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 th

e B
u
reau

 fo
r A

frica.

�
M
o
st staff m

em
b
ers w

ith
in
 th

ese fo
u
r D

esk
s w

ere in
terv

iew
ed
 in

clu
d
in
g
 th

e S
en
io
r L

eg
al A

d
v
isers (S

L
A
s) an

d
 S
en
io
r 

R
eso

u
rce M

an
ag
ers, w

h
eth

er (stru
ctu

rally
) p

laced
 w
ith

in
 o
r o

u
tsid

e th
e D

esk
s to

 u
n
d
erstan

d
 th

eir sp
ecific 

resp
o
n
sib

ilities an
d
 th

e d
etailed

 w
o
rk
 p
ro
cesses. A

t th
e A

fg
h
an
istan

 D
esk

, d
u
e to

 a req
u
est fro

m
 th

e H
ead

 o
f D

esk
, th

e 
in
terv

iew
s w

ere lim
ited

 to
 th

e H
ead

, th
e S

en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer an

d
th
e S

en
io
r R

eso
u
rce M

an
ag
er.

�
O
IO

S
 fo

cu
sed

, alth
o
u
g
h
 n
o
t ex

clu
siv

ely
, o
n
 th

e p
ro
cesses lin

k
ed
 to

 th
e fo

llo
w
in
g
 to

p
ics: p

lan
n
in
g
, p

ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 an

d
 

m
o
n
ito

rin
g
.

�
O
IO

S
 rev

iew
ed
 th

e fo
u
r D

esk
s’
p
ro
ject files to

 u
n
d
erstan

d
 th

e ty
p
e o

f d
o
cu
m
en
ts an

d
 co

rresp
o
n
d
en
ce m

ain
tain

ed
 o
n
 

file, as w
ell as to

 d
eterm

in
e th

e effectiv
en
ess o

f th
e D

esk
s’
o
v
ersig

h
t an

d
 ev

alu
atio

n
 o
f field

 activ
ities.

�
O
IO

S
 rev

iew
ed
 p
ertin

en
t
staff m

em
b
ers’

p
erso

n
n
el files to

 d
eterm

in
e w

h
eth

er staff assig
n
ed
 to

 a D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
 h
ad
 

th
e n

ecessary
 q
u
alificatio

n
s an

d
 ex

p
erien

ce.

�
O
IO

S
 in

terv
iew

ed
 certain

 field
 staff recen

tly
 reassig

n
ed
 to

 H
ead

q
u
arters, an

d
 sen

t q
u
estio

n
n
aires to

 th
e 2

6
 field

 
o
ffices fallin

g
 u
n
d
er th

e p
u
rv
iew

 o
f o

u
r fo

u
r sam

p
le D

esk
s fo

r feed
b
ack

 o
n
 th

e D
esk

s’
p
erfo

rm
an
ce. O

IO
S
 an

aly
sed

 
an
d
 su

m
m
arized

 th
e an

sw
ers o

f th
e 1

9
 o
ffices (7

3
 p
er cen

t) th
at rep

lied
. In

 v
iew

 o
f th

e o
n
-g
o
in
g
 H
ead

q
u
arter R

ev
iew

 
an
d
 E
P
A
U
’s  rev

iew
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
, O

IO
S
 d
id
 n
o
t rev

iew
 o
r assess th

e D
esk

s’
p
erfo

rm
an
ce to

w
ard

s th
eir 

‘H
ead

q
u
arters C

lien
ts’. T

h
e rev

iew
 w
as lim

ited
 to

 an
 assessm

en
t o

f th
e relatio

n
sh
ip
 o
f
th
e D

esk
s w

ith
 th

e F
ield

. 

1
 T
h
ro
u
g
h
o
u
t th

e rep
o
rt, th

e term
 ‘o

p
eratio

n
s’
refers to

 all asp
ects o

f co
u
n
try

 o
p
eratio

n
s ex

clu
d
in
g
 p
ro
tectio

n
 activ

ities.

3
. A
u
d
it s
c
o
p
e
 a
n
d
 m
e
th
o
d
o
lo
g
y

3
. A
u
d
it s
c
o
p
e
 a
n
d
 m
e
th
o
d
o
lo
g
y



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
0

4
. A
u
d
it F

in
d
in
g
s
 a
n
d
 

4
. A
u
d
it F

in
d
in
g
s
 a
n
d
 

R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s

R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
1

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
2

S
ize

E
x
p
erien

ce

/ sk
ills

O
rg
an
isatio

n
al 

ch
art

P
o
sitio

n
s

W
orkload

M
ission

Functions
P
rocesses

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

O
u
r an

aly
sis o

f th
e stru

ctu
re o

f th
e D

esk
s 

co
m
p
rised

 an
 an

aly
sis o

f th
e:

�
O
rg
an
ig
ram

m
es

an
d
 staffin

g
 tab

les o
f th

e 

D
esk

;

�
S
ize an

d
 reso

u
rces o

f th
e D

esk
s;

�
E
x
p
erien

ce an
d
 sk

ills o
f th

e staff; an
d

�
D
ifferen

t p
o
sitio

n
s in

 th
e D

esk
s an

d
 th

eir 

task
s;

In
 relatio

n
 to

 th
e:

�
M
issio

n
 o
f th

e D
esk

s;

�
F
u
n
ctio

n
s o

f its staff;

�
P
ro
cesses it is in

v
o
lv
ed
 in

; an
d

�
W
o
rk
lo
ad
.



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
3

�
T
h
ere are v

ario
u
s D

esk
s’
stru

ctu
res in

 p
lace in

 U
N
H
C
R
.

�
O
IO

S
’
referen

ce p
o
in
ts fo

r th
e D

esk
s’
stru

ctu
res in

 th
e B

u
reau

x
w
ere o

u
tlin

ed
 in

 th
e U

N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al, C

h
ap
ter 2

. It 
states:

�
F
o
r th

e B
u
reau

 fo
r A

sia an
d
 P
acific, D

esk
s are lead

 “b
y
 a H

ead
 an

d
 su

p
p
o
rted

 b
y
 a S

en
io
r L

eg
al O

fficer, tw
o
 

D
esk

 O
fficers, o

n
e P

ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

t an
d
 a S

ecretary
”.  

�
T
h
e D

esk
s fo

r th
e O

p
eratio

n
s fo

r th
e S

u
d
an
 S
itu

atio
n
 are co

m
p
o
sed

 o
f a H

ead
 o
f D

esk
, “a S

en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer, 

a D
esk

 O
fficer, P

ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts an
d
 o
th
er su

p
p
o
rtin

g
 staff.”

�
U
N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al C

h
ap
ter 2

 d
o
es n

o
t d

etail th
e stru

ctu
re o

f a ‘stan
d
ard

’
D
esk

, n
o
r d

o
es it p

ro
v
id
e a ty

p
ical 

o
rg
an
ig
ram

m
e
in
 o
th
er B

u
reau

x
. 

�
F
ro
m
 an

 an
aly

sis o
f th

e o
rg
an
ig
ram

m
es an

d
 staffin

g
 tab

les p
ro
v
id
ed
 to

 O
IO

S
, it ap

p
ears th

at th
e m

o
st co

m
m
o
n
 

stru
ctu

re co
n
sists o

f a:

�
H
ead

 o
f D

esk
 -
P
-5

�
(S
en
io
r) D

esk
 O
fficer -

P
-
4
/P
-3

�
(S
en
io
r) P

ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

t  -
G
-7
/G
-6

�
S
ecretary

. 

�
F
o
r C

A
S
W
A
N
A
M
E
, th

is g
en
eral stru

ctu
re w

as fo
u
n
d
 in

 tw
o
 D
esk

s (D
esk

 1
 an

d
 D
esk

 2
 &

 3
). H

o
w
ev
er, th

e A
fg
h
an
 

D
esk

 an
d
 th

e Iraq
 S
u
p
p
o
rt U

n
it d

iffered
:

�
T
h
e A

fg
h
an
 D
esk

 h
ad
 a S

en
io
r R

eso
u
rce M

an
ag
er in

stead
 o
f a seco

n
d
 D
esk

 O
fficer;

�
T
h
e Iraq

 S
u
p
p
o
rt U

n
it h

ad
 a ‘C

o
o
rd
in
ato

r’
in
stead

 o
f a H

ead
 o
f D

esk
, a S

en
io
r L

eg
al O

fficer, a S
en
io
r S

u
p
p
ly
 

O
fficer, an

 A
d
m
in
istrativ

e A
ssistan

t an
d
 tw

o
 S
ecretaries.

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
4

�
T
h
e D

esk
s w

ith
in
 th

e B
u
reau

 fo
r A

frica h
ad
 th

e ab
o
v
e stan

d
ard

 stru
ctu

re, th
o
u
g
h
 th

e n
u
m
b
er o

f D
esk

 O
fficers an

d
 

P
ro
g
ram

m
e A

ssistan
ts v

aried
 fro

m
 o
n
e D

esk
 to

 th
e o

th
er. T

h
e C

o
te
d
’Iv

o
ire an

d
 L
ib
eria U

n
it w

as o
f a ‘lig

h
ter’

stru
ctu

re. 

�
T
h
e E

u
ro
p
ean

 D
esk

s are sim
ilar to

 th
at o

f th
e B

u
reau

 o
f th

e A
m
ericas, an

d
 co

n
sisted

 o
f D

esk
s h

ead
ed
 b
y
 a S

en
io
r 

D
esk

 O
fficer, assisted

 b
y
 a P

ro
g
ram

m
e A

ssistan
t, an

d
 a D

esk
 O
fficer in

 a few
 cases. (A

 S
ecretary

 an
d
 P
ro
g
ram

m
e 

A
ssistan

t w
ere sh

ared
.)

�
T
h
e A

sia B
u
reau

 h
as recen

tly
 m

o
v
ed
 to

 a sim
ilar set-u

p
 as E

u
ro
p
e an

d
 th

e A
m
ericas.  S

p
ecific to

 th
e A

sia an
d
 P
acific

B
u
reau

, h
o
w
ev
er, th

e S
en
io
r L

eg
al A

d
v
iso

r is in
teg

rated
 in

 th
e D

esk
.

�
O
IO

S
 ap

p
reciates th

at it is o
ften

 d
ifficu

lt to
 co

m
p
are B

u
reau

x
 d
u
e to

 th
e d

ifferen
t n

atu
re o

f o
p
eratio

n
s. F

ro
m
 O
IO

S
’

rev
iew

 h
o
w
ev
er, an

d
 o
u
r in

terv
iew

s w
ith

 D
esk

 staff, it ap
p
ears th

at th
ere w

as an
 o
v
erlap

 in
 th

e fu
n
ctio

n
s o

f th
e H

ead
 

o
f D

esk
 an

d
 th

e S
en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer. It w

as su
g
g
ested

 o
n
 sev

eral
o
ccasio

n
s th

at th
ese tw

o
 fu

n
ctio

n
s b

e m
erg

ed
 to

 
av
o
id
 an

 ad
d
itio

n
al lay

er o
f b

u
reau

cracy
. T

h
e In

sp
ecto

r G
en
eral also

 reco
m
m
en
d
ed
 th

is ty
p
e o

f m
erg

er in
 1
9
9
9
.

�
O
IO

S
’
rev

iew
 o
f th

e jo
b
 d
escrip

tio
n
s o

f H
ead

 o
f D

esk
 an

d
 S
en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer n

o
ted

 th
at th

ey
 h
av
e sim

ilar 
resp

o
n
sib

ilities, ap
art fro

m
 th

e co
ach

in
g
 o
f staff an

d
 en

su
rin

g
 a sm

o
o
th
 co

m
m
u
n
icatio

n
 flo

w
 w
ith

in
 th

e D
esk

.

�
In
 O
IO

S
’
o
p
in
io
n
, fro

m
 th

e in
fo
rm

atio
n
 receiv

ed
 th

ere is a n
eed

 to
 rev

iew
 th

e staffin
g
 stru

ctu
re o

f th
e D

esk
 to

 
d
eterm

in
e w

h
eth

er it is o
p
tim

al to
 h
av
e b

o
th
 a H

ead
 o
f D

esk
 an

d
 a S

en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer. F

o
r larg

er an
d
 m

o
re 

co
m
p
licated

 o
p
eratio

n
s, th

e S
en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer co

u
ld
 b
e at th

e P
-5
 lev

el, an
d
 fo

r sm
aller an

d
 m

o
re stab

le o
p
eratio

n
s 

th
e p

o
sitio

n
 w
o
u
ld
 stay

 at th
e P

-4
 lev

el. If it is d
eterm

in
ed
 th

at, in
 m

o
st cases, n

eith
er p

o
sitio

n
s are req

u
ired

, th
e 

m
erg

in
g
 o
f th

ese fu
n
ctio

n
s w

o
u
ld
 sim

p
lify

 th
e D

esk
 stru

ctu
re, an

d
 p
o
ssib

ly
 in

crease th
e reactiv

ity
 an

d
 efficien

cy
 o
f 

th
e D

esk
s’
to
 resp

o
n
d
 to

 th
e field

. 

�
O
IO

S
 also

 n
o
ted

 th
at D

esk
 O
fficers o

ften
 p
erfo

rm
 v
ery

 sim
ilar fu

n
ctio

n
s to

 S
en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficers, an

d
 th

e H
ead

s o
f 

D
esk

 in
 assig

n
in
g
 resp

o
n
sib

ilities d
id
 n
o
t alw

ay
s tak

e th
is ‘sen

io
rity

’
in
to
 acco

u
n
t. 

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
.1
. 

4
.1
.1
. ‘ ‘S
ta
n
d
a
rd
 D
e
s
k
s

S
ta
n
d
a
rd
 D
e
s
k
s
’ ’



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
5

�
In
 its an

aly
sis, O

IO
S
 ack

n
o
w
led

g
ed
 th

e ex
isten

ce o
f th

e n
o
tio

n
 o
f  ‘stab

le state’
an
d
 ‘ex

cep
tio

n
al state’

D
esk

s as 

d
ev
elo

p
ed
 b
y
 th

e 1
9
9
4
 W

o
rk
in
g
 g
ro
u
p
. 

�
S
tab

le state refers to
 lim

ited
 in

v
o
lv
em

en
t o

f th
e D

esk
s in

 th
e F

ield
, as th

e F
ield

 is m
o
stly

 in
 co

n
tro

l o
f th

e 

im
p
lem

en
tatio

n
 o
f its p

ro
g
ram

m
es. 

�
E
x
cep

tio
n
al state refers to

 situ
atio

n
s w

h
ere th

e d
em

an
d
s o

f th
e F

ield
 an

d
 th

e o
p
eratio

n
 are su

ch
 th

at th
e stab

le 

state arran
g
em

en
ts can

n
o
t ad

eq
u
ately

 resp
o
n
d
 to

 th
ese n

eed
s.

�
O
IO

S
 selected

 in
d
icato

rs an
d
 co

m
p
ared

 an
d
 an

aly
sed

 th
e o

n
es w

h
ich

 sh
o
u
ld
 b
e rep

resen
tativ

e o
f th

e w
o
rk
lo
ad
 o
f th

e 

D
esk

s, as fo
llo

w
s:

�
N
u
m
b
er o

f co
u
n
tries;

�
N
u
m
b
er o

f F
ield

 O
ffices;

�
N
u
m
b
er o

f P
erso

n
s o

f co
n
cern

;

�
2
0
0
4
 rev

ised
 b
u
d
g
et allo

catio
n
s;

�
N
u
m
b
er o

f L
etters o

f In
stru

ctio
n
 (L

O
Is);

�
N
u
m
b
er o

f H
ead

q
u
arters p

o
sts; an

d

�
R
atio

 o
f estim

ated
 staff co

sts (b
ased

 o
n
 S
tan

d
ard

 S
alary

 C
o
sts) o

n
 to

tal b
u
d
g
et (in

 p
er cen

t).

�
In
 resp

o
n
se to

 th
e co

m
m
en

ts received
 o
n
 th

e d
ra

ft rep
o
rt, O

IO
S
 co

n
firm

s th
a
t th

e a
b
o
ve list o

f in
d
ica

to
rs w

a
s n

o
t 

m
ea

n
t to

 b
e co

m
p
reh

en
sive o

r exh
a
u
stive. U

N
H
C
R
 co

rrectly m
en

tio
n
ed

 th
a
t a

n
 a
n
a
lysis o

f th
e n

u
m
b
er o

f su
b
-p
ro

jects 

a
n
d
 a
m
o
u
n
t o

f p
ro

cu
rem

en
t co

u
ld
 g
a
in
fu
lly co

m
p
lem

en
t O

IO
S
’
a
n
a
lysis.

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
.2
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 w
o
rk
lo
a
d
 o
f a
 D
e
s
k
 in
 a
 

4
.1
.2
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 w
o
rk
lo
a
d
 o
f a
 D
e
s
k
 in
 a
 ‘ ‘s
ta
b
le
 s
ta
te

s
ta
b
le
 s
ta
te
’ ’



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
1
6

T
ab
le 1

 : C
o
m
p
arativ

e d
ata o

n
 th

e U
N
H
C
R
 D
esk

s’
w
o
rk
lo
ad

D
e
s
k
 1

2
1

2
6
.7

2
4
5
,2
7
8

1
7

2
1

6
                   

3
.0
%

D
e
s
k
 2

1
1

2
5
.9

6
0
4
,1
5
6

6
9

6
                   

3
.0
%

D
e
s
k
 1

1
1

4
.2

2
5
1
,8
9
0

9
1
2

2
                   

5
.9
%

D
e
s
k
 2

1
1

4
.1

1
,0
9
6
,4
5
5

8
9

2
                   

6
.1
%

D
e
s
k
 3

9
1
0
.2

1
2
0
,0
8
9

7
1
0

3
                   

2
.4
%

D
e
s
k
 4

7
1
7
.0

1
,9
1
4
,7
0
8

4
1
0

2
                   

1
.5
%

D
e
s
k
 5

1
3

3
2
.7

9
6
2
,6
1
6

6
1
8

3
                   

1
.3
%

D
e
s
k
 1

1
1

5
.0

2
5
,7
7
6

2
0

7
2
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en
ced

 th
e size o

f a 
S
p
ecial U

n
it m

o
re th

an
 o
b
jectiv

e w
o
rk
lo
ad
 p
attern

s. In
 its rep

ly to
 th

e d
ra

ft R
ep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
 co

n
cu

rred
 th

a
t th

e 
d
o
n
o
r-d

riven
n
ess

o
f so

m
e S

p
ecia

l B
u
d
g
ets a

p
p
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 em
erg

en
cy D
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s w

ell.

�
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o
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an
d
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o
o
k
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m
erg

en
cies p
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v
id
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sefu
l g

u
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an
ce o

n
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 o
f activ
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p
ro
cu
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en
t, staffin

g
 lev

els, su
p
erv

isio
n
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d
ard
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 b
e d

ev
elo

p
ed
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r th
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lish
m
en
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p
ecial U

n
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esk
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 su
p
p
o
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ese em
erg

en
cies fro

m
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ead
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ectiv
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h
e n

eed
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 o
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m
erg

en
cy
 D
esk
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w
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 d
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 at th

e E
v
alu

atio
n
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o
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m
p
risin

g
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en
io
r) D

esk
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ro
g
ram

m
e
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d
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m
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b
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 o
th
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N
H
C
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n
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 as th

e D
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isio

n
 o
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in
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u
p
p
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en
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en
cy
 an
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e D
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isio
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an
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en
t an
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at a p
o
licy
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o
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ld
 b
e d

ev
elo

p
ed
 o
f
w
h
at an

 E
m
erg

en
cy
 D
esk

 sh
o
u
ld
 co

m
p
rise 

in
clu

d
in
g
 its stru

ctu
re an

d
 th

e staffin
g
 ex

p
ertise req

u
ired

, w
h
ich

 w
o
u
ld
 b
e d

ep
en
d
en
t o

n
 th

e estim
ated

 size o
f th

e 
em

erg
en
cy
 an

d
 th

e p
o
ten

tial risk
s asso

ciated
 w
ith
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O
IO

S
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 u
n
d
erstan

d
s th

at w
o
rk
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y
 b
eg
u
n
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 th
e d

ev
elo

p
m
en
t o

f su
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 a p

o
licy

.
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w
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n
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d
in
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th
e m

ain
 p
ro
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N
H
C
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p
lan

n
in
g
, p
ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 an

d
 rep

o
rtin

g
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ell as an
 u
n
d
erstan

d
in
g
o
f all th

e o
th
er U

n
its in

teractin
g
 w
ith

 th
e 

D
esk
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ield

 su
ch
 as th

e O
p
eratio

n
s R

ev
iew

 B
o
ard
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R
B
) an

d
 th

e D
iv
isio

n
 o
f E

x
tern

al R
elatio

n
s (D

E
R
) fo

r d
ealin

g
 

w
ith

 d
o
n
o
rs, etc. 
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O
IO

S
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rev
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 o
f p
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n
n
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rd
s co

n
clu

d
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 g
en
eral, D

esk
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ad
 th

e n
ecessary

 sk
ills an

d
 ex

p
erien

ce as 
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u
ired
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y
 th
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b
 d
escrip

tio
n
. 

�
T
h
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erag
e len

g
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 o
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an
t ex

p
erien
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m
 n
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9
 y
ears fo
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s o
f D
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, an

d
 1
4
 to
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6
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en
io
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 D
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ectiv
ely
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 ex
p
erien
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u
n
d
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 b
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u
ite ex
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siv

e w
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an
 av
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d
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4
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ectiv
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IO

S
 n
o
ted

, h
o
w
ev
er, th

at w
h
at co

u
ld
 b
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o
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en
io
r D
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 O
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e 

B
u
reau

 fo
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u
ro
p
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in
g
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m
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n
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ead
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f
D
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th
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x
) d
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o
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h
er ex

p
erien
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u
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en
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o
u
g
h
 th
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m
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en
t’s p

ro
tectio

n
 b
ack

g
ro
u
n
d
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u
n
t w

h
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is 

p
o
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n
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 b
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t 
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 b
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m
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en
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n
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en
io
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esk

 O
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 p
ractical ex

p
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ce an
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u
n
d
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d
in
g
 o
f sy

stem
s an

d
 p
ro
ced

u
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en
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R
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, d
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o
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en
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r) D
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iew

ed
 ag

reed
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 d
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 n
o
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m
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e p

o
sitio
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 w
ith

 ad
eq
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n
o
w
led

g
e o
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th
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o
rk
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g
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ead

q
u
arters. 
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IO
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g
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 p
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v
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e o

n
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b
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in
g
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esk
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 o
n
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ated
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0
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o
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ro
g
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u
n
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n
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d
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u
ld
 b
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n
ed
 to

 a D
esk

 reg
ard
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n
o
w
led
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f th
e co

u
n
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 b
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v
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 p
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u
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o
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en
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p
o
in
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en
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a p
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n
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e D
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p
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g
rap

h
ical area to

 b
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en
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 stan

d
ard

 o
rien
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n
 m
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g
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etailed
 b
riefin

g
s o
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g
 o
f D

esk
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en
h
an
ce th
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n
o
w
led
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N
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n
al p

o
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o
t p

o
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n
 to

 D
esk
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ith

 all th
e relev

an
t 

sk
ills an

d
 k
n
o
w
led

g
e o

f th
e w

o
rk
in
g
 en

v
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n
m
en
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o
w
ev
er, th
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es sh

o
u
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 b
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N
H
C
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ce an

d
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o
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em

en
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f D
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m
e D

esk
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u
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n
d
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eir resp
o
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o
st D

esk
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o
u
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 b
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in
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u
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 o
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v
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p
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n
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u
n
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 p
ro
g
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m
es an
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o
t all D
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u
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.
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 p
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u
n
d
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d
 field

 o
p
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n
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 o
n
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e D
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e p
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e C
o
u
n
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p
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n
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 p
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o
rk
in
g
 g
ro
u
p
s w

ith
 th

e d
ifferen

t stak
eh
o
ld
ers to

 

p
rep

are th
e C

O
P
 an

d
 to

 p
ro
v
id
e sy

stem
atic feed

b
ack

 th
ereafter can

 b
e h

ig
h
lig

h
ted

 as a v
alu

ab
le o

n
e.

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
.4
. S
k
ills
 o
f D
e
s
k
 s
ta
ff 

4
.1
.4
. S
k
ills
 o
f D
e
s
k
 s
ta
ff – –

F
ie
ld
 m
is
s
io
n
s

F
ie
ld
 m
is
s
io
n
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
2
4

�
T
h
e p

o
sitio

n
 o
f th

e S
en
io
r L

eg
al A

d
v
isers v

aries fro
m
 B
u
reau

 to
 B
u
reau

:

�
In
 th
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u
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r A

sia an
d
 P
acific, th
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 fo
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 p
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f th
e D

esk
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�
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u
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p
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u
reau
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o
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n
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d

�
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 C
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A
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M
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u
reau

x
, th

ey
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v
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n
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�
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p
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d
v
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n
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e D
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d
ev
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p
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n
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p
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n
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n
o
w
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g
e an

d
 b
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m
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o
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in
atio
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e D
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U
n
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al A

d
v
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u
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b
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d
 p
ro
v
id
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o
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h
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u
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n
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 o
f p
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u
g
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o
u
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m
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b
y
 sev

eral S
en
io
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u
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d
v
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 o
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 d
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 b
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v
o
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p
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e D
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 d
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e D
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p
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, b
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r p
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 m
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 p
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f d
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 o
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 p
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n
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p
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n
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lin

e an
d
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n
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u
reau
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 an

d
 th
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o
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 p
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p
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e term
s o

f referen
ce an

d
 

p
ro
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.
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m
en
d
a
tio
n
 1
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 D
ep
artm

en
t o

f O
p
eratio

n
s, in

 o
rd
er to

 stream
lin

e an
d
 ratio

n
alize th

e D
esk

s’
stru

ctu
re an

d
 its reso

u
rces, sh

o
u
ld
 

d
ev
elo

p
 a stan

d
ard

 D
esk

 stru
ctu

re fo
r ‘stab

le state’
o
p
eratio

n
s, th

ro
u
g
h
: 

�
R
ev
iew

in
g
 th

e fu
n
ctio

n
s an

d
 jo

b
 d
escrip

tio
n
s o

f th
e D

esk
s w

ith
 reg

ard
 to

 th
eir co

h
eren

ce an
d
 relev

an
ce, an

d
 elim

in
ate th

e 
d
u
p
licatio

n
 o
f fu

n
ctio

n
s b

etw
een

 a H
ead

 o
f D

esk
 an

d
 a S

en
io
r D

esk
 O
fficer;

�
E
stab

lish
in
g
 g
u
id
elin

es fo
r th

e staffin
g
 reso

u
rces allo

cated
 to

 each
 D
esk

, tak
in
g
 in

to
 acco

u
n
t rep

resen
tativ

e w
o
rk
lo
ad
 

in
d
icato

rs (su
ch
 as n

u
m
b
er o

f co
u
n
tries, n

u
m
b
er o

f F
ield

 O
ffices, n

u
m
b
er o

f p
erso

n
s o

f co
n
cern

, b
u
d
g
et allo

catio
n
s, 

n
u
m
b
er o

f L
etters o

f In
stru

ctio
n
, n
u
m
b
er o

f H
ead

q
u
arters p

o
sts an

d
 ratio

 o
f estim

ated
 staff co

sts o
n
 to

tal b
u
d
g
et) an

d
 

co
n
sid

erin
g
 each

 D
esk

’s reso
u
rces alo

n
g
 th

ese g
u
id
elin

es; 

�
C
larify

in
g
 th

e ro
le an

d
 rep

o
rtin

g
 lin

es o
f S

en
io
r L

eg
al A

d
v
isers

(R
ec. 0

1
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R
eco
m
m
en
d
a
tio
n
 2
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 D
ep
artm

en
t o

f O
p
eratio

n
s sh

o
u
ld
 d
eterm

in
e criteria fo

r
estab

lish
in
g
 S
p
ecial U

n
its o

r E
m
erg

en
cy
 D
esk

s, an
d
 

d
ev
elo

p
 stan

d
ard

s related
 to

th
e actu

al w
o
rk
lo
ad
 fo

r th
e allo

catio
n
 o
f h

u
m
an
 reso

u
rces an

d
 ex

p
ertise (su

p
p
ly
 m

an
ag
em

en
t, 

ad
m
in
istratio

n
 an

d
 teleco

m
m
u
n
icatio

n
s) if it is d

eterm
in
ed
 th

at su
ch
 ex

p
ertise is b

etter p
laced
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 th

e D
esk

 rath
er th

an
 rem

ain
in
g
 

w
ith

in
 th

e fu
n
ctio

n
al U

n
its at H

ead
q
u
arters (R

ec. 0
2
). 

R
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m
m
en
d
a
tio
n
 3
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 D
ep
artm

en
t o

f O
p
eratio

n
s in

 co
o
p
eratio

n
 w
ith

 th
e D

iv
isio

n
 o
f H

u
m
an
 R
eso

u
rces M

an
ag
em

en
t (S

taff D
ev
elo

p
m
en
t 

S
ectio

n
) sh

o
u
ld
 d
ev
elo

p
 stan

d
ard

 o
rien

tatio
n
 train

in
g
 p
ro
g
ram

m
es fo

r n
ew

 H
ead

s o
f D

esk
 an

d
 (S

en
io
r) D

esk
 O
fficers w

ith
 a v

iew
 

to
 en

h
an
ce th

e p
erfo

rm
an
ce o

f th
e D

esk
s. It sh

o
u
ld
 in

clu
d
e th

e fu
n
ctio

n
s o

f U
n
its at H

ead
q
u
arters, th

e p
ro
cesses in

v
o
lv
in
g
 th

e 
D
esk

s, th
eir resp

o
n
sib

ilities, as w
ell as th

e D
esk

s’
fu
n
ctio

n
s, p

ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 sy

stem
s an

d
 p
ro
ced

u
res fro

m
 a H

ead
q
u
arters 

p
ersp

ectiv
e.T

h
e train

in
g
 co

u
ld
 b
e m

o
d
u
le-b

ased
 w
ith

 staff selectin
g
 to

p
ics w

h
ere th

ey
 n
eed

 to
 en

h
an
ce th

eir k
n
o
w
led

g
e (R

ec. 0
3
).
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o
n
se to

 th
e d

ra
ft rep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
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ted
 th

a
t w

ith
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r jo
b
 d
escrip

tio
n
 a
n
d
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in
g
 in

 m
in
d
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o
w
 u
n
iversa

l D
esk O

fficers’
kn

o
w
led

g
e a

n
d
 skills h

a
ve to

 b
e, D

esk O
fficers sh

o
u
ld
 b
e a

b
le to

en
h
a
n
ce th

eir kn
o
w
led

g
e in

 th
e a
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s w

h
ere th

ey n
eed

 it w
ith

 th
e 

va
riety o

f lea
rn

in
g
 p
ro

g
ra

m
m
es

a
lrea

d
y existin

g
. O

IO
S
 b
eliev

es h
o
w
ev
er th

at co
n
sisten

t an
d
 co

m
p
reh

en
siv

e train
in
g
is n

o
t 

alw
ay
s b

est ach
iev

ed
 b
y
 rely

in
g
 o
n
 in

d
iv
id
u
al ju

d
g
m
en
t. 

