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COMMENTS ON THE UNDP DRAFT COUNTRY PROGRAMME DOCUMENT FOR CUBA 

 

First regular session 2026 

 

Member State Comments by Member State on the UNDP draft CPD Country Office response Action/Revision made in the draft 

CPD 

CANADA 
• Canada’s country team is not aware of being officially 

consulted on the cooperation program or mission in the 

process of preparing its country program document for 

the period 2026-2030. However, in the context of a 

project funded through Canada’s bilateral program that 

concluded in December 2024, we have had multiple 

conversations and discussions about emerging needs, 

priorities, lessons learned, and risks in the current context 

that surely informed UNDP’s new program for Cuba. 

 

• UNDP appreciates the Government of 

Canada's review of the Cuba CPD. As 

Canada expressed, UNDP also 

recognizes that the emerging needs 

and development priorities identified 

are relevant to improving the quality 

of life of citizens. We have also 

identified lessons learned and 

acknowledge the various risks in the 

current context, the monitoring of 

which is crucial for the 

implementation of the new UNDP 

country programme for Cuba. We 

reaffirm our commitment to 

promoting efforts on issues such as 

gender equality; human rights-based 

approaches; governance; and progress 

toward the SDGs. 

 

• Regarding the consultation process, 

we would like to inform you that: i) 

within the framework of the UNSDCF 

2026-2030 formulation process, 

which serves as the starting point for 

the UNDP CPD 2026-2030 and from 

which the outcomes of the country 

programme have been derived, 

meetings were held with UN 

cooperation partners, including 

Canada, to discuss the most important 

strategic guidelines of the new 

• No changes were made to the CPD. 

• We don’t see in the document any proactive censoring, 

back-tracking, or reframing of UNDP’s normative roles 

and key areas of work (e.g., gender equality; human-

rights based approaches, governance; and SDGs). On the 

contrary, key elements aimed at promoting gender 

equality, a rights-based perspective, and sustainable 

development goals are integrated into the four priority 

areas and outcomes. 

 

• The priorities identified for this program cycle are 

relevant to the country's current context. 

 



2  

Member State Comments by Member State on the UNDP draft CPD Country Office response Action/Revision made in the draft 

CPD 

cooperation framework relevant to the 

new UNSDCF 2026-2030; and ii) on 

Thursday, 4 December, a meeting was 

held at the UNDP offices during 

which the UNDP Resident 

Representative presented the draft 

CPD 2026-2030 to the Head of 

Cooperation at the Canadian Embassy 

in Cuba. The exchange was very 

fruitful, and Canada expressed its 

satisfaction that the new CPD 2026-

2030 is focused on addressing the 

country's most pressing priorities. 

 

UNITED STATES OF 

AMERICA 

• Paragraph 3 and footnote, Page 2: The United States is 

deeply dismayed to find blatant and overt political 

messages in this Country Program Document, with Cuba, 

yet again, blaming the United States and UCMs for 

negative outcomes resulting from the Cuban Regime’s 

own economic mismanagement.  Such overt and 

inappropriate political references undermine the purpose 

and credibility of Country Program Documents. The 

Country Program Document process and assessment 

review should remain focused on the technical work 

outlined in the Country Program Document. 

 

• UNDP appreciates the comments 

provided by the United States of 

America and maintains full respect for 

the vision and positions of all Member 

States.  

 

• These comments have been duly 

noted and transmitted to the Cuban 

Government. 

 

• The Cuba CPD focuses on strategic 

priorities and acknowledges 

challenges (both internal and external) 

where the impact could affect the 

proper implementation of the CPD.  

 

• These challenges include improving 

the regulatory framework, 

strengthening institutional capacities, 

overcoming financial constraints, 

managing external debt, and building 

• No changes were made to the CPD. 

• The Country Program Document’s reference to A/79/L.6 

is inappropriate and political theater in which the Cuban 

regime tries to convince itself, its international 

supporters, and the Cuban people that the world holds it 

blameless for its attacks on the fundamental freedoms of 

its citizens and the abysmal economic consequences of its 

policies.  This has no place in a Country Program 

Document that should remain focused on the technical 

work to be carried out in country. 
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• The United States rejects the claim that the U.S. 

embargo—mischaracterized by UNDP as a “blockade”—

is responsible for Cuba’s poor economic performance, 

when in fact Cuba’s debts, corruption, and command-

economy policies are the true causes. The document 

includes praise for Cuba’s economic strategy and 

financial access while ignoring the regime’s failure to pay 

billions of dollars of debts, its misuse of resources on 

tourism projects, and the worsening living conditions of 

its people, while backtracking their own policies for small 

and medium enterprises. 

 

resilience to significant environmental 

challenges, among others. 

 

 


