
UNITED NATIONS     ÿÿ      NATIONS UNIES

Agenda item 132
Programme Budget for the biennium 2014-2015

Programme Budget Implications of draft resolution A/69/L.43 on the
Organization of the United Nations Summit for the adoption of the post-2015

development agenda, and draft decision A/69/L.44 on the Dates for the
meetings of the process of intergovernmental negotiations on the post-2015

development agenda (A/C.5/69/15)

Contingency fund: consolidated statement of programme budget implications and
revised estimates

(A/C.5/69/16)

Fifth Committee

Statement by

Chandramouli Ramanathan, Officer-in-Charge
Office of Programme Planning, Budget and Accounts

18 December 2014

Mr. Chairman,

Distinguished delegates

1.     I have the honour to introduce two reports of the Secretary-General on the statement of

programme budget implications of draft resolution A/69/L.43 and draft decision A/69/L.44 and

the contingency fund report.

2.     Let me start with the statement of programme budget implications of draft resolution

A/69/L.43 and draft decision A/69/L.44 contained in document A/C.5/69/15.

3.     Under the terms of paragraphs 1, 4 and 11 of draft resolution A/69/L.43, the General

Assembly would decide that the United Nations Summit for the adoption of the post-2015



development agenda will be held from 25 September to 27 September 2015, in New York, and

convened as a High-level Plenary meeting of the General Assembly which would be composed of

plenary meetings concurrent with interactive dialogues. Furthermore, under the terms of

paragraphs 1 and 4 of draft decision A/69iL.44, the General Assembly would decide to convene

meetings of the process of intergovernmental negotiations on the post-2015 development agenda.

4.     Should the General Assembly adopt the draft resolution and draft decision, additional

resources in the amount of $1,314,900 would be required for 2015 in order to implement the

requests of the Assembly. As no provisions exist in the programme budget for the biennium

2014-2015 for the implementation of these activities, it is proposed that the additional amount of

$1,314,900 be approved as a charge to the contingency fund.

5.     Let me now turn to the consolidated statement of programme budget implications and

revised estimates, more commonly known as the contingency fund report, contained in document

A/C.5/69/16.

6.     The contingency fund report is presented to you in line with the annex to General

Assembly resolution 42/211. The Committee would recall that in its resolutions 68/247 A and B,

68/268, 68/279 and 69/16, the General Assembly approved charges in the amount of $26.6

million leaving a balance of $13.8 million available in the fund.

7.     At the time of the completion of the report, potential charges in the amount of $25.4

million had been included, which exceeds the remaining balance of the contingency fund by

$11.6 million. Subsequent to the completion of the report, the Advisory Committee has

pronounced itself on the revised estimates resulting from resolutions and decisions of the Human

Rights Council and the PBI on the Post 2015 Development Agenda. After taking into account

these Committee's recommendations, the potential charges against the contingency fund amount

to $24.6 million, which exceeds the remaining balance of the contingency fund by $10.8 million

8.     While efforts were undertaken to absorb additional requirements, their magnitude did not

allow for full absorption.

9.     It will be recalled that during its consideration of the proposed programme budget for

1994-1995, the Committee on Programme and Coordination questioned the usefulness of



designating high or low priorities at the level of output or activity and recommended that this

practice be discontinued. The General Assembly subsequently endorsed the recommendation of

the Committee on Programme and Coordination in its resolution 48/228, thus removing the

identification of high and low priority programme elements from the format of the programme

budget. As the present format of the budget no longer contains priority-setting information

approved by Member States, alternative options for reallocation or reduction of resources

between high and low priority mandated programme elements, including the deferral, termination

and curtailment of mandated activities, would require General Assembly approval.

10.    On the basis of the above and subject to the further review by the General Assembly of

the respective proposals and related recommendations of the Advisory Committee, the General

Assembly is requested to consider the potential charges against the contingency fund as outlined

in the report.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman