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
. S
tru
c
tu
re
 a
n
d
 s
ta
ff

4
.1
.7
. R
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S
 co

u
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o
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d
 a clear an

d
 co

n
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t d
escrip

tio
n
 o
f th

e fu
n
ctio

n
s an

d
 ro

le o
f th

e D
esk

 o
th
er th

an
 th

at alread
y
 

referred
 to

 in
 th

e U
N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al, C

h
ap
ter 2

 (w
h
ich

 w
as v

ery
 lim

ited
), an

d
 in

 D
esk

 staff’s jo
b
 d
escrip

tio
n
s.

�
T
h
e 1

9
9
4
 rev

iew
 co

n
clu

d
ed
 th

at th
e D

esk
 w
as co

n
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n
ted

 w
ith

 “u
n
clear d

elin
eatio

n
 o
f resp

o
n
sib

ilities, […
] d

ifferin
g
 

an
d
 co

n
flictin

g
 in

terp
retatio

n
 o
f th

e ro
le o

f th
e D

esk
 […

], co
n
fu
sio

n
 o
v
er th

e ex
ten

t to
 w
h
ich

 th
e D

esk
 o
r B

u
reau

 

sh
o
u
ld
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e o
n
 fu

n
ctio

n
al ro

les […
], an

d
 d
isag

reem
en
t o

v
er th

e ex
ten

t o
f D

esk
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v
o
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em

en
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]”;

�
T
h
e 1

9
9
9
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iew
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n
 o
f th

e fu
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re ro

les o
f th

e D
esk
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p
p
ro
p
riate actio

n
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as n

o
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en
, an

d
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O
IO

S
’
o
p
in
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n
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o
n
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ilities h
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 b
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n
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S
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iew
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t d

o
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en
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n
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als an

d
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n
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s o
f th

e D
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n
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e D
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�
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n
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9
9
4
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o
rk
in
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u
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;

�
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g
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9
9
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�
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u
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b
 d
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n
s o
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o
sitio

n
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S
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 m
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n
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e D
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, p
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)
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p
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 o
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 o
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o
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 d
u
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ach
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m
p
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en
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 th

e F
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F
u
n
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n
al ro
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o
n
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rin
g
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n
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llin
g
 an

d
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th
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s

A
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u
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n
 

o
f p

o
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d
 o
p
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n
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e reg
io
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D
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 o
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 p
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n
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ro
g
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m
e

M
an
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E
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r
o
u
p
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S
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S
u
p
p
o
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o
n
o
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n
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g

P
ro
g
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m
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S
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n
aly
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in
fo
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o
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d
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E
n
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b
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u
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b
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se o
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u
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P
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m
o
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n
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p
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d
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p
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 d
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b
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p
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u
rce 

m
an
ag
em

en
t m

ech
an
ism

s

M
o
n
ito

r im
p
lem

en
tatio

n

P
rep

are sp
ecial ap

p
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n
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9
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av
e b
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o
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n
ed
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u
reau
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e D

esk
). F

o
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p
le in
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an
ce w

ith
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N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al, C

h
ap
ter 2

:

�
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s o
f p

o
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 d
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p
m
en
t an

d
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u
reau

 D
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r h
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io
n
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w
h
o
le in
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an
ce w
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 th
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C
, D

H
C
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d
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H
C
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ep
resen
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h
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d
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p
p
o
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H
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q
u
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�
S
R
M
s
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o
n
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g
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e D
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rs o
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u
reau

x
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d
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p
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n
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n
in
g
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co
o
rd
in
ate p

ro
g
ram

m
in
g
, an

d
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p
p
o
rt o
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e F
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o
n
ito

rin
g
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d
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g
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u
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o
n
se 

to
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 d
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p
m
en
ts an

d
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g
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g
 circu

m
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�
L
eg
al ad

v
ice
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 th

e p
u
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 o
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e S
en
io
r L
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d
v
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r, an
d
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n
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 u
n
d
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e D
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o
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e 

B
u
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�
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n
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n
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r R
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u
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ers, th

e D
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u
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p
eratio

n
al 

strateg
ic p

lan
n
in
g
, p
o
litical an

aly
sis, d

issem
in
atio

n
 o
f in

fo
rm

atio
n
 an

d
 co

o
rd
in
atio

n
, an

d
 p
ro
g
ram

m
e su

p
p
o
rt 

fu
n
ctio

n
s in

clu
d
in
g
 m

o
n
ito

rin
g
, staffin

g
, fin

an
ce, p

ro
cu
rem

en
t an

d
 ad

m
in
istratio

n
.”

�
O
IO

S
 fo

u
n
d
 th

at D
esk

 staff are so
m
etim

es fo
cal p

o
in
ts fo

r th
e d

ev
elo

p
m
en
ts o

f o
n
e o

r sev
eral in

itiativ
es o

r p
ro
jects 

(In
tern

ally
 D
isp

laced
 P
o
p
u
latio

n
s, G

en
d
er an

d
 A
g
e, F

u
n
d
raisin

g
).
T
h
is m

ean
s th

at th
ey
 h
av
e to

 atten
d
 related

 
m
eetin

g
s, d

issem
in
ate th

e in
fo
rm

atio
n
 in

 th
e B

u
reau

 an
d
 ad

v
ise th

e F
ield

 an
d
 o
th
ers in

 th
e D

esk
/B
u
reau

 o
n
 th

e to
p
ic. 

T
h
ey
 also

 h
av
e th

e resp
o
n
sib

ility
 to

 relay
 all in

itiativ
es to

 th
e F

ield
 to

 en
su
re th

eir p
ro
p
er im

p
lem

en
tatio

n
. 

�
M
o
st o

f th
e D

esk
 staff in

terv
iew

ed
 ad

m
itted

 th
at d

u
e to

 th
eir su

p
p
o
rt fu

n
ctio

n
s, in

fo
rm

atio
n
 o
v
erlo

ad
 an

d
 d
aily

 
‘em

erg
en
cies’

th
ere w

as n
o
t m

u
ch
 tim

e left fo
r strateg

ic p
lan

n
in
g
 an

d
 d
irectio

n
. T

h
e 1

9
9
4
 rev

iew
 co

n
firm

ed
 th

is an
d
 

rep
o
rted

 in
 th

is reg
ard

 th
at “so

m
e fu

n
ctio

n
s o

f th
e D

esk
s w

ere n
eg
lected

, n
am

ely
 co

n
tin

g
en
cy
 an

d
 fo

rw
ard

 p
lan

n
in
g
 

an
d
 fo

rm
u
latio

n
 o
f strateg

ies at th
e su

b
-reg

io
n
al an

d
 reg

io
n
al lev

els”. 

�
A
lso

 a stro
n
g
 statem

en
t w

as p
u
t fo

rw
ard

 w
h
ereb

y
 th

e D
esk

s resen
ted

 th
e scatterin

g
 o
f reso

u
rces am

o
n
g
 so

 m
an
y
 

in
itiativ

es.

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
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o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
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ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.2
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. S
tra
te
g
y

4
.2
.1
. S
tra
te
g
y



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
3
1

�
C
o
n
sid

erin
g
 th

e n
u
m
b
er o

f in
itiativ

es, in
 O
IO

S
’
v
iew

 th
e m

u
ltip

licity
 o
f p

rio
rities resu

lts in
 ad

d
itio

n
al w

o
rk
lo
ad
, 

w
h
ich

 can
 d
istract th

e D
esk

s fro
m
 th

eir co
re su

p
p
o
rt fu

n
ctio

n
s. D

esk
 staff in

d
icated

 th
at th

eir in
v
o
lv
em

en
t in

 su
ch
 

activ
ities w

as tim
e-co

n
su
m
in
g
 an

d
 in

ferred
 th

at it w
as n

o
t alw

ay
s clear w

h
at th

eir resp
o
n
sib

ilities w
ere, n

o
r d

id
 th

ey
 

alw
ay
s h

av
e th

e ex
p
ertise o

r reso
u
rces to

 assist field
 o
p
eratio

n
s in

 th
ese m

atters. 

�
N
o
n
eth

eless, D
esk

 staff are in
 m

an
y
 cases in

 an
 o
p
p
o
rtu

n
e p

o
sitio

n
 as th

ey
 h
av
e a u

n
iq
u
e ‘b

ird
’s ey

e’
v
iew

 o
f co

u
n
try

 

o
p
eratio

n
s w

ith
in
 a certain

 reg
io
n
. D

esk
s, th

erefo
re, can

 ad
d
 v
alu

e if th
ey
 p
ro
v
id
e p

ro
p
er an

aly
sis o

f w
h
at is 

im
p
lem

en
ted

 in
 n
eig

h
b
o
u
rin

g
co
u
n
tries an

d
 assist in

 ex
ch
an
g
in
g
 b
est p

ractices. T
h
is co

u
ld
 ach

iev
e m

o
re sy

n
erg

y
 an

d
 

co
n
sisten

cy
 in

 th
e su

b
-reg

io
n
. S

taff in
 th

e field
 co

n
firm

ed
 th

ey
 w
o
u
ld
 w
elco

m
e su

ch
 an

 ap
p
ro
ach

.

�
In
 O
IO

S
’
v
iew

 th
e in

v
o
lv
em

en
t o

f D
esk

 staff in
 strateg

y
 n
eed

s to
 b
e fu

rth
er clarified

 to
 en

su
re a co

h
eren

t ap
p
ro
ach

 

an
d
 a b

etter u
n
d
erstan

d
in
g
 o
f w

h
at th

eir ro
les an

d
 resp

o
n
sib

ilities are in
 th

is area.

4
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le
 a
n
d
 re
s
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o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th
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 D
e
s
k
s

4
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o
le
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n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
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e
s
k
s

4
.2
.1
. S
tra
te
g
y

4
.2
.1
. S
tra
te
g
y



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
3
2

�
T
h
e m

ajo
rity

 o
f H

ead
s o

f D
esk

 in
terv

iew
ed
 saw

 th
eir m

ain
 ro

le as
o
n
e o

f su
p
p
o
rt.  T

h
e 2

0
0
5
 E
P
A
U
 R
eferen

ce G
ro
u
p
 

o
n
 th

e D
esk

 co
n
clu

d
ed
 th

at th
e o

rien
tatio

n
 an

d
 fo

cu
s o

f th
e D

esk
s w

as to
w
ard

s th
e F

ield
, m

ean
in
g
 th

at th
ere w

as little, 

if an
y
, ro

o
m
 fo

r th
e D

esk
 fu

n
ctio

n
 to

 serv
ice H

ead
q
u
arters. 

