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Thursday, 26 June 2008 – UNDP segment
Item 18. Financial, budgetary and administrative matters
1. The President invited the Associate Administrator to present the agenda item of UNDP engagement in direct budget support and pooled funds.

2. Delegations commended management openness to exploring new aid modalities in remaining responsive to changing development needs. Many noted the potential of direct budget support to strengthen national ownership and leadership and to enhance local capacities, in line with the recommendations of the triennial comprehensive policy review. Some urged UNDP to exercise caution in adopting new aid modalities, while others reminded UNDP to be guided foremost by the needs and requests of national partners.
3.  On the issue of pooled resources, several delegations queried the decision to restrict fund transfers only into funds managed by United Nations organizations. They advocated a common approach instead, asserting that trustworthy mechanisms already in use by other international partners could also be used by UNDP. Others praised the pilot approach as allowing UNDP to study the modality over time and to establish criteria and benchmarks based on its own experiences. 

4. Delegations called for further discussion of this item at the second regular session 2008. 
Item 11. Evaluation 
5. The President invited the Director, Evaluation Office, UNDP, to present the evaluation of the role of UNDP in the net contributor countries of the Arab region. 

6. Following the presentation, the Minister of State for Foreign Affairs, Kingdom of Bahrain, took the floor to express his appreciation for the contributions and continued support of UNDP to the development of his country. He called for a stronger UNDP presence in net contributor countries to provide ‘upstream’ policy advice in governance and human development.
7. Delegations acknowledged the value of UNDP interventions in net contributor countries and noted the findings of the evaluation. One delegation urged UNDP to take into account the experiences of net contributor countries in other regions when formulating policies relevant to that country classification.
8. The Director, Evaluation Office, UNDP, next presented the annual report on evaluation for 2007. 
9. Delegations acknowledged efforts to strengthen evaluation capacity through increased resources and staff at all levels, and the attention to gender and geographic balance in the composition of evaluation teams. They encouraged UNDP to explore the possibility of pooling evaluation capacities of the associated funds and programmes into a single integrated office. They praised the growing culture of monitoring and evaluation with its sharpened focus on development results. They welcomed the intention to strengthen capacity for decentralized evaluations and the quality controls being established to that end, and called on Member States to provide adequate support. 

10. Delegations praised the undertaking of joint evaluations with governments, several noting the potential for national evaluation capacity development and for better alignment of programme activities. One delegation suggested that UNDP repeat the exercise it undertook several years ago to map evaluation institutions in programme countries. 

11. Many delegations expressed concern at the lack of evaluation compliance across the organization. They exhorted UNDP to take concrete measures to instill stronger commitment to evaluation among its management ranks. In that regard, they praised the establishment of the management response system and encouraged its expansion as a focused instrument to address systematic weaknesses identified in evaluations.

12. Delegations also expressed concern at the results of the evaluations, pointing to the high number of outcome evaluations ranked as less than satisfactory. While recognizing the results matrix appended to the strategic plan, 2008-2011, as a significant step forward, they called on UNDP to address the challenge posed by the volume of unsatisfactory evaluations in a holistic manner.

13. The Director, Evaluation Office, UNDP, presented the joint evaluation of the United Nations Development Group contribution to the implementation of the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness.

14. Several delegations welcomed the evaluation for its insight into the strengths and challenges of actualizing the recommendations of the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness in participating countries, particularly those related to mutual accountability. They applauded the conclusion of the evaluation that the United Nations Development Group was well aligned to national priorities and supported national ownership. At the same time, they noted that there was room for improvement in harmonization efforts. 

15. Other delegations asserted that the Paris Declaration on Aid Effectiveness was not a United Nations instrument, and that evaluations based on its principles might therefore be premature. Some queried perceived limits in the scope of the evaluation. 
Item 15. United Nations Capital Development Fund
16. The Associate Administrator, UNDP, introduced a presentation by senior management of the United Nations Capital Development Fund on its results-oriented annual report, including reporting on cost recovery policy decision 2008/4.

17. Delegations praised the focus on least developed countries and the intention to expand the presence of the organization. They praised the positive results described in the report in local development and microfinance. They applauded efforts to strengthen the strategic partnership with UNDP, and encouraged more joint programming. They called on donors and on UNDP to continue to improve levels and predictability of funding. One delegation announced that it was increasing funding support to the organization.
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