judicial authorities and officials, violations of press freedom, political violence,
and accusations and counter-accusations of corruption. They have also been marked by a degradation in the
quality of political debates, which has been reinforced by the factional and divisive use of social networks
in the region and the rise of religious-fundamentalist political parties (IDEA, 2019 and 2020a). The intrusion
of organized crime and the undue influence of economic power (UNDP, 2021b), especially through political
financing, also threaten to disrupt the integrity and equity of electoral processes (Casas-Zamora and Zovatto,
2015). All these factors have direct effects on democratic institutions, the quality of electoral processes and
the successive governments that are formed. Turbulent, divisive electoral processes heavily laden with mutual
attacks generally translate into government administrations with the same traits. After the elections, party
fragmentation and the use of political patronage to sustain presidential coalitions seriously affect legislative
activity as well (IDEA, 2019). There is therefore an urgent need to design and strengthen mechanisms so that
the electoral authorities do not become victims of political polarization and so that parliaments moderate their
positions once the elections are over.
The lack of strong and independent rule of law institutions also increases the risk of giving a boost to populist,
authoritarian and anti-system leaderships in the region, while at the same time this type of leadership is
characterized by its weakening or manipulation. The latter, through violations of judicial independence or
press freedom, or by enacting constitutional reforms to perpetuate themselves in power, all with the ultimate
goal of weakening or suppressing checks and balances on their power (IDEA, 2019; IDEA, 2020a). In turn,
this is happening through legal or constitutional reforms that award legitimacy to these attacks on the rule
of law. Another visible threat to the rule of law in some of the countries of the region is the empowerment of
the armed forces to exercise public security functions, overriding the civil police and as an institutional player
close to the political projects of the presidents (Bitar and Zovatto, 2020; IDEA, 2020a). That empowerment
represents a very serious risk to democratic institutions, civil and political liberties, and governability. Indeed,
in countries where public security tasks have been militarized, aggressions against citizens have intensified
and violence has escalated (UNDP, 2021b).
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Finally, if the rule of law is not strengthened thoroughly and effectively, corruption, organized crime and violence
are perpetuated and form a vicious cycle of impunity. Corruption seriously affects governance and governability,
as it undermines citizen confidence in democracy and its institutions, favors the misuse and improper use and
misappropriation of already scarce public resources, engenders impunity and affects social cohesion (IDEA,
2014a; OECD, 2018). Evidence from OECD countries on the drivers of trust shows that public integrity and the
perception of corruption are the most crucial determinants of trust in government (2020). Of all the aspects of
democracy in Latin America and the Caribbean, reducing corruption is the field in which the least substantial and
rapid progress has been made in recent decades. Almost half (41 percent) of the countries in the region –including
almost one-third of its democracies– suffer from a high level of corruption (IDEA, 2019). However, among the
countries in the region, and within each country, there are considerably divergent trajectories between the real
and perceived dimensions of corruption (Casas-Zamora and Carter, 2017). Likewise, while the levels of victimization
and perception of corruption do not seem to have undergone dramatic or uniform changes from the beginning of
the millennium until the middle of the past decade, opinions about corruption among the region's inhabitants do
seem to have become notably harder (Casas-Zamora and Carter, 2017).
Among other plausible factors that may explain the current wave of anti-corruption activism in Latin America,
Casas-Zamora and Carter (2017) point to the high levels of inequality –which produce a vicious circle that induces
corruption and exclusion–, the expansion of the middle class and a context of a deep economic downturn since the
beginning of the past decade16. All these factors will be exacerbated in the context of the pandemic, which will have
implications for improving governance and governability in the region, as new cases of corruption come to light
and reinforce “the notion that political institutions exist at the service of the interests of the wealthy and politically
connected few” (Casas-Zamora and Carter, 2017, p. 51). According to a recent UNDP survey in the region, among
six priorities for effective and sustainable recovery from the pandemic, the interviewed citizens overwhelmingly
(38.8 percent) mentioned reducing corruption as a priority, which is more than 32 percentage points higher than
the priority of having greater social protection (Figure 4.1).

16

The other possible explanatory factors are changes in patterns of access to information and enhanced transparency in the public sector
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FI G U R E 4.1 .
Lessons Learned from the Pandemic: Priorities towards the Future (average across all countries)
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38,2
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Source: Acuña-Alfaro and Sapienza (2021).

The high levels of violence in the region are also testimony to the weakness of the rule of law and a “factor
underlying the high inequality and low growth” (UNDP, 2021b). Between 2000 and 2018, murder rates in each
of the subregions of Latin America and the Caribbean significantly surpassed global averages (UNDP, 2021b).
Although LAC is home to 8 percent of the world's population, 33 percent of all homicides are committed in this
region. In addition, 17 of the 20 countries with the highest homicide rates in the world are located in LAC. The WHO
classifies more than 10 homicides per 100,000 people as an epidemic (Muggah and Aguirre, 2018). Nonetheless,
between 2019 and 2020 the homicide rate went down significantly in some of the most violent countries in the
region, especially in Central America17. In view of the widespread presence of organized crime in the region, fueled
especially by drug trafficking, various manifestations of criminal violence are common in the region, among which
human trafficking, illegal exploitation of natural resources, forced displacement, among others, all of which are
detrimental to democratic coexistence. However, five forms of violence are particularly harmful for governability:
violence against women, violence against journalists, violence against human rights advocates, violence against
politicians, and violence by agents of the state.
With regard to the first type of violence, the rate of prevalence of intimate partner violence among women aged
15-49 is 25 percent, 8 percentage points higher than the subregion with the lowest prevalence in the world
(Southern Europe). Regarding the second type of violence, Latin America is considered the deadliest region in
the world for journalists (UN News, 2020). With regard to human rights advocates, according to United Nations
figures, 75 percent of all assassinations globally between 2015 and 2019 took place in LAC (UNDP, 2021b). In terms
of violence against politicians, although it is not common in all countries of the region, in the countries where it
is present it is widespread18. Finally, with regard to violence by state agents, police brutality and abuse continue

17 In El Salvador, homicides fell by -16.2 per 100,000 inhabitants and in Guatemala and Honduras by -6.3 and -6.1, respectively. However, Honduras
remains one of the most violent countries in the region, with a homicide rate of 37.6, the third highest rate after Jamaica (46.5) and Venezuela (45.6)
(infoSegura, 2021; Asmann and Jones, 2021).
18 In Mexico alone, in the most recent electoral process, 252 people linked to politics and public service lost their lives, of which 91 were politicians
(aspirants or candidates, party militants and elected representatives or authorities), including 14 women (Etellekt Consultores, 2021).
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to be a major problem in the region, which mainly affects young men and residents of large cities (UNDP, 2021b).
Impunity in the prosecution of these and other violent crimes stokes public distrust and anger towards state
institutions, especially in case of flagrant violations of the right to life and personal security and integrity. It is no
coincidence that some of the countries in the region with the highest levels of violence at the same time suffer from
the highest levels of impunity in the world19.
Organized crime is widely present in the region and, in some territories, criminal organizations have completely
replaced the presence and action of the state. These organizations provide some forms of social assistance
to the population and supposed protection against other criminal gangs, in exchange for various payments
similar to tax payments, which represents a complete lack of governability in these places. Organized
crime also poses a threat to rule of law institutions because of its tendency to infiltrate political parties,
bureaucracies, democratic decision-making institutions and law enforcement agencies (IDEA et al., 2014b),
which in turn contributes to perpetuating impunity. In addition to the cost in human lives, impunity also entails
high economic costs for LAC countries which, as set out in section 2, are in urgent need of improving their
chronically low economic growth rates. Reducing social and economic inequalities also requires strong and
independent judiciaries and law enforcement agencies. Ultimately, governance and governability require
a rule of law that provides legal security, certainty and stability to the coexistence of citizens and to the
dynamics of political power between states, institutions of representation and citizens.