�
R
ep
lies to

 O
IO

S
’
q
u
estio

n
n
aire co

n
firm

ed
 th

is u
n
d
erstan

d
in
g
, an

d
 field

 o
ffices h

ig
h
lig

h
ted

 th
e co

o
rd
in
atin

g
 an

d
 

liaisin
g
 fu

n
ctio

n
 o
f th

e D
esk

s as th
e m

ain
 o
n
e (7

2
 p
er cen

t), essen
tially

 relatin
g
 to

 b
u
d
g
et an

d
 reso

u
rces (6

1
 p
er cen

t). 

T
h
ey
 reg

retted
 th

e lack
 o
f sy

stem
atic feed

b
ack

 an
d
 p
ractical ad

v
ice (6

7
 p
er cen

t) an
d
 w
o
u
ld
 w
elco

m
e m

o
re su

p
p
o
rt in

 

th
e areas o

f o
p
eratio

n
s an

d
 p
ro
g
ram

m
es (6

8
 p
er cen

t), p
ro
tectio

n
(4
7
 p
er cen

t) an
d
 p
o
licy

 o
r g

lo
b
al in

itiativ
es (4

2
 p
er 

cen
t). 

�
T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al, C

h
ap
ter 2

 id
en
tifies th

e p
rim

ary
 ro

le o
f th

e B
u
reau

 D
irecto

rs as “ad
v
isin

g
 an

d
 assistin

g
 th

e 

H
ig
h
 C
o
m
m
issio

n
er an

d
 A
ssistan

t H
ig
h
 C
o
m
m
issio

n
er in

 th
e fo

rm
u
latio

n
 o
f p

o
licy

 an
d
 d
irectin

g
 th

eir d
ev
elo

p
m
en
t 

an
d
 p
ro
m
u
lg
atio

n
”. O

n
 th

e p
rim

ary
 ro

le o
f th

e D
esk

s, th
e M

an
u
al is n

o
t clear. T

h
e
im

p
ressio

n
 w
as w

id
ely

 sh
ared

 

am
o
n
g
 D
esk

 staff th
at th

eir fo
cu
s w

as p
ro
g
ressiv

ely
 sh

iftin
g
 to

 “feed
-in

 th
e H

ead
q
u
arters’

m
ach

in
ery

”
rath

er th
an
 

tru
ly
 su

p
p
o
rtin

g
 th

e F
ield

. 

�
O
IO

S
 fo

u
n
d
 it d

ifficu
lt to

 m
easu

re th
e effectiv

en
ess o

f th
e D

esk
s’
ro
le in

 th
eir su

p
p
o
rt fu

n
ctio

n
, as m

o
st o

f it w
as 

p
ro
v
id
ed
 v
ia E

-m
ail. A

lth
o
u
g
h
 th

is m
eth

o
d
 o
f co

m
m
u
n
icatio

n
 is v

ery
 efficien

t an
d
 p
ractical, in

d
icato

rs o
f th

e D
esk

s’

su
p
p
o
rt fu

n
ctio

n
 p
erfo

rm
an
ce are ‘h

id
d
en
’
an
d
 h
en
ce n

o
t easily

 m
easu

rab
le.

�
O
IO

S
 id

en
tified

 th
at E

-m
ail w

as b
eco

m
in
g
 a p

ro
b
lem

 fo
r D

esk
s, p

articu
larly

 th
o
se su

p
p
o
rtin

g
 an

 em
erg

en
cy
 

o
p
eratio

n
. T

h
ere is in

fo
rm

atio
n
 o
v
erlo

ad
, an

d
 it w

as m
en
tio

n
ed
 th

at in
 so

m
e cases read

in
g
 an

d
 an

sw
erin

g
 E
-m

ails w
as 

a fu
ll-tim

e jo
b
. C

o
n
sid

erin
g
 th

e v
o
lu
m
e o

f in
fo
rm

atio
n
, so

m
e sy

stem
 n
eed

s to
 b
e in

tro
d
u
ced

 to
 en

ab
le D

esk
 staff to

 

p
rio

ritise req
u
ests an

d
 w
o
rk
 co

m
m
itm

en
ts.

4
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o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
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s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
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o
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n
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s
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s
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e
s
k
s

4
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u
p
p
o
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4
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u
p
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o
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U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
3
3

D
o
n
o
r relatio

n
s

�
T
h
e ex

ten
t o

f th
e D

esk
s’
in
v
o
lv
em

en
t in

 fu
n
d
raisin

g
 activ

ities an
d
 d
o
n
o
r relatio

n
s is m

ain
ly
 left to

 th
e D

esk
s’

d
iscretio

n
. S

o
m
e staff stated

 to
 b
e h

eav
ily

 in
v
o
lv
ed
 (D

esk
 2
 fo

r
th
e A

m
ericas); so

m
e in

d
icated

 th
eir p

articip
atio

n
 in

 

d
o
n
o
r m

eetin
g
s, in

clu
d
in
g
 acco

m
p
an
y
in
g
 D
E
R
 o
n
 m

issio
n
 an

d
 o
n
e D

esk
 m

en
tio

n
ed
 th

at th
ey
 w
ere h

eav
ily

 in
v
o
lv
ed
 

fro
m
 a m

ark
etin

g
 asp

ect an
d
 h
ad
 to

 ‘sell’
th
eir o

p
eratio

n
s to

 d
o
n
o
rs. O

th
ers rely

 en
tirely

 o
n
 D
E
R
, an

d
 ju

st p
ro
v
id
ed
 

th
e n

ecessary
 raw

 in
fo
rm

atio
n
 as in

p
u
t. 

�
O
IO

S
 n
o
ted

 th
at in

 all cases D
esk

s w
ere ex

p
ected

 to
 p
ro
v
id
e a

d
 h
o
c in

fo
rm

atio
n
 as an

d
 w
h
en
 req

u
ired

 fo
r d

o
n
o
r 

related
 p
u
rp
o
ses. H

o
w
ev
er, as u

p
-to

-d
ate in

fo
rm

atio
n
 w
as n

o
t alw

ay
s at h

an
d
, su

ch
 req

u
ests w

ere n
o
rm

ally
 re-d

irected
 

to
 th

e F
ield

. 

�
T
h
e E

P
A
U
 R
eferen

ce G
ro
u
p
 co

n
firm

ed
 th

at, alth
o
u
g
h
 staff at H

ead
q
u
arters receiv

ed
 m

an
y
 p
ertin

en
t rep

o
rts o

n
 field

 

activ
ities su

ch
 as th

e S
itu

atio
n
 R
ep
o
rts (S

itR
ep
s), it w

as n
o
t alw

ay
s easy

 to
 fin

d
 th

e in
fo
rm

atio
n
 th

ey
 req

u
ired

 an
d
 

th
ey
 o
ften

 h
ad
 to

 rev
ert to

 th
e F

ield
 fo

r u
p
-to

-d
ate in

fo
rm

atio
n
. T

h
is w

as seen
 as a d

rain
 o
n
 b
o
th
 th

e D
esk

s’
an
d
 F
ield

 

staff reso
u
rces. 
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le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
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ilitie

s
 o
f th
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 D
e
s
k
s

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
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U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
3
4

�
A
ll D

esk
s m

en
tio

n
ed
 th

e in
creasin

g
ly
 

o
v
erw

h
elm

in
g
 rep

o
rtin

g
 task

s, b
o
th
 stan

d
ard

 an
d
 a
d
 

h
o
c. In

 th
is reg

ard
, th

e F
ield

 an
d
 th

e D
esk

s’
o
p
in
io
n
 

co
n
cu
r. T

h
e rep

o
rtin

g
 resp

o
n
sib

ility
 rests m

ain
ly
 

w
ith

 th
e F

ield
. 

�
R
ep
o
rtin

g
 req

u
irem

en
ts w

ere fo
u
n
d
 to

 b
e v

ery
 

d
em

an
d
in
g
 -

O
IO

S
 th

erefo
re d

ecid
ed
 to

 fu
rth

er 

an
aly

se
th
e 2

0
0
4
 stan

d
ard

 rep
o
rtin

g
req

u
irem

en
ts.

�
It w

as estab
lish

ed
 th

at th
ere w

ere 1
7
 rep

o
rts, w

h
ich

 

n
eed

ed
 to

 b
e su

b
m
itted

, m
o
st o

f th
em

 d
u
e in

 

S
ep
tem

b
er, w

ith
 at least o

n
e sp

ecific rep
o
rtin

g
 

req
u
irem

en
t each

 m
o
n
th
. It is ap

p
reciated

, h
o
w
ev
er, 

th
at th

eir co
m
p
lex

ity
 v
aries an

d
 th

at th
ey
 are n

o
t 

alw
ay
s d

ealt w
ith

 b
y
 th

e sam
e p

erso
n
. 

�
T
h
e g

rap
h
 d
o
es n

o
t tak

e in
to
 acco

u
n
t th

e ad
-h
o
c 

rep
o
rts req

u
ested

, fo
r w

h
ich

 D
esk

s eith
er h

av
e to

 

d
raft o

r sig
n
ifican

tly
 co

n
trib

u
te to

. 

�
O
IO

S
 n
o
ted

 th
at a recen

t in
v
en
to
ry
 o
f rep

o
rts w

as 

m
ad
e, w

h
ich

 in
clu

d
ed
 all in

tern
al rep

o
rts to

  

U
N
H
C
R
, m

en
tio

n
s sp

ecific d
o
n
o
r su

b
m
issio

n
s an

d
 

rep
o
rts, in

p
u
t fo

r rep
o
rts to

 th
e G

en
eral A

ssem
b
ly
, 

N
o
tes fo

r th
e F

ile o
r A

u
d
it rep

lies.

