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Mr. President,  
Thank you for giving me the floor and compliments for an excellent stewardship of this 
Second Regular Session. 

 Our felicitations also to Administrator Helen Clark for an extremely insightful statement 
and her observations on the road ahead. 

 Before I begin, allow me to align myself with the statement delivered by the distinguished 
Permanent Representative of South Africa, on behalf of the G-77 and China. 

 Mr. President,  
 
We are meeting today at a very opportune moment, when just today, the UN General 
Assembly decided to adopt the Agenda 2030 for the consideration of our leaders later this 
month. 
  
For India, and indeed for the entire developing world, the vision for the future cannot but 
have the eradication of poverty as its overarching goal.  We are gratified that this is in fact 
the case and that there has been no compromise on the ambition of the Agenda 2030 
either.  Its fulfillment, in our view, can allow poverty to be eradicated within the span of a 
single generation.   
  
With the reaffirmation of the centrality of poverty eradication as the overarching goal, it 
becomes imperative now for UNDP to produce results in line with the vision of this 
Agenda and UNDP’s own Strategic Plan, which too gave a very explicit call: eradication of 
poverty and inclusive growth, as a singular guiding objective of UNDP's activities. 
  
UNDP’s own Evaluation reports of 2013 through DP/2013/3 had placed on record and 
highlighted “the limited ability of UNDP to demonstrate whether its poverty reduction 
activities contributed to any significant change in the lives of people it is trying to help” and 
went on to add that “even when UNDP undertakes activities with an explicit poverty 
orientation, the approach often lacks a pro-poor bias and tends to rely on the trickle down 
process”. 
  
Mr. President these observations by UNDP’s own evaluation reports were made nearly 
two and half years back. Have we seen any follow up or implementation to redress this 
scenario since then is a question that continues to seek answers till today. 
  
It is this context, that brings us to the second aspect of our submission today. 
  



If Evaluation Reports are indeed important, and they should be, should not compliance 
with Evaluation Reports recommendations be time bound and reported upon?  
  
My delegation has consistently over the last one year requested for the new Evaluation 
Policy to factor into account issues of time bound compliance, capping of budget being 
spent on individual evaluations and ensuring that the operational independence of the IEO 
is maintained. These three were also pointed at as established anomalies by UNDP’s own 
commissioned report through an independent panel of experts. 
  
However, instead of discussion our views, what we witnessed at the last Board, was a 
deferral of the decision on the new Evaluation Policy to an unknown date in future, 
whereas we could have addressed all these issues within this Session itself, and rolled 
out a new Evaluation Policy that would have given the organisation greater credibility and 
recognition, in sincerely implementing the Agenda 2030. 
  
Which bring us to our third observation, Mr. President. 
  
Do the views of developing countries, as articulated through the G77 matter to the UNDP 
anymore? 
  
Since the last year’s June Session in Geneva, the Group of 77 and China has sent three 
official submissions to the UNDP and not one of the requests has been acted upon. 
  
It is therefore most unfortunate that even on the question of scheduling sessions in Geneva, 
another issue that could well have been decided in the previous Board, or even this one, the 
Group is being forced to move for a decision in the UN General Assembly later next week. 
  
My delegation along with G77 has been requesting for deletion of just three indicators from 
a set of 100 plus ones in the IRRF since the last one year, but while thirty others have 
been pruned by UNDP Management, those three remain un-altered. 
  
This continuing, consistent and deliberate neglect by UNDP Management towards views of 
developing countries is not leading to a desirable situation and needs to be addressed Mr. 
President, sooner than later. 
  
The way in which UNDP, which remains primarily a development agency, has chosen to 
ignore the concerns of its primary constituents, i.e. developing countries, does not augur 
well for the future of the implementation of the Agenda 2030.  Developing countries look 
upto UNDP with immense hope and aspirations to make sure that our common 
development objectives are fulfilled. 
  
We therefore hope that UNDP will take necessary steps to ensure that its increasing 
perception of being against developing country interests is corrected at the earliest. 
  
Representing a country that has one of the longest relationships with UNDP and is the 
biggest contributor to its core budget among developing countries, we have an abiding 



interest in UNDP’s success and in our collective efforts to implement the mandate of the 
UNDP Strategic Plan. 
  
Our suggestions today have therefore been made in this spirit and I hope will find 
resonance, not just within the larger UNDP community but also feed into the 
implementation of the post 2015 Development Agenda.   
  

Please rest assured of our steadfast commitment to UNDP, in ensuring the success of your 
Strategic Plan and Agenda 2030. 

  

I thank you Mr. President. 

 