19 For countries with data available. Among the countries in the region with the highest levels of impunity in the world are Ecuador, Honduras, Guatemala, Mexico, Paraguay and Peru. Honduras has the highest levels of impunity in the region and the second highest in the world (Global Impunity
Index, 2020).
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5

International
and Regional
Dimension of
Governance
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It is also worth reflecting, albeit briefly, about the international and regional dimensions of governance with a
view to a future research agenda. Regional integration structures in LAC are in a state of paralysis and lethargy
(Merke, Stuenkel and Feldman, 2021; IDEA, 2021c). This has been harshly underlined by the pandemic, given
the considerable impact it has had on the region in terms of public health and the socio-economic situation in
comparison with other regions of the world. While there are various channels through which regional integration
can affect governance agendas at the national level and vice versa, five of them are particularly evident in the
region: first, the boost given to nationalist and populist discourses, which intrinsically entail a disregard for regional
integration institutions and initiatives; second, the international and regional nature of a significant part of the
risks and challenges to governability, including organized crime, migration, drug trafficking, corruption and, more
recently, climate change20; third, declining international cooperation, which can translate into poorer quality public
policies and a halt to the transfer of knowledge and best practices; fourth, low levels of economic integration and
trade that could lead to higher production costs and a loss of competitiveness, which in turn perpetuates low
economic growth rates; and fifth, the concentration of regional integration initiatives at the level of governments
and their representatives, reducing opportunities for peer-to-peer participation of civil society in the region.
The first of these channels, i.e. the close relationship between the use of nationalist and populist discourses
and a disregard for regional integration institutions and initiatives, is no coincidence. On the one hand, because
“Regional commitments have increased the costs of antidemocratic conduct, thereby serving as a deterrent
for potential coup-makers” (Merke, Stuenkel and Feldman, 2021, p. 27). On the other hand, because regional
commitments to democracy “have also become venues to socialize ruling elites into democratic norms” (ibid). In
turn, authoritarian and populist leaderships tend to use ideological polarization, both nationally and internationally,
for political gain. The global geopolitical changes of recent years, dominated by the confrontation between the
United States and China, have fueled this polarization, which has become an obstacle to international cooperation
and the strengthening of multilateral initiatives, as well as to the optimal performance of regional institutions
working in the field of the defense of human rights. At the same time, regional mechanisms to respond to threats
to democracy in the countries of the region have been applied selectively, and are outdated to respond to less
flagrant, but not necessarily less dangerous, threats to democracy (i.e. erosion of democracy and attacks on the
rule of law).
Regarding the second channel, the international and regional nature of a significant part of the risks and challenges
to governability, it is clear that, without strong regional integration initiatives and institutions, the isolated efforts
of each country to combat scourges such as organized crime, migration, drug trafficking, corruption and climate
change shall always be insufficient. The evidence of this is the persistence or worsening thereof in the region.
This is partly due to the low state and financial capacity of some of the countries, but mainly due to the lag and
deterioration in building the rule of law, perpetuating these challenges. Without robust rule of law in the region, it
is extremely difficult to activate a governance agenda at the regional cooperation and coordination mechanisms
based on multilateral rules, as well as to execute resources from international donors and financing sources with
integrity.
With respect to the third and fourth channels, less international cooperation and low levels of economic integration
and trade, they will continue to limit good governance in public administration and the provision of quality public
services and prevent further economic growth, both of which are essential to fight against citizen disaffection
and discontent. Broad international or regional agreements, for example, the 2030 Agenda, or even for some
countries membership in organizations such as the OECD, can accelerate decision-making and the approval of
reforms at the national level and reduce internal political polarization. Furthermore, the countries of the region

20

See Casas-Zamora (2021b).
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may also decide unilaterally to pursue development strategies through diplomatic and trade integration offensives
with world powers, with positive effects on their economic performance and eventually on citizens' assessment of
democracy, thus also highlighting the international –and even geopolitical– dimension of governance. But while
this latter channel may benefit some of the larger economies in the region, for the smaller ones regional integration
remains a fundamental step towards smart trade integration with large markets and global value chains.
Finally, with respect to the fifth channel, regional integration initiatives that go beyond the governments of the
region, they would offer more opportunities for citizen participation (civil society, non-governmental organizations,
media, and academic institutions) to strengthen governability and governance. Citizens and civil organizations
“play a far more substantial role in boosting regional integration than is generally recognized” (Merke, Stuenkel
and Feldman, 2021, p. 38).
Both on these issues and on those mentioned previously, experts agree that, without giving up regional reform
efforts, it is necessary to adopt a pragmatic approach both in the selection of issues and in the mechanisms
of action to revitalize regional integration (IDEA, 2021c; Merke, Stuenkel and Feldman, 2021). A more in-depth
analysis is therefore required on how to match that pragmatism in the field of regional integration with the task of
improving the quality of governance.
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Conclusion
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Governance and governability in the LAC region are displaying worrying signs of atrophy and erosion. This
document has identified three main factors behind the growing inability and deterioration in the democratic quality
of the region's political systems to meet citizens' demands: first, the poor performance of the economies and high
inequality in income distribution, which give rise to profound social discontent; second, a marked representative
disaffection towards political parties and parliaments; and third, a historical lag and recent deteriorations in the
construction of the rule of law. The way in which these three factors interact - and the way in which they have
been addressed from an institutional reform perspective - is putting considerable pressure on the legitimacy of
traditional democratic forms to exercise the power granted in the elections and to reach broad social and political
agreements.
Unsatisfied social demands or expectations are largely due to the development trap in which LAC is stuck.
This trap is the result of multiple interactions between closely interconnected phenomena, mainly high
income inequality and low economic growth, as well as the segmentation of the labor market, the historical
concentration of wealth and the existence of weak and not very redistribution-oriented tax systems. The key
to connecting these economic trends with social discontent lies in identifying the different forms of exclusion
that are experienced and perceived, both in terms of deprivation and privilege. In turn, among citizens these
exclusions generate feelings of anger and distrust towards political elites, triggering a profound representative
disaffection towards political parties and democratic decision-making institutions. Thus, the development trap
of LAC takes on a political dimension, marked by the need to reach viable political agreements that urgently
address the visible cracks in the region's social pacts.
Nonetheless, the political institutions designed for this purpose during the democratic transitions currently lack
the political capital needed to accomplish the required economic and social transformations. In addition to the
representative disaffection, which has led to the weakening of political parties as vehicles for representation and
aggregation of collective interests, a greater fragmentation of the political party system and a marked political
polarization that closely follows trends in income distribution have increased the number of political actors with
powers of veto. The inability to reach a political agreement, added to the discontentment with the political elites
due to their performance, is opening spaces for the empowerment of anti-system, populist or authoritarian
leaderships in the region.
Such leadership represents the most direct threat to the rule of law and democratic institutions, affecting not
only the quality of governability but also its democratic nature. This type of political leadership, which comes to
power through elections, is characterized by the concentration and gradual expansion of power by weakening
and manipulating the rule of law. Inter alia, this would be by restricting civil and political liberties through formal
laws; attacking judicial independence, electoral authorities and the media; and giving greater power to the armed
forces.
This current deterioration of the rule of law is in addition to a historical lag in judicial independence and the
fight against corruption, insecurity, violence and organized crime. Combined with the lack of opportunities for
development, these historical lags feed citizens' feelings of being fed up with political elites, which is also fertile
ground for authoritarian leaderships that promise radical punitive action against corruption and crime, often
without regard for civil rights and guarantees.
There are, however, important democratic reserves in the region that provide an opportunity to improve the state
of governability and make governance more effective. The first one is electoral resilience, i.e. both the holding
of regular elections and electoral participation, two of the region's best democratic attributes. Despite some
postponements, the calendar of the electoral super-cycle remained on course, thanks in part to the great technical
and adaptive capacity of the electoral bodies. Still, the erosion of the rule of law and the political fragmentation
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and polarization are beginning to take their toll on the quality of electoral processes. Of particular concern is the
renewed attack by political figures on the electoral authorities in several countries of the region. The conduct of
elections must be protected, but the quality must be improved as well. Electoral processes with integrity, within the
framework of democratic institutions and less political polarization, generally translate into periods of government
with the same characteristics and vice versa.
The other valuable democratic reserve which the region has is active citizens that are aware of human rights
and the advantages of living in a democracy. While social and protest movements are unmistakable signs of
discontent, they also offer an opportunity for governments to correct their political course with the instruments
of democracy. In light of the current difficulty of traditional mechanisms of representation to channel the
discontent that is visible on the streets, it is necessary to design and activate complementary mechanisms of
social and political dialogue. However, political parties will continue to have a crucial role and strengthening
and institutionalizing them must be a priority. The biggest challenge for the political party system in the region
is to show its capacity for inclusion and agreement to citizens over emerging one-person and authoritarian
leaderships. Although politics is not practiced exclusively through political parties, governability is not possible
without them.
To finalize, the elements developed in this document are just a few central pieces of the complex puzzle that
shapes governability and which constitutes the scenario for governance action. Faced with the daunting task
of quality enhancement, a strategic approach is required to prioritize certain knots that, when unraveled, will
give rise to virtuous circles that will make it easier to address the rest of the challenges. In other words, the
prioritization and sequence chosen, as well as the tools for decision making, play a decisive role, especially
faced with the current scarce political and economic capital of democracies in the region.
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Public Policy
Recommendations
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In a didactic fashion, the document has been divided into specific problems of governability in the region;
however, from the point of view of governance, is of great value to find the points of interdependence between
these problems, that is, it is more appropriate to think of it as an interconnected system, in which modifications
to any one of them have repercussions on the others. This perspective has an impact on the proposals to
address these problems, in which the effort should be aimed at finding and addressing the nodal points of
governability and governance, rather than offering an exhaustive list of possible solutions. Making this broad
systematization effort is one of the cross-cutting recommendations derived from this report.
E CO N O M I C P E R F O R M A N C E A S A T R I G G E R O F S O C I A L U N R E S T
Mediocre economic growth, low productivity, income inequality and labor segmentation are
different elements of the same systemic problem that triggers considerable social unrest.
1.
Universal social protection systems: specifically, universal social protection systems that are more
inclusive and redistributive, sustainable in fiscal terms and more conducive to growth. Poor households need
income transfers and social security, not either one or the other. Moreover, social security is key for non-poor
households, especially when they are in a vulnerable position. Instead of acting ex ante to prevent poverty, policies
react ex post to mitigate it once it is there. In LAC, poverty rates have declined largely because households receive
revenue transfers and not so much because the revenues of poor households have increased. The region should
not expect targeted transfers alone to eradicate poverty. These transfers should be better integrated with social
security policies, covering all people living in poverty and those who are not poor, with the same quality (UNDP,
2021b).
2.
Financing the state: it is necessary to build alliances and social communication schemes to prepare the
ground for a fiscal reform in the medium term; increasing tax collection as a percentage of GDP is an unavoidable
condition to address the identified issues. Simplifying tax structures to clear away distortions that limit productivity
growth and generating more progressive taxation are key elements. It has been argued in different forums (see
Ahmad et al., 2019) that property taxes offer an untapped potential in Latin America as a progressive tax to help
combat economic inequality and achieve the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). On the other hand, creative
means are needed to link the use of public debt to development objectives, as in the case of the SDG Sovereign
Bond issued by Mexico, which is unique in the world.
3.
Inclusive digitization: three conditions need to be met to take advantage of the momentum that the
pandemic has given to digitization, aimed at making it inclusive and fostering productivity: significant investments
in infrastructure and access to devices; development of digital skills, especially for the population lagging behind;
and regulation to bolster public-private cooperation. In a region with marked differences in productivity according
to company size, digital transformation offers opportunities, though it may also accentuate disparities. If appropriate
policies were adopted, digital technologies would help close the productivity gap in relation to larger companies.
4.
Protection of care work in households: it is essential to put in place public policies that institute the
right to provide care and receive care. Designing solutions for caregiving is essential for women to enjoy equal
opportunities in the world of work. This implies at least the following challenges:
» Defeminization, that is, deconstructing gender roles by making care a choice, and including the people who
provide unpaid care in social protection.
» Redistribution of the provision of care between the state, the market, the community and families, and
promotion of a balance between men and women in households.
» Demercantilization of the care experience (changing the concept of “if you can pay, you have access”), as
access to quality care services is a way to reduce social inequalities by guaranteeing the rights of those who
require care and those who provide care (ECLAC, 2020).
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R E PR E S E NTATI V E A N D D E M OC R ATI C D I SA FFEC TI O N
Political parties that are weak and that have fallen into disrepute
5.
Democratic leadership programs: aimed at strengthening the capacity of existing schools and centers
of public administration and public policy in the region with training programs focusing on democratic leadership
for members of political parties, candidates and public officials. In addition to instilling devotion to democracy
and its principles, these programs should give priority to the modernization of political parties, the reduction of
political polarization, the enhancement of the quality of public debate and the design of formal and informal spaces
for interaction between political parties and civil society. Electoral authorities must play a central role in leading
these efforts. The recommendation is to explore the operation and financing thereof as soon as possible with the
cooperation of regional and international agencies.
6.
Institutionalization of political parties: review and amend existing regulations to encourage and facilitate
the institutionalization and sustainability of political parties and their structures. It is important to ensure a balance
between rigor and flexibility to prevent the volatility of political parties and the abuse of political platforms for
personality-centered projects, while at the same time encouraging the formal political participation of civil society
movements and platforms.
7.
Formalization of screening and veto procedures for legislative candidacies: aimed at allowing political
parties to perform due diligence, but also due process, when reviewing the ethical background of candidates
for legislative positions. It is also about putting in place the legal obligation of parties to require that candidates
submit criminal records and that sanctions will be imposed in case of providing false information, as well as about
introducing the obligation for political parties to make information on their candidates publicly available21.
Divided governments and fragmented parliaments
8.
Review political-electoral systems: especially in countries where, after a considerable number of
elections, the usual result is divided governments, highly competitive second rounds of elections, and significant
fragmentation in parliament. Such a review should seek a balance between representativeness and governability.
The recommendation in advance is to review the president's powers, in order to avoid an imbalance that would
benefit the concentration of power.
Polarized and divisive elections
9.
Adopt controls to prevent campaign spending from skyrocketing: : imposing limits on the duration of
electoral campaigns, in particular the period of political propaganda and caps on advertising in the media by
political parties and candidates (Casas-Zamora and Zovatto, 2015).
10.
Negotiate codes of conduct during electoral processes: : involving political parties, media and social
media platforms, in order to reduce polarization and the dissemination of fake news or unfair information during
elections and in order to protect electoral bodies and their officials from attacks and threats to their integrity. The
recommendation is that such codes be negotiated for each electoral process under the guidance and oversight
of the electoral authorities and with the support of civil society and academia. The first code of conduct of this
type negotiated in the Netherlands under the leadership of International IDEA provides valuable guidance for
the benefit of electoral bodies in the region.