�
O
IO

S
 h
as b

een
 m

ad
e aw

are th
at a w

o
rk
in
g
 g
ro
u
p
 

h
as b

een
 estab

lish
ed
 to

 rev
iew

 U
N
H
C
R
’s
rep

o
rtin

g
 

req
u
irem

en
ts an

d
 id

en
tify

 th
o
se w

h
o
 ad

d
 v
alu

e.
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 o
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k
s
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g
4
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n
u
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F
e
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a
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a
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A
p
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M
a
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n
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A
u
g
u
s
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S
e
p
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b
e
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O
c
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b
e
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N
o
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m
b
e
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c
e
m
b
e
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8
/3
: re

c
e
iv
e
 c
o
u
n
try
 

c
h
a
p
te
r o
f 2
0
0
3
 G
lo
b
a
l 

re
p
o
rt
fo
r re

v
ie
w
 a
n
d
 

tra
n
s
m
is
s
io
n
 o
n
 1
5
/3

2
6
/3
: re

c
e
iv
e
 c
o
u
n
try
 

o
p
e
ra
tio
n
s
 p
la
n
s
fo
r 

2
0
0
5
 fo
r re

v
ie
w
 a
n
d
 

c
o
n
s
o
lid
a
tio
n
 u
p
 to
 1
9
/4

2
0
/6
: re

c
e
iv
e
 fin
a
l 

c
o
u
n
try
 o
p
e
ra
tio
n
s
 

p
la
n
s
fo
r 2
0
0
5
 

2
5
/6
: d
ra
ft in

p
u
t fo

r 2
0
0
5
  

A
n
n
u
a
l P
ro
g
ra
m
m
e
 

B
u
d
g
e
t

1
/9
: re

c
e
iv
e
 d
ra
ft c

o
u
n
try
 

c
h
a
p
te
r fo

r 2
0
0
5
 G
lo
b
a
l 

A
p
p
e
a
l
fo
r re

v
ie
w
, 

e
d
itin
g
 a
n
d
 tra

n
s
m
is
s
io
n
 

o
n
 8
/9

S
e
p
t-1
5
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0
: c
le
a
ra
n
c
e
 o
f 

fie
ld
 d
ra
fts
 fo
r 2
0
0
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 p
la
n
s
 in
 

C
o
n
s
o
lid
a
te
d
 A
p
p
e
a
l 

P
ro
c
e
s
s

2
9
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o
p
y
 o
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0
0
3
 

A
n
n
u
a
l P
ro
te
c
tio
n
 

R
e
p
o
rts
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p
rio
r lia

is
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P
lan

n
in
g
 an

d
 p
ro
g
ram

m
in
g

�
O
IO

S
 w
as u

n
ab
le to

 q
u
an
tify

 th
e ad

d
ed
-v
alu

e o
f th

e D
esk

 o
r o

f th
e v

ario
u
s H

ead
q
u
arter U

n
its, reg

ard
in
g
th
e C

O
P
 an

d
 

P
ro
ject S

u
b
m
issio

n
s, as in

term
ed
iate v

ersio
n
s o

f d
o
cu
m
en
ts in

itially
 d
rafted

 o
r co

m
p
leted

 b
y
 th

e field
 w
ere seld

o
m
 filed

 

an
d
 m

ain
tain

ed
 b
y
 th

e D
esk

. 

�
V
ario

u
s in

p
u
ts an

d
 reaso

n
s b

eh
in
d
 m

ajo
r ch

an
g
es to

 th
e p

lan
n
in
g
 d
o
cu
m
en
ts an

d
/o
r m

an
ag
em

en
t d

ecisio
n
s to

 m
ak
e 

ch
an
g
es w

ere n
o
t alw

ay
s p

ro
p
erly

 d
o
cu
m
en
ted

 o
r sh

ared
 w
ith

 field
o
ffices. 

�
T
h
e B

u
reau

 fo
r A

frica in
itiated

 a C
O
P
 R
ev
iew

 C
o
m
m
ittee co

m
p
risin

g
 th

e tw
o
 D
ep
u
ty
 D
irecto

rs an
d
 th

e S
en
io
r 

R
eso

u
rce M

an
ag
er to

 assess th
e q

u
ality

 an
d
 p
ro
v
id
e in

p
u
t fo

r im
p
ro
v
em

en
t an

d
 en

h
an
cem

en
t o

f th
e su

b
m
issio

n
s w

ith
 

th
e D

esk
. T

h
e C

o
m
m
ittee tak

es sy
stem

atic m
in
u
tes, th

at are sh
ared

 w
ith

 all D
esk

s. T
h
is p

ractice co
u
ld
 b
e em

u
lated

 b
y
 

o
th
er B

u
reau

x
, as it k

eep
s a reco

rd
 o
f w

h
at ch

an
g
es are n

ecessary
 an

d
 co

u
ld
 b
e u

sed
 as lesso

n
s learn

ed
 fo

r fu
tu
re 

su
b
m
issio

n
s. 

�
C
o
n
sid

erab
le effo

rts are m
ad
e to

 p
rep

are th
e an

n
u
al C

O
P
, b
u
t o

n
ce co

m
p
leted

, O
IO

S
 w
as in

fo
rm

ed
 it w

as rarely
 u
sed

 as 

a referen
ce d

o
cu
m
en
t, o

r as a b
aselin

e ag
ain

st w
h
ich

 lev
els o

f ach
iev

em
en
ts co

u
ld
 b
e m

easu
red

.  

�
In
 resp

o
n
se to

 th
e d

ra
ft rep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
 m

en
tio

n
ed

 th
a
t every yea

r a
 co

m
p
reh

en
sive

p
ro

g
ra

m
m
e
review

 ta
kes p

la
ce a

t 

H
ea

d
q
u
a
rters. T

h
is yea

r, th
e resp

o
n
sib

ility o
f review

in
g
 a
n
d
 va

lid
a
tin

g
 field

 su
b
m
issio

n
s w

a
s p

a
ssed

 o
ver to

 th
e B

u
rea

u
, 

w
ith

 em
p
h
a
sis o

n
 B
u
rea

u
-field

 in
tera

ctio
n
 fo

r fin
a
lisin

g
su

b
m
issio

n
s a

n
d
 b
rin

g
in
g
 th

em
 in

 lin
e w

ith
 g
lo
b
a
l o

b
jectives 

a
n
d
 p
a
ra

m
eters. A

lso
, th

e C
O
P
 p
ro

cess h
a
s b

een
 revised

 fo
r th

e 2
0
0
6
 su

b
m
issio

n
 a
n
d
 n
o
w
 co

n
ta
in
s b

a
selin

e, o
b
jectives, 

ta
rg

ets a
n
d
 b
u
d
g
ets p
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r th

a
t w
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s m

o
n
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g
 a
n
d
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g
 to

o
ls. 
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C
o
n
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ls an
d
 M

S
R
P

�
T
h
e effect o

f M
S
R
P
 o
n
 th

e ro
le o

f th
e D

esk
s w

ill n
o
t b

e fu
lly

 co
m
p
reh

en
d
ed
 u
n
til it is ro

lled
-o
u
t to

 th
e field

 an
d
 

effectiv
ely

 w
o
rk
in
g
 in

 th
at en

v
iro

n
m
en
t. H

o
w
ev
er, ev

en
 at th

is early
 stag

e O
IO

S
 n
o
ted

 a few
 areas w

h
ere p

ro
ced

u
res 

an
d
 co

n
tro

ls co
u
ld
 b
e stream

lin
ed
.  

�
T
h
e B

u
d
g
et S

ectio
n
 is resp

o
n
sib

le fo
r en

terin
g
 th

e O
R
B
 b
u
d
g
et in

M
S
R
P
 an

d
 also

 resp
o
n
sib

le fo
r m

ak
in
g
 b
u
d
g
etary

 
ch
an
g
es to

 th
e in

itial b
u
d
g
et o

n
ce th

e C
O
P
 is ap

p
ro
v
ed
, as w

ell as fo
r th

e sp
en
d
in
g
 au

th
o
rity

 lev
els. T

h
e B

u
d
g
et 

S
ectio

n
 also

 clears p
ro
ject b

u
d
g
ets, o

n
ce u

p
lo
ad
ed
 b
y
 th

e P
ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

t, an
d
 co

n
so
lid

ated
 o
b
lig

atio
n
 p
lan

s 
fro

m
 th

e F
ield

,  b
efo

re th
e L

O
Is
an
d
 th

e am
en
d
m
en
ts to

 th
em

 are issu
ed
. T

h
is is d

o
n
e fo

llo
w
in
g
 clearan

ce b
y
 eith

er 
th
e H

ead
 o
f D

esk
 o
r th

e (S
en
io
r) D

esk
 O
fficer an

d
 th

e S
en
io
r R

eso
u
rce M

an
ag
er. 

�
M
S
R
P
 in

tro
d
u
ced

 an
 ad

d
itio

n
al co

n
tro

l: it rejects in
p
u
t o

r tran
sactio

n
s th

at d
iffer fro

m
 b
u
d
g
ets o

r d
ata alread

y
 in

 th
e 

sy
stem

 (e.g
. n

am
e o

f Im
p
lem

en
tin

g
 P
artn

ers). O
n
ly
 th

e B
u
d
g
et an

d
F
in
an
ce S

ectio
n
s can

 en
ter th

e sy
stem

 to
 o
v
errid

e 
o
r am

en
d
 su

ch
 d
ata.

�
In
 O
IO

S
’
v
iew

, as M
S
R
P
 o
ffers stro

n
g
er in

tern
al co

n
tro

ls, th
is sh

o
u
ld
 lead

 to
 in

creased
 d
eleg

atio
n
 in

 th
e 

p
ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 p
ro
cess. 

�
O
v
erall, O

IO
S
 is o

f th
e o

p
in
io
n
 th

at, in
 th

e ch
an
g
e p

ro
cess asso

ciated
 w
ith
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S
R
P
, U

N
H
C
R
 still n

eed
s to
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�
C
arefu
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d
y
 th
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p
act o

f M
S
R
P
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n
 th

e p
ro
cesses an

d
 u
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o
ten
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p
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ro
ced

u
res an

d
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 d
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n
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 th
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u
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e F
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; an
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�
D
ev
elo
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S
R
P
 in

 v
iew

 o
f th
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u
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en
ts o
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e D
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s in
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f p
ro
ject im

p
lem
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 an

d
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teg
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re o
f th

e E
R
P
 (E

n
terp

rise R
eso

u
rce P
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n
in
g
 so

ftw
are).

