
Message from UPR Info Executive Board President 

2026 – Human Rights Council (HRC) at 20: 

Strengthening Item 6 - Universal Periodic Review (UPR) 

 

As the 3rd and 4th cycles of the UPR have increasingly emphasized the importance 

of implementation of UPR recommendations, HRC Item 6 Adoptions, have 

remained quite formalistic, with States under review (SuRs), UN Entities and CSOs 

mostly focusing on the support or not of recommendations received. The 20th 

anniversary of the HRC can be the opportunity to make a more effective use of 

those 60 minutes available for each SuR by looking at the concrete results planned 

at country-level and at the required support from recommending States and the UN 

System. 

 

For the SuR, the adoption, which takes place 3-4 months after the review, would be 

the opportunity not only to identify recommendations supported or noted (through 

the submission of an Addendum) but also to outline key elements of an 

implementation plan that it commits to realize ahead of the next UPR cycle. Such 

an implementation plan could include actions required for following up on UPR 

recommendations – each linked to relevant Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) 

and targets - thus ensuring that progress in human rights is also aligned with the 

advancement of the Agenda 2030. Voluntary National Reviews (VNRs) presented at 

the High-Level Political Forum (HLPF) could equally highlight those links. This 

would be fully in line with the advice provided by the UN High Commissioner for 

Human Rights in his post-UPR adoption letter to each Foreign Minister (see 

OHCHR UPR documentation page at: https://www.ohchr.org/en/hr-

bodies/upr/documentation). 

 

As a whole of government/whole of society effort, the implementation plan would 

need to be the result of coordination and consultations led by the Executive (the 

National Mechanism for Implementation, Reporting and Follow up-NMIRF, where 

available) with the other branches of the Government, State Institutions, NHRIs 

(where they exist) and CSOs. Relevant CSOs, UN Entities, OHCHR - especially its 

UPR regional advisors - could of course assist in the process. In addition to 

indicating responsible departments/entities, timeframes, commitments, including 

through the national budget, the SuR may also refer to assistance required from 

the UN System in-country so as to carry out planned actions. 

 

For recommending States, this modality in the UPR adoptions could be the 

opportunity to ensure their respective development actors – including those dealing 

with ODA - are well informed and fully involved in the UPR process and consider 

the type of support they could provide to the SuR, also in partnership with other 

relevant stakeholders. For NHRIs/CSOs, it would be the opportunity to assess the 

commitment of the Government to implementing key supported recommendations 
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and the concrete steps undertaken or planned to ensure the effective realization of 

the implementation plan. 

 

HRC Item 6 could thus become central to the coordination between human 

rights and development actors – ensuring HRBA to programming does actually 

translate into UPR follow up action with the active participation of each UN Entity, 

in line with its mandate, and having recommending States supporting follow up 

action to their own recommendations - especially when they are accepted by SuRs 

recipient of their ODA.  

 

UPR mid-term reports, which are undertaken voluntarily by States 2-3 after their 

respective reviews (currently only 90 States) can provide updates with respect to 

action undertaken or challenges to implementation – including changing position on 

UPR recommendations due to a change in government or in policy. HRC Item 6 

General Debate, may offer also an opportunity to States to articulate good examples 

of implementation from their plan or remaining challenges, including the need for 

technical or financial support.  

 

At a time when international Geneva and the HRC are facing unexpected 

challenges, including with respect to reduced staff and resources available, they 

could position themselves as the venue were root-causes // prevention efforts – not 

only emergency situations – could be addressed by member States through an 

existing universal mechanism - the HRC UPR – thus contributing to the other pillars 

of the UN Charter as well through the implementation of relevant human rights // 

rule of law actions from the Pact for the Future.  

 

While all stakeholders have repeatedly highlighted in the past years the need to focus 

on implementation and follow up, 2026 needs to be the year when we move from 

words to action: with some States volunteering to take the lead and to show the way 

by bringing during Item 6 Adoptions granular information about their commitments 

to fulfilling what is actually the main objective of the UPR:” The improvement of 

the human rights situation on the ground”.  

 

The more SuRs come up with implementation plans, the more development actors 

engage before and during item 6, the stronger the nexus between human rights and 

development will become. Over time, this will not only strengthen national human 

rights protection systems, adjust laws and practices in line with human rights 

standards, everywhere, but also create conditions for refugees/diplaced persons to 

be able to return to their countries of origin, in safety and dignity. This would be no 

small achievement: reversing current trends of ever growing numbers of those 

living in camps for entire generations, at enormous personal and financial costs, and 

giving them a chance to enjoy human rights, while contributing to national 

development efforts. 