21 With regard to mechanisms for screening and vetoing legislative candidacies in Latin American political parties, see Casas-Zamora and Quesada
(2019).
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11.
Implement special voting mechanisms: it is recommended that the electoral bodies of the region start,
before long, with a discussion on the convenience of implementing special voting mechanisms such as postal
voting, Internet voting, early voting and the extension of the election day. Where pilot projects do not yet exist, the
recommendation is to start designing a roadmap as soon as possible, as well as exchanging good practices with
electoral authorities in countries within and outside the region that already use these mechanisms. These initiatives
must be socialized with political parties, citizens and civil society organizations in order to strengthen the trust
placed in the electoral authorities and shield the integrity of the use of these mechanisms. In addition to increasing
voter turnout, extending the election day beyond a single day and activating special voting mechanisms (especially
postal voting) are likely to dissipate the electoral tension and political polarization traditionally concentrated in a
single election day.
Persistent limitations to women's political participation
12.
Approve legislative frameworks that guarantee full gender parity: for all branches and levels of
government and in terms of incumbent candidates, as well as effective mechanisms to enforce such legislation.
Deeply-rooted culture of privilege
13.
Design anti-privilege agendas in public office: it is recommended that an exhaustive review be made
of the number and type of privileges or economic and in-kind benefits enjoyed by those elected to office or
who are public officials appointed at discretion. It is also recommended that an agenda be drawn up for the
progressive reduction or elimination of these privileges and benefits, based on an analysis of proportionality and
reasonableness with regard to their necessity.
Absence of alternative mechanisms for political and social dialogue and negotiation
14.
Institute permanent forums for consensus-building among political parties: with the aim of discussing
public policy and institutional reform proposals (including electoral matters). The purpose of these forums should
be to complement the formal decision-making spaces in order to articulate and push forward proposals of common
interest among diverse political forces, establish common channels of dialogue with other state bodies and reduce
political polarization.
15.
Establish and reactivate economic and social councils: both at the national and subnational levels, as a
mechanism for dialogue and negotiation among various sectors of society. It is recommended that these councils
be institutionalized through a law or constitutional amendment, so that their constitution and operation would be
periodic and uninterrupted. Cooperation mechanisms should be explored with countries where these councils are
long-standing and successful.
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L AG A N D D E TER I O R ATI O N I N B U I LD I N G TH E RU LE O F L AWO
Persistent corruption
16.
Digitize public procurement and contracting systems and systems for the provision of public services:
seeking to prevent bribery and overpricing through digital systems that make transactions transparent and facilitate
control of the different stages of the procurement, contracting and service provision process. It is recommended
that this action be put into effect as soon as possible.
17.
Strictly control political financing: among other measures, through greater control of private financing
(especially anonymous contributions, contributions from foreign sources and contributions from legal entities);
distributing stepwise subsidies throughout the electoral cycle and partially directed to research and training
of party members; establishing accountability mechanisms regarding financial management by parties and
candidates; and applying a gradual system of sanctions for political party financial managers in the case of any
violation of current legislation (Casas-Zamora and Zovatto, 2015). The recommendation is to regulate/implement
these actions prior to the next electoral process.
18.
Regulate legislative lobbying: in order to avoid undue influence in law-making processes by both criminal
groups and powerful economic groups.
Attacks on the integrity of electoral authorities and their officials
19.
Create special monitoring mechanisms in the event of attacks on electoral authorities or their officials:
que incluyan mecanismos de registro, reacción y medidas correctivas. Se recomienda que dicha iniciativa sea
diseñada y ejecutada por una red o redes de organismos electorales de la región. Dichos mecanismos deberán
además presentar informes regulares y emitir recomendaciones de política pública dirigidas a proteger a los
organismos electorales de la región.
Breach of judicial independence
20.
Put in place observation and corrective mechanisms vis-à-vis attacks on judicial authorities and
officials: establish and strengthen an independent monitoring entity that identifies and quantifies the extent
and scope of the breach of judicial independence and that recommends and implements prompt corrective
mechanisms.
21.
Enhance transparency in the appointment of judicial authorities: updating and issuing legislation
to publicly and transparently share the names, requirements and procedures for the candidature, election and
renewal of judicial, electoral and control authorities, as well as their deputies.
22.
Ensure the stability of judicial appointments: through the use of mechanisms for the non-renewal or
removal of appointments that require qualified majorities, that call for transparent and reasoned voting and that
ensure stability of the judicial profession.
23.
Guidelines for advancing judicial reforms: focusing on the development of guidelines by international
and regional technical bodies and experts on how to design and advance judicial reforms within the framework of
the rule of law, complementing them with cooperation programs.
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Breach of freedom of expression and press freedom
24.
Observation and correction mechanisms to protect freedom of expression and press: by putting in place
and strengthening monitoring, correction and protection systems that make it possible to identify and quantify the
extent and scope of violations of the freedom of expression and press freedom. Collaboration with professional
associations and academia is recommended.
Undue empowerment of the armed forces
25.
Keep public security forces under civilian command: review and modify, as soon as possible, regulations
to ensure that specialized public security forces are under civilian rather than military command.
26.
Enforce regulations prohibiting political and electoral activity by active military personnel: establish
and strengthen, as soon as possible, expeditious mechanisms for monitoring and correcting incidents of political
and electoral activism by active military officials.
Violence against journalists, human rights advocates, and women
27.
Violence against journalists: see the recommendations of the Office of the Special Rapporteur on
Freedom of Expression and the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights22.
28.
Violence against human rights advocates: see the recommendations of the Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights23.
29.

