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COMMENTS ON THE UNDP DRAFT RESULTS AND RESOURCES FRAMEWORK (RRF) FOR KOSOVO1 (2026-2030) 

 
 

Second regular session 2025 
 

Name of the 

delegations/ 

Member State 

 

Comments by Member State on the UNDP draft 

RRF 

 

 Response from UNDP Office in Kosovo Action/Revision made in the draft 

RRF 

 

GERMANY 

 

 

• Outcome 1: Greater focus on inclusive 

and equitable access for marginalized 

groups (e.g., ethnic minorities or children 

with disabilities) could strengthen the 

framework. 

 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and confirms 

the following revision to the draft RRF: 

Outcome-level indicator revised to read: 

“Number of students and teachers in public 

primary and secondary education using digital 

approaches for learning, ensuring equitable 

access for all marginalised groups.” 

 

• Outcome level indicator revised 

to read as follows: “Number of 

students and teachers in public 

primary and secondary education 

using digital approaches for 

learning, ensuring equitable 

access for all marginalised 

groups.” 

 

• Outcome 2: Clarity on 

“mechanisms/platforms” and what they 

entail in practice is needed. 

 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and confirms 

the following clarification and revision to the 

draft RRF: The intention is to provide open 

spaces for dialogue among all relevant 

stakeholders. As the UNDP Office in Kosovo 

does not have the authority to establish formal 

mechanisms in that respect, the output 

description has been revised to reflect a more 

informal approach: “Open dialogue fora 

undertaken to strengthen social cohesion, 

amplify marginalized voices, foster open 

dialogue, and build trust and reconciliation 

within communities.” 

 

• Output 2.3. revised to read:  

“Open dialogue fora undertaken 

to strengthen social cohesion, 

amplify marginalized voices, 

foster open dialogue, and build 

trust and reconciliation within 

communities.”2 

 

 

FRANCE 

 

• The objectives for 2026-2030 are 

coherent and in line with the actions 

undertaken by UNDP in recent years. 

 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and agrees. 

 

• No revision to the draft RRF is 

required. 

 
1 References to Kosovo shall be understood to be in the context of UN Security Council Resolution 1244 (1999) 
2 Social cohesion will be enhanced through engagement of youth with diverse ethnic background, media, communities on trust building dialogues, including fight against miss-information through 

the lens of tangible and intangible cultural heritage preservation. 
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• The evaluation report on actions carried 

out to date shows positive advances 

(minorities, access to justice, the fight 

against corruption, etc.), which it would 

therefore be wise to continue. 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and confirms 

that the areas highlighted are fully reflected in the 

new programme cycle.  

 

• No revision to the draft RRF is 

required. 

 

• As the evaluation report points out, the 

scope of the actions envisaged for 2026-

2030 may be a little too ambitious, with 

the risk of diluting their real impact 

through a lack of resources (human and 

financial) and overly ambitious targets. A 

shortfall in the mobilization of external 

resources (impact of the end of US Aid, 

decline in resources from almost all 

international donors, private sector) has 

already been highlighted by the report, 

and the 2026-2030 roadmap does not 

clearly indicate how it intends to resolve 

this. 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and provides 

the following clarification: The UNDP Office 

holds a comparative advantage in supporting 

Kosovo institutions in the implementation of the 

European Union Growth Plan, including its 

milestones. This stems from the capacity of 

UNDP to serve as an implementing partner. This 

positioning will also enable enhanced resource 

mobilization while providing the skills and 

expertise required to drive reforms at both central 

and local levels. 

 

• No revision to the draft RRF is 

required.  

 

• Some initiatives planned for 2026-2030 

or even already being deployed seem a 

little premature in relation to Kosovo's 

degree of progress: for example, the 

digitization of primary and secondary 

schools (is this really the priority in terms 

of education?), or the integration of AI in 

the fight against corruption. 

 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and provides 

the following clarification: Digitalization in 

education is one of the milestones under the 

European Union Growth Plan. UNDP Kosovo has 

already provided schools in Pristina with digital 

equipment as a first step towards e-learning. 

Engagement with central and local authorities 

continues with a view to scaling up these efforts 

by 2030. 

 

• Since 2012, and over three implementation phases 

through to 2024, UNDP has served as a lead 

development partner in anti-corruption efforts. 

Support has included the development of the legal 

and policy framework, institutional development, 

and digitalization processes—particularly in 

relation to the development of the assets and 

income declarations platform, the case 

management system to enhance accountability in 

 

• No revision to the draft RRF is 

required. 
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investigations, and the monitoring of the 

implementation of Integrity Plans. 

 

• The UNDP Office will continue providing 

targeted support to improve the effectiveness of 

financial crime investigations. This includes 

expanding the use of digital, intelligence-led 

investigative tools and fostering inter-agency 

coordination—particularly through the Joint 

Money Laundering Intelligence Network in 

Kosovo (JMLINK) and the Asset Recovery 

Office (ARO). Planned initiatives include the 

development of the Wealth Discrepancy Database 

for Tax Administration and the enhancement of 

intelligence-led investigation digital platforms. 

These priorities are in line with recommendations 

from the recent programme evaluation.  

 

• The indicators chosen to measure 

progress are sometimes a little unrealistic 

or seem to lack concreteness at times, as 

they are based mainly on opinion surveys 

among the population and not on 

concrete, tangible results. 

 

 

• UNDP acknowledges the comment and provides 

the following clarification: Due to the constraints 

of Security Council resolution 1244(1999), the 

UNDP Office cannot rely on data from the official 

statistics agency for the purposes of the RRF. As 

such, indicators rely on data generated by the 

UNDP Office, including through surveys and 

project progress reports. 

 

• No revision to the draft RRF is 

required. 

 

 


