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Thursday, 10 September 2009 – UNDP segment

Agenda item 7. United Nations Development Fund for Women
1.
The Executive Director, United Nations Development Fund for Women (UNIFEM), and the Deputy Executive Director, UNIFEM, introduced the report on the criteria for resource allocations. Delegations expressed their appreciation for the presentation. Several delegations from the Latin America and Caribbean region noted with concern that the proposals contained in the report on the criteria for resource allocation could have a negative impact on resources allocated to the region. One delegation expressed regret that the methodology might penalize the relative success of middle-income countries. The same delegation suggested that methodologies contained in the document are contrary to the Doha Declaration on Financing for Development, and did not agree with proposed changes to the funding methodology. It suggested that further discussions be pursued around the recently-adopted United Nations Children’s Fund framework.

2.
Another delegation added that the methodological changes would disproportionately affect rural and marginalized women in the Group of Latin America and Caribbean Countries and in the Asia-Pacific region. The delegation felt the methodology was flawed as it lacked consideration of gender and income indices, and cross-cutting themes such as South-South cooperation. It suggested that the document be translated into official United Nations languages to permit all countries to understand the proposals. Three delegations expressed understanding for those concerns, but added that solid criteria for resource allocation was important to the mandate of UNIFEM. And, while two of those delegations suggested that the addition of subregional allocations would be especially helpful for programme countries, many delegations agreed that the document served as an important starting point for continued consultations during the rest of the year. UNIFEM was encouraged to continue ongoing consultations with Member States in the coming months.

Agenda item 3. Evaluation

3.
The Director, Evaluation Office, introduced the evaluation of the cooperation agreement between the United Nations Industrial Development Organization and UNDP, while the Deputy Assistant Administrator and Deputy Director, Partnerships Bureau, gave a management response. They were joined on the podium by the Director, United Nations Industrial Development Organization (UNIDO) Evaluation Office.

4.
Delegations thanked the evaluation team and conveyed their gratitude to UNDP and UNIDO for their positive relationship, citing it as a model for complementarity and cooperation in the United Nations system. One delegation encouraged continued movement towards a system-wide cluster approach, but urged both organizations to seek a memorandum of understanding to ensure that the positive relationship would be maintained. Another delegation suggested that the synergy between UNDP and UNIDO helped his country achieve sustainable momentum for social and economic transformation in a cost-effective and relevant manner. Another delegation asked UNDP and UNIDO to also bear in mind the recommendations contained in document DP/2009/32 when developing the memorandum of understanding. Yet another delegation encouraged UNIDO to work in a more harmonized fashion in its country, particularly by ensuring that work fell within the purview of the United Nations Development Assistance Framework and government priorities.

Agenda item 4. Country programmes and related matters
5.
The Assistant Administrator and Director, Partnerships Bureau, introduced the items for consideration under this agenda item, namely four draft country programmes (Argentina, Guatemala, Romania, and Uganda), the draft regional programme document for the Arab States, and Assistance to Myanmar. Assistant Administrators and Directors of the respective regional bureaux made statements. In response, delegations whose countries were the subject of new country programmes thanked UNDP and highlighted how their country programmes would contribute towards the attainment of national development priorities and achievement of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).

6.
 Delegations supported those countries, calling on UNDP to continue to work in areas where it had the greatest impact and comparative advantage. Regarding Uganda, two delegations asked UNDP to avoid spreading itself too thin, continue to reduce fragmentation in its programming and do a better job in its coordinating role. One delegation requested clearer linkages between lessons learned and the practical application of those lessons in the new programme. On the draft regional programme for the Arab States, numerous delegations asked for more core resources to be dedicated to programme implementation in the context of the ongoing global crises, and highlighted that, while significant progress has been made towards MDG achievement, the focus should remain on enhancing human capacity and capacity development, and enhancing partnerships. Those delegations also asked for clearer references to international and regional trade, youth issues and helping least developed countries in the region. Regarding Guatemala, several delegations asked UNDP to, inter alia, remain focused and results-oriented; continue its work in democratic governance and coordination; improve the results indicators in the draft country programme; strengthen the rule of law and work to reduce corruption; and increase the focus on gender and South-South cooperation.

Assistance to Myanmar
7. The Assistant Administrator and Regional Director for Asia and the Pacific, along with the UNDP resident coordinator/resident representative in Myanmar, introduced this topic. Delegations that spoke supported the one-year extension of assistance to the country. The asked UNDP to bolster its work in gender, reinforce its work at the grass-roots level to strengthen poverty reduction, and continue to harmonize with other United Nations actors in Myanmar. 

8.
On a ‘no-objection’ basis, 12 UNDP country programmes – Afghanistan, Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Burundi, Ecuador, Lebanon, Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan – were approved.


Agenda item 5. United Nations Capital Development Fund

9.
The Executive Secretary of the United Nations Capital Development Fund introduced the agenda item on his organization’s approach to cost recovery. There were no comments from delegations.


Thematic debate: The work of UNDP in capacity-building
10.
The Assistant Administrator and Director, Bureau for Development Policy, and the Director, Capacity Development Group introduced the thematic debate. One delegation, in the context of sustainable national capacity development, asked the extent to which UNDP and other United Nations organizations “do business” with national institutions at different levels, and decisions as to what gets done and how. Another delegation asked how UNDP verifies that its support to national capacity development and capacity-building for core public institutions translates into grassroots contributions. That delegation also asked what indicators could provide information on improvements to national capacity development.
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