Violence against women: see the recommendations of UN Women24.

30.

Violence against women in politics: see the recommendations of UN Women and OAS25.

22 www.oas.org/es/cidh/expresion/docs/brochures/violencia-periodistas-largo.pdf
23 www.oas.org/es/cidh/r/dddh/guias/GuiaPractica_DefensoresDDHH-v3_SPA.pdf
24 www2.unwomen.org/-/media/field%20office%20americas/documentos/publicaciones/2017/11/delcompromisoalaaccionespcompressed.pdf?la=es&vs=1627
25 www.oas.org/es/mesecvi/docs/ViolenciaPoliticaMapeoLegislativo-ES.pdf
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A N N E X 1:

Brief literature review on the concepts of “democratic governability”, “governability” and “governance.26
“Governability can be understood as the situation in which there is a
concurrence of a set of favorable conditions for government action that are
located in its environment (of an environmental nature) or that are intrinsic to
it.”

Alcántara (1994), p.11

“Governability will be assured to the extent that a government can
simultaneously maintain legitimacy and promote socioeconomic
development.”
“When considering the underlying dimensions of the issue of governability
in Latin America, it has been pointed out that these are none other than
'strengthening the legitimacy of the political system and state institutions;
and development of the effectiveness of the public policies designed and
implemented by the state'.”
Governability: “a state of dynamic equilibrium between the level of society's
demands and the capacity of the political system (state/government) to
respond to them in a legitimate and effective manner.”
Governance: “examination of the specific way in which governments set their
agendas, design their policies, make their decisions and assess their impacts.”

26

Mayorga (1992), quoted by
Alcántara (1994), p. 12

Camou (2001),
cited by Mayorga and
Córdova (2007)

“There is a need to deepen both democratic governability, understood as
institutional strengthening of the regime, and, above all, the political culture,
which entails building spaces for equitable participation, especially for the
most disadvantaged in Latin American societies. This requires political
will, leaders committed to their countries and to the region, and citizens
determined to confront the problems and challenges in order to live with
greater and better democracy.”

UNDP (2004), p.32

“Governability is the process by which opportunities are generated
(application is linked to the practice of democracy as well as political and civil
rights leading to sustainable development).”

UNDP Latin America and
the Caribbean (n.d.)

“[G]overnance is the process of interaction between state and non-state
actors to formulate and put into effect policies within the framework of a given
set of formal and informal rules that shape power and are
shaped by it [...] power is defined as the ability of certain groups and
individuals to get others to act in the interests of those groups and individuals
and to achieve specific results.”

La gobernanza y las leyes,
World Bank (2017), p.3

Free translation into English of the works originally written in Spanish.
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Effective governability: “It means thinking about and supporting democratic
governability processes that enable the (i) generation of opportunities for
socioeconomic development and meaningful participation; (ii) opportunities
for institutional transformations and greater efficiency in responding to citizen
demands; and (iii) better opportunities for peaceful coexistence and citizen
security.”

Gobernabilidad efectiva en
tiempos de incertidumbre:
innovaciones en
gobernabilidad local
en América Latina y
el Caribe [Effective
governability in times of
uncertainty: innovations
in local governability in
Latin America and the
Caribbean] (UNDP, 2021c),
p. 11

“Democratic governability is the quality of a political system to consistently
generate legitimate governments, elected in fair and transparent elections,
capable of effectively promoting inclusive, sustainable and equitable
economic and social progress. It implies a suitable management to lead a
process of continuous strengthening of democracy, which is resilient, without
ruptures or serious interruptions, which takes place through institutional and
peaceful means, within the framework of the rule of law and backed by an
electoral and parliamentary majority. Its strength is enhanced by a strategic
narrative that points to a shared future, and by a government capable of
satisfying the basic demands and aspirations of the most vulnerable sectors.”

Bitar, Sergio; Mattar,
Jorge; Medina, Javier.
(2021). “El gran giro de
América Latina. Hacia
una región democrática,
sostenible, próspera e
incluyente” [America
Latina's great shift: Towards
a democratic, sustainable,
prosperous and inclusive
region], p. 86.

