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Accountability framework 

• Joint commitment of the 
international community to monitor, 
evaluate, share and discuss progress 
towards the implementation of the 
agreed goals  



High-level Political Forum (HLPF)
• Created at Rio+20 by Member States

• Under ECOSOC and the GA: conduct regular reviews of 
implementation, starting in 2016 

• Reviews shall be voluntary & reporting is encouraged 

• Developed and developing countries, as well as UN entities 

• State-led (Ministerial and other relevant high-level 
participants)

• Platform for partnerships, including through the 
participation of major groups and other relevant 
stakeholders 

• Replace the AMR national voluntary presentations



Purpose of a post-2015 monitoring 
and accountability framework

• To promote implementation of the agenda 
through: 
– monitoring and incentivizing voluntary compliance 

with development commitments, including notably 
development cooperation

– reviewing impact of interventions in terms of 
supporting achievement of sustainable development 
results

– promoting mutual learning and exchange of lessons 
learned

– Identification of the necessary means of 
implementation



Possible accountability architecture
• Overarching global framework with a number 

of specific national or regional level 
mechanisms

• Complemented by various mechanisms for the 
different purposes, reflecting their 
differentiated capabilities

• Reinforce existing accountability mechanisms 
at the global, regional, national and local 
levels and vice versa, in a multi-layered 
architecture



Examples

• ECOSOC Annual Ministerial Review and 
Development Cooperation Forum 

– Voluntary by members, report by secretariat, 
annual

• African Peer Review Mechanism (APRM) 
integrated in the New Partnership for Africa’s 
Development (NEPAD)

– Voluntary, report by secretariat, every 2 to 4 years



Examples

• WTO Trade Policy Review Mechanism (TPRM)
– Obligatory for all WTO Member States

– National trade policies are reviewed every 2 to 6 
years

– The Trade Policy Review Body (PRB), consisting of 
WTO Member States, conducts the assessment 
based on a policy statement by the Member State 
under review

– Supported by an independent report of the 
Secretariat 



Examples
• OECD Environmental Performance Review monitors 

progress towards sustainable development
– Countries reviewed every 4 to 6 years based on findings of a 

review team of experts from three Member States

– Information is drawn from the country reviewed, including from 
non-government stakeholders, OECD country desks and 
international and national data 

– The peer review element takes the format of a discussion on the 
draft report at biannual meetings of the ECD Working Party on 
Environmental Performance. The objective is to share good 
practices and to identify upcoming challenges. 

– Countries are encouraged to submit progress reports on the 
implementation of recommendation at mid-term between two 
cycles. 



Questions
1. What incentives can be built into monitoring and review 

mechanisms that will make implementation reviews attractive for 
all stakeholders?

2. How can national reviews at regional level be optimized to link 
with global deliberations? 

3. How much capacity building is required for designing and 
implementing an effective monitoring and accountability 
framework? What are the lessons learned from monitoring the 
MDGs?

4. Which regional examples of accountability frameworks could be 
considered? 

5. How can accountability be ensured in the context of the growing 
role of multi-stakeholder partnerships?

6. How to implement monitoring and accountability of means of 
implementation?


