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It	is	an	honor	for	UNDP	to	participate	in	this	Panel	Discussion.	
	
UNDP	sees	human	rights	as	an	intrinsic	part	of	development,	and	sees	development	as	a	
means	to	realize	human	rights.			
	
All	 of	 UNDP’s	 work	 is	 demand-driven,	 firmly	 anchored	 in	 the	 principle	 of	 national	
ownership,	and	focused	on	achieving	national	development	priorities	through	capacity	
development	of	institutions.			
	
This	is	an	important	discussion	for	us.	
	
I	propose	to	highlight	two	main	lessons	from	our	experience,	most	of	it	working	jointly	
with	other	UN	agencies	and	particularly	the	OHCHR.			
	
The	first	lesson	is	about	the	need	for	policy	and	institutional	coherence.	
	
Policy	 coherence	 demands	 complementarity	 of	 policy	 frameworks,	 building	 synergies	
and	coordination	between	efforts	to	advance	implementation	of	global	agendas.				
	
The	 Universal	 Periodic	 Review	 (UPR)	 and	 Agenda	 2030	 for	 Sustainable	 Development	
come	to	the	fore.		
	
The	 UPRs	 are	 key	 entry	 points	 for	 UN	 dialogue	 and	 collaboration	 on	 human	 rights	
implementation.	 	 Together	with	 sister	 agencies	 and	particularly	with	OHCHR,	UNDP	 is	
supporting	 interested	 governments	 in	 transforming	 the	 UPR	 recommendations	 into	
tangible	realities.			
	
Let	me	mention	the	case	of	Uzbekistan,	a	country	which	was	recognized	earlier	this	year	
by	the	United	Nations	High	Commissioner	for	Human	Rights	as	having	made	progress	in	
the	promotion	of	human	rights.		The	UN	Country	Team	(UNCT)	was	proud	to	be	one	of	
the	 facilitators	 in	 the	 preparation	 of	 a	 transparent	 and	 participatory	 National	 Action	
Plan	to	implement	UPR	recommendations.		
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Agenda	2030	 for	 Sustainable	Development	 (SD)	 is	 the	globally	 agreed	 commitment	 to	
eradicate	poverty,	reduce	inequalities	and	secure	the	future	of	the	planet	and	the	well-
being	of	future	generations.		
	
The	 SDGs	 are	 firmly	 grounded	 in	 the	 Universal	 Declaration	 of	 Human	 Rights	 and	 are	
informed	by	 the	 right	 to	development.	 	 Its	ambition	 to	 leave	no	one	behind	 is	a	clear	
commitment	to	combatting	inequality.		
	
Using	a	Human	Rights	Based	Approach	(HRBA)	to	programming,	UNDP	as	part	of	United	
Nations	Country	teams	(UNCTs),	spearheads	support	to	Member	States	in	strengthening	
national	capacities	for	mainstreaming	SDGs	into	national	planning	and	implementation.			
	
This	has	been	for	ex.	the	case	in	Uganda,	where	UNDP	and	other	UN	agencies	have	built	
capacity	on	integrating	human	rights	in	the	process	of	aligning	national	planning	to	the	
SDG,	including	at	sub-national	level.	
	
We	 believe	 that	 a	 stronger	 coherence	 between	 measures	 aimed	 to	 support	
implementation	 of	 the	 UPR	 recommendations	 and	 the	 SDGs	 on	 the	 one	 side,	 and	
technical	 cooperation	 in	 the	promotion	 and	protection	of	 human	 rights	 on	 the	other,	
could	further	enhance	impact	and	sustainability.	
	
Institutional	 coherence	 is	 about	 more	 efficient	 and	 consistent	 results.	 	 When	 UN	
agencies	 leverage	 their	 respective	 mandates,	 looking	 to	 smart	 ways	 in	 which	 our	
approaches	can	be	complementary	–	the	result	is	more	than	the	sum	of	its	parts.		
	
One	 such	 example	 is	 the	 strong	 tri-partite	 partnership	 that	 UNDP	 enjoys	 with	 the	
OHCHR	and	the	Global	Alliance	of	National	Human	Rights	Institutions	(GANHRI).		It	aims	
to	 strengthen	 NHRIs	 at	 the	 national	 level,	 as	 well	 as	 to	 support	 with	 knowledge	 and	
mutual	learning	at	regional	and	global	levels.			
	
Based	on	the	lessons	learned	from	more	than	90	NHRIs	that	have	been	supported,	we	
are	now	making	efforts	to	further	strengthen	the	partnership,	as	was	presented	to	this	
Council	earlier	this	year.		



	
	

4	
	

	
A	 best	 practice	 example	 of	 how	 the	 UN’s	 peace	 and	 security,	 human	 rights	 and	
development	 pillars	 can	work	 together	 is	 the	 UN	 Global	 Focal	 Point	 (GFP)	 for	 Police,	
Justice	and	Corrections.		
	
Led	by	UNDP	and	DPKO,	and	with	the	participation	of	UNWOMEN,	UNODC	and	OHCHR,	
coherence	 is	sought	 in	UN	support	 to	rule	of	 law	 institutions	and	services	 in	countries	
experiencing	fragility.		
	
The	 GFP	 supports	 joint	 assessment,	 planning,	 fundraising	 and	 delivery	 under	 the	
guidance	 of	 national	 partners	 and	 UN	 in-country	 leadership,	 based	 on	 the	
institutionalized	 cooperation	 of	 its	 partners	 that	 have	 combined	 their	 efforts	 and	
resources	through	new	working	procedures.	
	
We	hope	to	be	able	to	scale	up	these	joint	initiatives	in	the	future.	
	
The	 second	 lesson	 is	 about	 the	 need	 for	 systemic	 transformation.	 	 For	 technical	
assistance	to	be	effective,	it	needs	to	be	part	of	a	process	of	real	change.	Not	only	could	
technical	 assistance	 then	 contribute	 to	 the	promotion	 and	protection	 of	 human	 rights	
but	 also	 “contribute,	 through	 dialogue	 and	 cooperation,	 towards	 the	 prevention	 of	
human	rights	violations…”		
	
This	 requires	 political	 leadership,	 a	 collective	 identification	 of	 shortcomings	 and	
engagement	 over-time	 to	 generate	 and	 sustain	 the	 not	 always	 easy	 transformations	
that	improve	well-being	and	human	rights	enjoyment.		
	
Technical	 assistance	 also	 requires	means	 commensurate	 with	 the	 results	 we	want	 to	
achieve.	Theories	of	change	should	therefore	consider	the	evolving	nature	of	funding	to	
the	UN.		
	
This	 refers	 to	 the	 overall	 funding	 envelop	 at	 our	 disposal	 including	 challenges	 to	
diversify	from	a	reduced	group	of	donors,	but	also	to	the	nature	of	funding.			
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At	90%,	the	UN	is	one	of	the	most	highly	earmarked	multilateral	Organizations,	much	
beyond	the	earmarking	to	Multilateral	Development	Banks.	This	results	in:	
	

• fragmentation	 of	 assistance,	 working	 against	 our	 efforts	 to	 pursue	 policy	
coherence	agendas;		

• increased	transaction	costs	of	managing	technical	assistance;	and,		
• some	issues	or	countries	becoming	“orphans”	when	they	are	not	favoured	by	any	

of	the	earmarked	activities.		
	

Future	directions	for	human	rights	technical	assistance	should	fully	consider	or	seek	to	
change	these	realities.	
	
Thank	you	for	your	attention.	