45

8

Bibliography

46

Acuña-Alfaro, J., and Sapienza, E., “COVID-19 y el contrato social en América Latina: Visiones de la ciudadanía sobre las
respuestas nacionales un año después” [COVID-19 and the social contract in Latin America: Citizens' views on national
responses one year later] (2021), UNDP Latin America and the Caribbean (18 May 2021), www.latinamerica.undp.org/content/
rblac/es/home/blog/2021/covid-19-y-el-contrato-social-en-america-latina--visiones-de-la-.html
Agencia EFE, “ONG debaten en Chile sobre la irrupción del movimiento feminista en Latinoamérica” [NGOs debating in
Chile on the irruption of the feminist movement in Latin America] (8 September 2018), www.efe.com/efe/america/sociedad/
ong-debaten-en-chile-sobre-la-irrupcion-del-movimiento-feminista-latinoamerica/20000013-3743462, accessed on 2 July
2020.
Ahmad, G. Brosio and J. P. Jiménez (2019) “Options for retooling property taxation in Latin America”, Macroeconomics of
Development series, N°. 202 (LC/TS.2019/91), Santiago, Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC).
Alcántara, M., “De la gobernabilidad” [About governability], Vol. 8 (1994): Gobernabilidad y Democracia, https://doi.
org/10.14201/alh.2288, accessed on 19 October 2021.
_______, “¿Instituciones o máquinas ideológicas? Origen, programa y organización de los partidos políticos
latinoamericanos” [Institutions or ideological machines? Origin, program and organization of Latin American political parties],
Instituto de Ciències Politiques i Socials (Barcelona: 2004).
_______, “Los partidos y la fatiga de la democracia: especial referencia al caso de América Latina” [Parties and the fatigue
of democracy: special reference to the case of Latin America], Revista Latinoamericana de Política Comparada, 15 (2019), pp.
11-30, politicacomparada.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/01.%20 Alc%C3%A1ntara.%20Revista%20Latinoamericana%20
de%20Politica,%20Vol.%2015-11-30%20(VF).pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Alenda S. and Varetto C., “Ni crisis ni panaceas. Dinámicas y transformaciones de los sistemas partidarios en América
Latina” [Neither crisis nor panaceas. Dynamics and transformations of party systems in Latin America], Colombia
Internacional, 103 (2020), pp. 3-28, doi.org/10.7440/colombiaint103.2020.0, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Asmann, P. and Jones, K., “Balance de InSight Crime de los homicidios en 2020” [InSight Crime Balance Sheet of Homicides
in 2020], InSight Crime, (29 January 2021), es.insightcrime.org/noticias/analisis/balance-insight-crime-homicidios-2020,
accessed on 2 July 2021.
Bitar, S. and Zovatto, D., “América Latina: los cambios postpandemia” [Latin America: the post-pandemic changes],
International IDEA (2 September 2021), www.idea.int/es/news-media/news/es/am%C3%A9rica-latina-los-cambiospostpandemia, accessed on 2 July 2021.
Bitar, S., Mattar, J., Medina, J., “El gran giro de América Latina: Hacia una región democrática, sostenible, próspera e
incluyente” [Latin America’s great shift: Towards a democratic, sustainable, prosperous and inclusive region], (Cali: Editorial
Univalle, 2021), bibliotecadigital.univalle.edu.co/xmlui/bitstream/handle/10893/20249/el_gran_giro_de_america_latina_
ebook.pdf?sequence=3, accessed on 10 August 2021.
Camou, A., Los desafíos de la Gobernabilidad [The Challenges of Governability]. Preliminary study and compilation, (Mexico:
Flacso/IISUNAM/Plaza y Valdés: 2001).
Casas-Zamora, K., “Cinco reflexiones sobre las reformas políticas en América Latina” [Five reflections on political reforms in
Latin America], in Reformas Políticas en América Latina: tendencias y casos (Washington D.C.: OAS, 2016), www.oas.org/es/
sap/pubs/reformas_politicas.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “El espejismo antipartidario” [The antiparty mirage], The New York Times (1 February 2019), www.nytimes.com/
es/2019/02/01/espanol/opinion/crisis-partidos-politicos.html, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “What's happening to democracy in Latin America?”, International IDEA virtual event (23 June 2021a), www.idea.
int/news-media/news/whats-happening-democracy-latin-america, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “Why democracy is the key ingredient to battling climate change”, International IDEA (30 June 2021b), www.idea.
int/es/node/314522, accessed on 7 July 2021.
_______, and Zovatto, D., “El costo de la democracia: apuntes sobre la regulación del financiamiento político en América
Latina” [The cost of democracy: notes on the regulation of political financing in Latin America], Latin America Initiative
Foreign Policy at BROOKINGS, Policy Report (July 2015), www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/The-Cost-ofDemocracy-CasasZamora-Zovatto-Spanish.pdf, accessed on 2 July 2021.

47

_______, and Carter, M., Beyond the Scandals. The Changing Context of Corruption in Latin America (Washington D.C.:
Inter-American Dialogue, 2017), www.thedialogue.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/02/Corruption-in-Latin-America_ROL_
Report_FINAL_web-PDF.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, and Quesada, T., Mecanismos de tamizaje y veto de candidaturas legislativas en los partidos políticos
[Mechanisms for sifting and vetoing legislative nominations in political parties], (Washington D.C.: National Democratic
Institute, 2019), www.ndi.org/sites/default/files/compaginacion%20espan%CC%83ol.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Colorado, M., “América Latina es el lugar más peligroso para los defensores del medio ambiente” [Latin America is the
most dangerous place for environmental advocates], France 24 (8 August 2019), www.france24.com/es/20190808-medioambiente-defensores-asesinados-latinoamerica, accessed on 2 July 2021.
Credit Suisse (2016) Global Wealth Databook 2010, Zurich, Switzerland.
ECLAC (Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean), Panorama Social de América Latina 2020 [Social
Panorama of Latin America 2020] (March 2021). www.cepal.org/es/publicaciones/46687-panorama-social-americalatina-2020.
_____, Database on Social Investment in Latin America and the Caribbean (n.d.). observatoriosocial.cepal.org/inversion/es.
Etellekt Consultores, Sexto Informe de Violencia Política en México 2021 (Sixth report on political violence in Mexico 2021],
(Mexico City: Etellekt, 2021), www.etellekt.com/informe-de-violencia-politica-en-mexico-2021-J5-etellekt.html, accessed on
2 July 2021.
Forbes, “The Real Time Billionaire List” in www.forbes.com/billionaires (2020), accessed on 5 November 2020.
Freidenberg, F. and Došek, T., “Las reformas electorales en América Latina (1978-2015)” [Electoral reforms in Latin America
(1978-2015)], in Reformas Políticas en América Latina: tendencias y casos (Washington D.C.: OAS, 2016), www.oas.org/es/
sap/pubs/reformas_politicas.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Gil I. and Paúl F., “El debate sobre el rol que deben jugar los hombres en el movimiento feminista” [The debate on the role
to be played by men in the feminist movement], BBC News Mundo (8 March 2020), www.bbc.com/mundo/noticias-americalatina-51729512, accessed on 2 July 2020.
Huntington, S. P., “Democracy’s Third Wave”, Journal of Democracy, 2/2 (spring 1991), pp. 12–34, doi.org/10.1353/
jod.1991.0016, accessed on 10 September 2020.
Hurtado, J., “La segunda vuelta electoral en Latinoamérica y su posible introducción en México” [The second round of
election in Latin America and its possible introduction in Mexico], Intersticios Sociales, 19, (March-August 2020), pp. 261-290,
www.scielo.org.mx/pdf/ins/n19/2007-4964-ins-19-261.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
ILO (International Labour Organization), “Individuals, work and society” (2018), www.ilo.org/wcmsp5/groups/ public/--dgreports/---cabinet/documents/publication/wcms_618366.pdf.
_______ 2020 “ILO Monitor: COVID-19 and the world of work”. Seventh edition.
IMF (International Monetary Fund) World Economic Outlook (2020). “A Long and Difficult Ascent.” October 2020.
_______, World Economic Outlook (2021). “Policy Support and Vaccines Expected to Lift Activity.” January 2021.
International IDEA (International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance), La calidad de las democracias en
América Latina [The quality of democracies in Latin America] (Stockholm: International IDEA, 2014a), www.idea.int/sites/
default/files/publications/la-calidad-de-las-democracias-en-america-latina.pdf, accessed on 2 July 2020.
_______, Netherlands Institute for Multiparty Democracy (NIMD) and Netherlands Institute of International Relations
(Clingendael Institute), Redes ilícitas y política en América Latina [Illicit networks and politics in Latin America] (Stockholm:
International IDEA, 2014b), ideadev.insomnation.com/sites/default/files/publications/redes-ilicitas-y-pol%C3%ADtica-enam%C3%A9rica-latina.pdf, accessed on 2 July 2020.
_______, The Global State of Democracy 2019: Addressing the Ills, Reviving the Promise (Stockholm: International IDEA,
2019), doi.org/10.31752/idea.2019.32.