�
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h
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s, w
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n
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 o
r after th

e ro
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u
t o

f M
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R
P
 to
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e F
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, fall in
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 a m

ed
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m
-term

 p
ro
ject fram

e 
th
at O

IO
S
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n
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iew
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P
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ject files

�
A
cco

rd
in
g
 to

 th
e U

N
H
C
R
 M

an
u
al, C

h
ap
ter 4

, S
ectio

n
 7
, “p

ro
ject m

an
ag
ers (u

su
ally

 D
esk

s/S
ectio

n
s) at H

ead
q
u
arters 

w
ill m

ain
tain

 th
eir o

w
n
 p
ro
ject file in

 o
rd
er to

 m
o
n
ito

r an
d
 co

n
tro

l th
e lev

el o
f ex

p
en
d
itu

re ag
ain

st th
e ap

p
ro
v
ed
 b
u
d
g
et, 

an
d
 to

 en
su
re th

at th
e lev

el o
f ex

p
en
d
itu

re d
o
es n

o
t ex

ceed
 th

e au
th
o
rized

 o
b
lig

atio
n
 lev

el. T
h
e p

ro
ject file sh

o
u
ld
 

co
n
tain

 co
p
ies o

f th
e relev

an
t rep

o
rts receiv

ed
 fro

m
 th

e F
ield

 O
ffice”

�
T
h
e p

ro
ject reco

rd
s m

ain
tain

ed
 b
y
 th

e D
esk

s w
ere n

o
t sy

stem
atically

 th
e sam

e an
d
 in

 m
an
y
 cases ap

p
eared

 to
 b
e 

in
co
m
p
lete o

r d
id
 n
o
t sy

stem
atically

 m
ain

tain
 w
h
at O

IO
S
 saw

 as k
ey
 in

fo
rm

atio
n
 fo

r th
e m

o
n
ito

rin
g
 o
f p

ro
jects (e.g

. 

S
P
M
R
s, b

u
d
g
et v

arian
ce an

aly
sis, au

d
it certificates). T

h
e ty

p
e an

d
 q
u
ality

 o
f th

e d
o
cu
m
en
tatio

n
 o
n
 file v

aried
 

sig
n
ifican

tly
 fro

m
 o
n
e D

esk
 to

 an
o
th
er, fro

m
 scarce, to

 g
en
eral (S

P
M
R
s) o

r sp
ecific (fact sh

eets an
d
 co

m
m
u
n
icatio

n
 to

 

d
o
n
o
rs, m

in
u
tes o

f th
e C

o
m
m
ittee o

n
 C
o
n
tracts)

�
N
o
 m

atter w
h
at th

e d
etail o

f th
e in

fo
rm

atio
n
 in

 th
e p

ro
ject files m

ain
tain

ed
 b
y
 th

e D
esk

s, it m
ain

ly
 co

n
sisted

 o
f co

p
ies o

f 

im
p
lem

en
tin

g
 in

stru
m
en
ts. 

�
A
 rev

iew
 o
f th

e d
o
cu
m
en
ts as w

ell as d
iscu

ssio
n
s w

ith
 D
esk

 staff
in
d
icated

 th
at th

e lack
 o
f in

fo
rm

atio
n
 av

ailab
le at th

e 

D
esk

 lev
el d

id
 n
o
t facilitate p

ro
p
er m

o
n
ito

rin
g
. If p

ro
ject m

o
n
ito

rin
g
 is d

eterm
in
ed
 as o

n
e o

f th
e m

ain
 fu

n
ctio

n
s o

f th
e 

D
esk

, ap
p
ro
p
riate actio

n
 is req

u
ired

 to
 d
ev
elo

p
 p
ro
ced

u
res to

 en
su
re p

ro
ject m

o
n
ito

rin
g
 an

d
 ev

alu
atio

n
 is effectiv

e.

�
In
 resp

o
n
se to

 th
e d

ra
ft rep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
 sta

ted
 th

a
t th

e L
O
I d

eleg
a
tes th

e a
u
th
o
rity fo

r im
p
lem

en
ta
tio

n
 to

 th
e 

R
ep

resen
ta
tive, a

n
d
 it is h

im
/h
er w

h
o
 is resp

o
n
sib

le fo
r th

e d
elivery o

f p
la
n
n
ed

 a
ctivities, a

n
d
 effective m

o
n
ito

rin
g
 ca

n
 

o
n
ly ta

ke p
la
ce in

 th
e field

. 
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P
ro
cu
rem

en
t

�
T
h
e D

esk
s’
in
v
o
lv
em

en
t in

 p
ro
cu
rem

en
t activ

ities is fairly
 lim

ited
, b
u
t th

e resp
o
n
sib

ility
 o
f th

e D
esk

 v
ersu

s th
at o

f th
e 

S
u
p
p
ly
 M

an
ag
em

en
t S

erv
ice (S

M
S
) is n

o
t clear.

�
F
ro
m
 O
IO

S
’
in
terv

iew
s w

ith
 D
esk

 O
fficers an

d
 P
ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts, p
ro
cu
rem

en
t ap

p
eared

 to
 b
e a seco

n
d
ary

 issu
e, 

w
h
ereas th

e field
 staff co

n
sid

ered
 it as an

 essen
tial to

p
ic fo

r th
e D

esk
 to

 fo
llo

w
-u
p
 o
n
 an

d
 im

p
ro
v
e. 

�
T
h
e resp

o
n
sib

ility
 to

 fo
llo

w
-u
p
 o
n
 th

e statu
s o

f H
ead

q
u
arter p

ro
cu
rem

en
t an

d
 to

 k
eep

 field
 o
ffices u

p
d
ated

 o
n
 th

e 

p
ro
g
ress o

f th
e p

ro
cu
rem

en
t p

ip
elin

e w
as n

o
t clear. S

o
m
e D

esk
s d

o
 k
eep

 field
 o
ffices in

fo
rm

ed
 th

ro
u
g
h
 accessin

g
 

M
S
R
P
, o
th
ers in

d
icated

 th
at th

ey
 th

o
u
g
h
t th

is w
as S

M
S
' resp

o
n
sib

ility
.

�
O
n
e resp

o
n
sib

ility
 o
f th

e D
esk

 in
 th

e area o
f p

ro
cu
rem

en
t is to

 rep
resen

t th
e field

 at th
e C

o
m
m
ittee o

n
 C
o
n
tracts (C

o
C
) 

m
eetin

g
s. 

�
In
 an

 in
tern

al m
em

o
ran

d
u
m
, d
ated

 2
9
 O
cto

b
er 2

0
0
4
, th

e C
o
n
tro

ller
h
ad
 rem

in
d
ed
 th

e H
ead

s o
f D

esk
 o
f th

eir 

resp
o
n
sib

ility
 to

 atten
d
 th

e C
o
C
an
d
 n
o
t to

 d
eleg

ate th
eir resp

o
n
sib

ility
. 

�
In
 resp

o
n
se so

m
e actio

n
 w
as tak

en
 b
y
 H
ead

s o
f D

esk
, b
u
t it w

as lim
ited

. O
IO

S
 o
b
serv

ed
 fro

m
 th

e m
in
u
tes o

f th
e 

C
o
C
fro

m
 O
cto

b
er to

 D
ecem

b
er 2

0
0
4
 th

at o
n
ly
 tw

o
 H
ead

s o
f D

esk
, o
u
t o

f th
e six

 D
esk

s co
n
cern

ed
, atten

d
ed
 o
n
e 

C
o
m
m
ittee m

eetin
g
 in

 D
ecem

b
er. 

�
In
 resp

o
n
se to

 th
e d

ra
ft rep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
  felt th

a
t it w

o
u
ld
 h
a
ve b

een
 u
sefu

l to
 cite

th
e n

u
m
b
er o

f S
en

io
r D

esk 

O
fficer/D

esk O
fficers th

a
t a

tten
d
ed

 th
e C

o
C
.  O

IO
S
 ap

p
reciates th

is co
m
m
en
t, b

u
t w

o
u
ld
 h
ig
h
lig

h
t th

at th
e 

co
n
cern

 o
f th

e C
o
n
tro

ller related
 to

 th
e w

id
esp

read
 p
ractice o

f H
ead

s o
f D

esk
 to

 d
eleg

ate atten
d
an
ce at th

e C
o
C
 to

 

o
th
er staff.
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 o
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 b
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u
g
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 d
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u
ld
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w
-u
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e d
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e D
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e p
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P
M
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h
e D
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r p
ro
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en
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 o
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en
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e q
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e D
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e D
esk

s
raises q

u
estio

n
s as w

ell. T
h
e D
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t d
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itu
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l o
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f p
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b
er o

f th
e sam

e y
ear. 
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 b
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 m
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 d
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ro
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u
b
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ro
ject A

g
reem
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d
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g
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en
d
m
en
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u
p
p
lem

en
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g
reem

en
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o
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n
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o
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u
n
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p
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b
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e D
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e d
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o
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ro
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p
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e D
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isio

n
 o
f In
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rm
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d
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u
n
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) d
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ro
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M
S
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m
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0
0
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, b
u
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n
o
t effectiv
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IO

S
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p
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n
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o
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k
s to
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S
R
P
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an
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o
d
u
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su
re ex
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m
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o
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m
p
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m
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n
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ro
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 o
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 p
ro
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 p
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e d
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 d
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ro
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 p
la
n
n
in
g
’
w
o
u
ld
 p
ro

ve u
sefu

l. O
IO

S
 co

n
sid

ers th
e 

in
clu

sio
n
 o
f a d

ead
lin

e to
 b
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t b
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 p
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 p
ro
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e D
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 o
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u
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ith
in
 th
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reau
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 p
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o
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o
n
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o
n
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g
 fu

n
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n
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 b
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en
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stan
ce th
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e p
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e D
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e A
fg
h
an
istan

 D
esk

 

an
d
 th
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 D
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 p
laced

 it o
u
tsid

e th
e sco
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S
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 p
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 p
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le an
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n
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n
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e D

esk
 h
av
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o
lv
ed
 in
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t y

ears w
ith

 th
e creatio

n
 o
f L

eg
al U

n
its an

d
 A
d
m
in
istrativ

e U
n
its 

o
u
tsid

e th
e D

esk
s. In

 ad
d
itio

n
, M

S
R
P
 w
ill su

rely
 in

d
u
ce sig

n
ifican

t ch
an
g
es fo

r th
e D

esk
s ren

d
erin

g
 H
ead

q
u
arters d

ata 
av
ailab

le in
 th

e F
ield

 an
d
 red

u
cin

g
 th

e relev
an
ce o

f th
e D

esk
s fo

r ch
an
n
ellin

g
in
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rm

atio
n
 to

 an
d
 fro

m
 th

e F
ield

.

