
 
Future role and organization of the Commission on Population and Development 

Australian Input 
 
Australia remains deeply committed to the implementation of the Programme of Action (PoA) of the 
1994 International Conference on Population and Development (ICPD), and to the outcomes of its 
subsequent reviews. We value the Commission on Population and Development (CPD) as the only 
intergovernmental body mandated to follow-up implementation of the ICPD PoA.  
 
Over time, Australia has observed that the deliberative function of the Commission has been 
diminished by an undue focus on the inter-governmental negotiation. In our view, an effective CPD 
would attract participation of capital-based experts for evidenced-based technical discussions to 
identify successes, gaps and challenges at the national, regional and global levels. There would also 
be opportunities for meaningful participation of civil society and other key stakeholders.  
 
We recognise that that are strong links between the ICPD PoA and the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 
Development. The outcomes of CPD should feed into ECOSOC’s annual review of the 2030 Agenda at 
the High Level Political Forum (HLPF). We see opportunities to better identify links between the ICPD 
PoA and population and development related goals of the 2030 Agenda and would support UNFPA 
and DESA to highlight these links through a mapping exercise. 
 
Australia welcomes the discussion on the future role and organisation of CPD. We support reforms 
to the Commission’s working methods that de-link negotiations from the formal plenary, re-orient 
the Commission’s focus toward its technical mandate, provide greater space to highlight progress 
made at national and regional levels and enhance participation of civil society and other 
stakeholders. We look forward to translating these ideas into concrete actions at the Commission’s 
fifty-fourth session in 2021 and empower the incoming Bureau to take steps to innovate the fifth-
fourth session, building on the steps taken by the Bureau of the fifty-third session (set out on page 
10 of the paper).  
 
Organizational Aspects  
 

a. Term of Office of the Bureau 
 
Australia supports maintaining a one-year term for CPD Bureau members. Given the workload, we 
are concerned that extending Bureau terms may dissuade candidates from smaller missions. We 
encourage the Bureau to have a handover meeting at the end of each cycle to share lessons learned 
and promote continuity.  
 

b. Multi-year work programme 
 
Australia supports retaining the Commission’s current practice of selecting a special theme for each 
annual session, decided two years in advance. The special theme should be based on the ICPD PoA. 
Australia would prefer to defer any updates to the Commission’s multi-year work programme until 
the process to review the modalities of the HLPF is compete (2021).  
 

c. Duration of sessions 
 
Australia supports retaining CPDs one-week long plenary. We strongly support de-linking 
negotiations on the annual resolution with the formal plenary meeting to maximise opportunities for 
member state participation in the formal sessions. Due consideration should be given to concluding 



negotiations prior to the plenary and adopting the negotiated resolution in the Opening Session (as 
was done in 2019). We understand this may mean shifting the dates of CPD back to allow time for 
fulsome negotiations after CSW has concluded.  
 

d. Secretariat support 
 
In view of its mandate, Australia supports a greater role for UNFPA in the secretariat of CPD. This 
would be consistent with CSW, which has UN-Women as its substantive secretariat.   
 
Australia would also support a review of the number of mandated reports that are prepared for each 
session, to ensure they continue to be fit for purpose and well utilised. In our view, reports should 
be technical in nature and data driven.  
 
Substantive dimensions  
 

a. Annual Theme 
 
Australia is unconvinced of the need to introduce an “emerging issue” or “review” theme, in addition 
to the special theme. We are concerned that this might detract attention from issues at the core of 
the PoA. We would prefer the Commission to retain the flexibility to agree, in exceptional 
circumstances as it did this year, to address new or emerging issues.  
 

b. Panel discussions  
 

Australia supports high level, multi-stakeholder and expert panels as a way to improve the 
interactive nature of the Commission and to draw out experiences and best practices from a broad 
range of stakeholders, in addition to member states. These panels should have a clear focus on 
global progress and barriers to the full achievement of the ICPD. As one example, a session could be 
established to enable Member States to share specific examples of policy initiatives that have 
delivered effectively on the specific theme of the CPD. 

 
c. Regional Dimensions 

 
We strongly support increased and regularised role for feedback by the Regional Economic 
Commissions on progress in implementing the PoA.  These formal intergovernmental mechanisms 
provide a strong opportunity for continuing to progress the ICPD agenda between CPD meetings.  It 
is appropriate that their work be given formal, regular standing as part of the annual CPD process. 
This would also help to support reference to the work of the RECs in future normative language 
negotiations. 
 

d. Civil Society participation 
 
Australia recognises the broad range of stakeholders that are contributing to implementation of the 
ICPD PoA. We think it is important that there is space in the CPD plenary to hear their voices.  We 
welcome the proposal to convene a civil society briefing, but suggest that this take place during the 
formal plenary to give full opportunity for Member States to engage with, and learn from, critical 
partners with key technical expertise and perspectives through their work at all levels.  We would be 
open to adopting a model similar to CSW with a multi-stakeholder forum during the CPD and a 
consultation prior.  
 



Australia also supports the practice of encouraging member states to include civil society 
representatives in their delegations.  
 
 

e. Preparatory Expert Meeting  
 
We welcome the continuation of preparatory expert meetings. These meetings help to ensure the 
Commission is well placed to fulfil its mandate in providing expertise to ECOSOC. 
 

f. Outcome  
 
Australia shares the concerns of many that the Commission has been unable to agree a negotiated 
outcome by consensus in four of the past six years. We consider a negotiated outcome document to 
be critical; however it is untenable for the Commission to continue without changes to its method of 
adoption. Australia is open to any of the alternate methods of adoption, proposed by the paper.  
 
 
 
 
 
 