48

_______, Global Monitor of COVID-19’s Impact on Democracy and Human Rights (2020a), www.idea.int/gsod-indices/#/
indices/world-map, accessed on 1 July 2020.
_______, The Global State of Democracy. In Focus: Special Report (Stockholm: International IDEA, 2020b), www.idea.int/
sites/default/files/publications/balance-tendencias-democraticas-america-latina-y-caribe-antes-y-durante-la-pandemic.pdf,
accessed on 2 July 2020.
_______, Electoral Tribunal of the Judiciary of the Federation of Mexico and Global Network on Electoral Justice, “Group
of Latin American Authorities and Experts: Elections and Covid-19. Systematization of good practices and experiences in
Latin America and the Caribbean” (2020c), www.idea.int/sites/default/files/news/news-pdfs/documento-de-sistematizacionvf-27052021.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2020.
_______, The Global State of Democracy Indices, 1975–2021 (2021a), www.idea.int/gsod-indices/#/indices/countriesregions-profile, accessed on 1 July 2020.
_______, Global Overview of COVID-19 Impact on elections (2021b), www.idea.int/news-media/multimedia-reports/globaloverview-covid-19-impact-elections, accessed on 2 July 2020.
_______, “La gobernabilidad democrática como respuesta efectiva y perdurable a los desafíos de América Latina”
[Democratic governability as an effective and lasting response to Latin America's challenges] (Stockholm: International IDEA,
2021c), www.idea.int/sites/default/files/publications/la-gobernabilidad-democratica-como-respuesta-efectiva.pdf, accessed
on 10 August 2020.
_______, The State of Democracy in The Americas 2021: Democracy in Times of Crisis (Stockholm: International IDEA,
2021d), https://doi.org/10.31752/idea.2021.93
_______, Special Voting Arrangements (n.d.), www.idea.int/data-tools/data/special-voting-arrangements, accessed on 2
July 2020.
infoSegura, “Homicidios en el año del COVID-19: Centroamérica y República Dominicana” [Homicides in the year of
COVID-19: Central America and Dominican Republic] (20 January 2021), infosegura.org/2021/01/20/homicidios-en-el-anodel-covid-19-centroamerica-y-republica-dominicana, accessed on 2 July 2021.
Inter-Parliamentary Union, Global Data on National Parliaments (2021), data.ipu.org/women-averages?month=4&year=2021,
accessed on 2 July 2020.
Latinobarómetro, Latinobarómetro Report (2018) (Santiago, Chile: Latinobarómetro, 2018), www.latinobarometro.org/
latContents.jsp, accessed on 2 July 2021.
_______, Informe Latinobarómetro (2021) (Santiago de Chile: Latinobarómetro, 2021), www.latinobarometro.org/lat.jsp,
fecha de consulta 20 de abril de 2022
Le Clerq, J. and Rodríguez, G., “Escalas de impunidad en el mundo. Índice global de impunidad 2020” (Impunity in the
world. Global Impunity Index 2020], (Puebla: Editorial Universidad de las Américas Puebla, 2020), www.udlap.mx/cesij/files/
indices-globales/0-IGI-2020-UDLAP.pdf, accessed on 2 July 2021.
Lind, Michael, The New Class War: Saving Democracy From the Managerial Elite (2020), 203 pp. Portfolio/Penguin.
López-Calva, L.F. and Ortiz-Juárez, E. (2014) “A vulnerability approach to the definition of the middle class”. The Journal of
Economic Inequality, 12(1), pp. 23-47.
Lupu, N., “Brand Dilution and the Breakdown of Political Parties in Latin America”, World Politics 66(4), (2014), pp. 561–602,
www.noamlupu.com/breakdown.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Lustig, N., “Desigualdad y descontento social en América Latina” [Inequality and discontent in Latin America] (2020). NUSO
Nº 286 / MARCH - APRIL 2020.
Lustig, N., and Tommasi, M., (2020) “COVID-19 y la protección social de las personas pobres y los grupos vulnerables en
América Latina: un marco conceptual” [COVID-19 and social protection of poor and vulnerable groups in Latin America: a
conceptual framework]. UNDP LAC C19 PDS N°. 8.

49

Martínez, A., “El éxito electoral de los partidos políticos en América Latina durante las décadas de cambio político” (19882016). Organización, programa y niveles de competencia” [The electoral success of political parties in Latin America during
the decades of political change (1988-2016). Organizations, program and levels of competence], Universidad de Salamanca
(2017), quoted in Manuel Alcántara, “Los partidos y la fatiga de la democracia: especial referencia al caso de América Latina”,
Revista Latinoamericana de Política Comparada 15, (2019) pp. 11-30.
Mayorga, R.A., Democracia y gobernabilidad en América Latina [Democracy and Governability in Latin America], (Caracas:
Nueva Sociedad, 1992).
Mayorga, R.A. and Córdova, E., “Gobernabilidad y gobernanza en América Latina” [Governability and governance in Latin
America] (2007), Working Paper NCCR Norte-Sur IP8, Geneva, unpublished, www.institut-gouvernance.org/docs/fichagobernabilida.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
Medina, L., and Shneider, F., “Shedding Light on the Shadow Economy: A Global Database and the Interaction with the
Official One” (2019), CESifo Working Papers No. 7981. Munich Society for the Promotion of Economic Research – CESifo.
Merke, F., Stuenkel, O. and Feldman, A., “Reimagining Regional Governance in Latin America”, Carnegie Endowment for
International Peace (24 June 2021), carnegieendowment.org/files/Merke_Stuenkel_and_Feldman_Latin_America.pdf,
accessed on 10 August 2021.
Monsiváis, A., “La desafección representativa en América Latina” [Representative disaffection in Latin America], Andamios,
14(35), (2017), pp. 17-41, www.scielo.org.mx/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S1870-00632017000300017&lng=es&tlng=es,
accessed on 1 July 2021.
Muggah, R. and Aguirre, K., Citizen security in Latin America: Facts and Figures, Igarapé Institute (2018), igarape.org.br/wpcontent/uploads/2018/04/Citizen-Security-in-Latin-America-Facts-and-Figures.pdf, accessed on 21 September 2021.
Murillo, M.V., “Protestas, descontento y democracia en América Latina” [Protests, discontent and democracy in Latin
America], NUSO, 294, (July-August 2021), nuso.org/articulo/protestas-descontento-y-democracia-en-america-latina.
OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development), Integridad para el buen gobierno en América Latina
y el Caribe: de los compromisos a la acción [Integrity for good governance in Latin America and the Caribbean: from
commitments to action] (Paris: OECD, 2018), read.oecd-ilibrary.org/governance/integridad-para-el-buen-gobierno-enamerica-latina-y-el-caribe_9789264307339-en#page4, accessed on 2 July 2021.
_______, Government at a Glance: Latin America and the Caribbean 2020 (Paris: OECD, 2020), doi.org/10.1787/13130fbb-en.
Rodríguez, L., “Los sistemas de partidos de América Latina frente al espejo: elementos de contexto para las próximas citas
electorales en la región” [Party systems in Latin America in front of the mirror: context elements for the coming elections in
the region], working papers, 43, (2021), www.fundacioncarolina.es/wp-content/uploads/2021/02/DT_FC_43.pdf, accessed
on 1 July 2021.
Rodrik, D. and Sabel, C. F., “Building a Good Jobs Economy” (November 2019). HKS Working Paper No. RWP20-001,
Available at SSRN: ssrn.com/abstract=3533430.
Transparency International, Global Corruption Barometer Latin America & The Caribbean 2019, Citizens’ Views and
Experiences of Corruption (Berlin: Transparency International, 2019), images.transparencycdn.org/images/2019_GCB_
LatinAmerica_Caribbean_Full_Report_200409_091428.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
UNDP (United Nations Development Programme), La democracia en América Latina: hacia una democracia de ciudadanas y
ciudadanos [Democracy in Latin America: Towards a Citizen Democracy] (New York: UNDP, 2004), www2.ohchr.org/spanish/
issues/democracy/costarica/docs/PNUD-seminario.pdf, accessed on 1 July 2021.
______, Human Development Report 2020. The next frontier: Human development and the Anthropocene (New York:
UNDP, 2020), hdr.undp.org/sites/default/files/hdr2020.pdf.
______, América Latina y el Caribe: Gobernanza Efectiva, Más Allá de la Recuperación [Latin America and the Caribbean:
Effective Governance, beyond Recovery] (New York: UNDP, 2021a), www.latinamerica.undp.org/content/rblac/es/home/
library/democratic_governance/america-latina-y-el-caribe--gobernanza-efectiva--mas-alla-de-la-.html, accessed on 2 July
2021.
______, Regional Human Development Report | Trapped: High Inequality and Low Growth in Latin America and the
Caribbean (New York: UNDP, 2021b), www.latinamerica.undp.org/content/rblac/es/home/library/human_development/
regional-human-development-report-2021.html, accessed on 2 July 2021.

50

______, Gobernabilidad efectiva en tiempos de incertidumbre: innovaciones en gobernabilidad local en América Latina y el
Caribe [Effective governability in times of uncertainty: innovations in local governability in Latin America and the Caribbean],
p. 11, (New York: UNDP, 2021c).
_______, “Democratic Governance” (n.d.), www.latinamerica.undp.org/content/rblac/es/home/democratic-governance-andpeacebuilding.html, accessed on 2 July 2021
UN News, “América Latina, la región más mortal del mundo para los periodistas” [Latin America, the most deadly region in
the world for journalists] (2020), news.un.org/es/story/2020/11/1483372, accessed on 2 July 2021.
World Bank, World Development Report 2017: Governance and the Law (Washington D.C.: World Bank, 2017), www.
worldbank.org/en/publication/wdr2017, accessed on 2 July 2020.
_______, (2018) The Changing Wealth of Nations 2018. (Washington, D.C.: The World Bank).
_______, (2020) Datos de crecimiento [Growth data], <data.bancomundial.org>, accessed on 6 November 2020.
_______, (2021) “Updated estimates of the impact of COVID-19 on global poverty: Looking back at 2020 and the outlook
for 2021” blogs.worldbank.org/opendata/updated-estimates-impact-covid-19-global-poverty-looking-back-2020-andoutlook-202 accessed on 25 January 2021.
Zechmeister, E. and Lupu, N. (eds.), Pulse of Democracy (Nashville, TN: Latin American Public Opinion Project, 2019), www.
vanderbilt.edu/lapop/ab2018/2018-19_AmericasBarometer_Regional_Report_10.13.19.pdf, accessed on 8 September 2020.
Zovatto, D., “La democracia latinoamericana enfrenta su crisis de la mediana edad” [Democracy in Latin America facing its
midlife crisis], International IDEA (2018), www.idea.int/es/news-media/news/es/la-democracia-latinoamericana-enfrenta-sucrisis-de-la-mediana-edad, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “En pandemia, la democracia latinoamericana se deteriora, pero mantiene su resiliencia” [In times of pandemic,
democracy in Latin America worsens, but remains resilience], La Nación (2020), www. nacion.com/opinion/columnistas/
pagina-quince-en-pandemia-la-democracia/S7VAEKZX2BGHFP4UPPUCVFIM5A/story, accessed on 2 July 2021.
_______, “Voto castigo, ciclos políticos cortos y amenaza de populismo” [Punishment vote, short political cycles and
threats of populism], La Nación (2021a), www.nacion.com/opinion/columnistas/pagina-quince-voto-castigo-ciclos-politicoscortos/APBLXYTQXRGETM2BZ5PS3WE5GI/story, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “Los países con voto obligatorio, en promedio, tienen un 7 por ciento más de participación” [Countries
with compulsory voting have an average greater participation of 7 percent], La Tercera (2021b), www.latercera.com/latercera-sabado/noticia/daniel-zovatto-los-paises-con-voto-obligatorio-en-promedio-tienen-un-7-mas-de-participacion/
EJXVPMR7YZH37LZGUQDH5TZKBI, accessed on 1 July 2021.
_______, “Súper Ciclo electoral en América Latina 2021-2024: pandemia, incertidumbre socioeconómica y riesgos de
gobernabilidad democrática” [Election super cycle in Latin America 2021-2024. Pandemic, socioeconomic uncertainty and
democratic governability] (n.d.).

51

UNDP R B LAC
The Bureau on Latin America and the Caribbean (RBLAC) acts as headquarters for the
regional programs of the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and our offices
in 26 countries, which encompass 42 countries and territories. In Latin America and
the Caribbean, UNDP works primarily with governments, though also with civil society
organizations and the private sector, developing national and local capacities and building
stronger institutions that provide quality services to citizens. Our overall goal in Latin America
and the Caribbean is to promote human development, improving lives, empowering citizens
and building more resilient nations.
For inquiries about this proposal, please contact Diego Zavaleta, Senior Advisor on Strategy and
Partnerships, at: diego.zavaleta@undp.org

I NTER NATI ONAL IDE A
Founded in 1995, the International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance
(International IDEA) is an intergovernmental organization that supports sustainable
democracy worldwide. The Institute is the only intergovernmental organization with a
global mandate solely focused on democracy and elections, and is committed to being a
global leader in democracy construction and consolidation. With 32 Member States from all
continents, International IDEA supports the development of stronger democratic institutions
and processes and fosters more sustainable, effective and legitimate democracy through
the provision of thematic and comparative studies and the establishment of dialogues and
partnerships at the global, regional and national levels.
For inquiries about this proposal, please contact Daniel Zovatto, Director for Latin America and
the Caribbean, at: D.Zovatto@idea.int

52

53