�
O
IO

S
 b
eliev

es th
at th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
 is essen

tial as it is co
m
p
lem

en
tary

 to
 F
ield

 o
p
eratio

n
s, an

d
 h
en
ce m

u
ch
 m

o
re th

an
 a 

p
o
st b

o
x
, as so

m
e p

eo
p
le still p

erceiv
e it. In

 th
e an

aly
sis o

f th
eir actu

al ro
les, n

o
n
eth

eless, O
IO

S
 feels th

at to
o
 m

u
ch
 tim

e 
o
f th

e D
esk

s is d
ev
o
ted

 to
 fu

n
ctio

n
s th

at ad
d
 little v

alu
e, an

d
 th

at th
e D

esk
s w

o
u
ld
 g
ain

 relev
an
ce w

h
en
 fo

cu
sin

g
 m

o
re o

n
 

strateg
y
 an

d
 p
o
licy

.

�
U
n
til M

S
R
P
 is ro

lled
-o
u
t to

 th
e F

ield
, th

e D
esk

s n
eed

 to
 rem

ain
 in

v
o
lv
ed
 in

 tech
n
ical/p

ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 m

atters, b
u
t th

e 
im

p
act M

S
R
P
 w
ill h

av
e o

n
 th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
 (essen

tially
 v
is
a v

is
th
e P

ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts) can
 alread

y
 b
e an

ticip
ated

.

�
It is w

o
rth

 n
o
tin

g
 th

at 3
7
 p
er cen

t o
f th

e field
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o
n
d
en
ts co

n
sid

er th
e d

istrib
u
tio

n
 o
f au

th
o
rity

 an
d
 resp

o
n
sib

ility
, as w

ell 
as th

e fu
n
ctio

n
s o

f th
e D

esk
s u

n
clear. 

�
P
articip

an
ts o

f th
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0
0
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 E
P
A
U
 w
o
rk
sh
o
p
 b
eliev

ed
 th

at it w
as d

ifficu
lt to

 g
lo
b
ally

 d
efin

e th
e ro

les an
d
 resp

o
n
sib

ilities o
f 

th
e D

esk
 as activ

ities an
d
 fo

cu
s v

aried
 sig

n
ifican

tly
 b
etw

een
 D
esk

s an
d
 w
ere d

ep
en
d
en
t b

o
th
 o
n
 th

e o
p
eratio

n
s an

d
 

so
m
etim

es th
e p

erso
n
al p

referen
ce o

f th
e D

esk
 staff. O

IO
S
 h
ig
h
lig

h
ted

, h
o
w
ev
er, th

at th
ere sh

o
u
ld
 b
e ‘co

re fu
n
ctio

n
s’

co
m
p
arab

le to
 all D

esk
s an

d
 th

is co
u
ld
 b
e th

e startin
g
 p
o
in
t.

�
In
 th

e resp
o
n
se to

 th
e d

ra
ft rep

o
rt, U

N
H
C
R
 co

n
firm

ed
 th

a
t th

e d
ifficu

lties exp
erien

ced
 b
y th

e D
esks in

 effectively 
d
isch

a
rg

in
g
 th

eir fu
n
ctio

n
, a

n
d
 co

n
cu

rred
 w

ith
 th

e sta
tem

en
t 'O

IO
S
 fo

u
n
d
 th

a
t th

e ro
les a

n
d
 fu

n
ctio

n
s o

f th
e D

esks 
n
eed

ed
 to

 b
e m

o
re clea

rly esta
b
lish

ed
: clea

rer sta
n
d
a
rd

s fo
r th

e
d
ifferen

t stru
ctu

res, m
o
re p

recisely sta
ted

 m
issio

n
s, 

h
en

ce ro
les a

n
d
 resp

o
n
sib

ilities, a
n
d
 m

ea
su

ra
b
le p

erfo
rm

a
n
ce o

b
jectives' .
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U
N
H
C
R
 felt, h

o
w
ever, th

a
t th

e review
 d
id
 n
o
t co

n
fro

n
t th

e w
id
er m

a
n
a
g
em

en
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es th
a
t h

a
m
p
er th

e effectiven
ess o

f th
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D
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a
m
ely a
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ck o
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n
 th

e level o
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u
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o
rity o

f th
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h
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 d
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d
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n
ta
g
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w
h
en
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eg

o
tia

tin
g
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en
ts o

f th
e p

ro
g
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m
m
e su

ch
 a
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n
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lo
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en
t, p

rio
ritisa

tio
n
 o
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u
rces, 

im
p
lem

en
ta
tio
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f p

o
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rio
rities. O

IO
S
 b
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at th

is issu
e w

o
u
ld
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 a w
id
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n
m
en
t
o
f U

N
H
C
R
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n
its, 

S
erv

ices an
d
 p
ro
cesses. A
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m
p
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en
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e rev
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ead
q
u
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ro
cesses w

o
u
ld
 b
etter d

efin
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e ro
le an

d
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o
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ility
 o
f th
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esk

s, an
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 d
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e D
esk

s.

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
4
5

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.2
. R
o
le
 a
n
d
 re
s
p
o
n
s
ib
ilitie

s
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.2
.6
. R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s

4
.2
.6
. R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s

R
eco
m
m
en
d
a
tio
n
 4
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 D
ep
artm

en
t o

f O
p
eratio

n
s sh

o
u
ld
 red

u
ce th

e an
n
u
al rep

o
rtin

g
 req

u
irem

en
ts b

y
 co

n
sid

erin
g
 th

e relev
an
ce an

d
 

u
sefu

ln
ess o

f each
 rep

o
rt, an

d
 b
y
: 

�
M
erg

in
g
 sp

ecialist an
d
 g
en
eral rep

o
rts to

 allo
w
 an

 in
teg

rated
 u
n
d
erstan

d
in
g
 o
f U

N
H
C
R
 o
p
eratio

n
s; an

d

�
A
d
ap
tin

g
 th

e req
u
irem

en
ts to

 th
e size, state (em

erg
en
cy
, p
ro
tracted

, stab
le) an

d
 reso

u
rces o

f th
e field

 o
ffice (R

ec. 

0
4
).

R
eco
m
m
en
d
a
tio
n
 5
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 D
ep
artm

en
t o

f O
p
eratio

n
s, to

 en
ab
le th

e D
esk

s to
 fo

cu
s
o
n
 m

o
re essen

tial fu
n
ctio

n
s (strateg

y
, an

aly
sis, 

ev
alu

atio
n
 an

d
 co

n
tro

l), sh
o
u
ld
 rev

iew
 th

e ro
le o

f th
e D

esk
s, clarify

in
g
 th

e ex
ten

t o
f th

e D
esk

s’
resp

o
n
sib

ilities an
d
 

in
v
o
lv
em

en
t in

 p
ro
cesses su

ch
 as p

ro
cu
rem

en
t, staffin

g
, d
o
n
o
r relatio

n
s, an

d
 th

e p
lan

n
in
g
, p
ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 an

d
 m

o
n
ito

rin
g
 

p
ro
cesses (R

ec. 0
5
). 
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. A
s
s
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s
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 p
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o
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 D
e
s
k
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o
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e
 D
e
s
k
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N
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C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
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f th

e D
esk
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n
ctio

n
4
7

M
issio

n
-
o
b
jectiv

es

A
ctiv

ities

R
esu

lts

F
ield

B
u
reau

U
N
H
C
R
 H
Q

T
arg

et g
ro
u
p
s 

satisfactio
n

In
d
icato

rs

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
4
8

�
W
ith

 a v
iew

 to
 assess th

e p
erfo

rm
an
ce o

f th
e D

esk
s, th

e m
issio

n
 o
r ro

le o
f th

e D
esk

s first n
eed

s to
 b
e co

n
firm

ed
 to

 b
e 

ab
le to

 d
eterm

in
e th

e o
b
jectiv

es th
at sh

o
u
ld
 b
e u

sed
 as p

erfo
rm

an
ce in

d
icato

rs. 

�
In
 d
o
in
g
 so

 th
e d

u
al ro

le o
f th

e D
esk

, su
p
p
o
rtin

g
 b
o
th
 H
ead

q
u
arters an

d
 th

e F
ield

, is im
p
o
rtan

t, as it can
 im

p
ly
 th

at 
o
n
e clien

t rep
o
rts satisfacto

ry
 resu

lts w
h
ile th

e o
th
er d

o
es n

o
t. 

�
In
 th

e in
itial in

terv
iew

s w
ith

 th
e H

ead
s o

f D
esk

, as w
ell as in

 th
e rep

lies to
 o
u
r q

u
estio

n
n
aire to

 th
e F

ield
, th

e F
ield

 
w
as id

en
tified

 as th
e first an

d
 fo

rem
o
st clien

t o
f th

e D
esk

. It sh
o
u
ld
 b
e n

o
ted

 th
at d

u
e to

 th
e H

ead
q
u
arter R

ev
iew

 an
d
 

th
e w

o
rk
 b
y
 E
P
A
U
 o
n
 th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
, O

IO
S
 in

ten
tio

n
ally

 lim
ited

 its sco
p
e to

 th
e rev

iew
 o
f th

e D
esk

s’
p
erfo

rm
an
ce to

w
ard

s th
e ‘F

ield
’
clien

t.

�
B
ased

 o
n
 th

e av
ailab

le in
fo
rm

atio
n
, it w

as d
ifficu

lt fo
r O

IO
S
 to

assess th
e D

esk
's in

p
u
t in

 m
an
y
 p
ro
cesses, as m

o
st 

p
ro
d
u
cts are a co

m
b
in
atio

n
 o
f th

e F
ield

’s an
d
 th

e D
esk

s’
in
p
u
t. T

h
e rep

lies fro
m
 th

e F
ield

 w
ere v

ery
 v
alu

ab
le in

 th
is 

reg
ard

, h
ig
h
lig

h
tin

g
 th

eir (b
e it su

b
jectiv

e) p
ercep

tio
n
 o
f th

e D
esk

s’
in
p
u
t v

ersu
s th

eirs.

�
A
s p

art o
f th

e an
n
u
al p

lan
n
in
g
 p
ro
cess, th

e D
esk

s p
rep

are an
 an

n
u
al "O

b
jectiv

e S
ettin

g
 M

atrix
", d

efin
in
g
 th

e o
u
tp
u
ts, 

th
e k

ey
 in

d
icato

rs, th
e assu

m
p
tio

n
s an

d
 co

n
strain

ts as w
ell as th

e tim
efram

e fo
r co

m
p
letio

n
 fo

r each
 ro

le o
r 

resp
o
n
sib

ility
 o
f th

e D
esk

. T
h
is ex

ercise in
 itself is a step

 fo
rw

ard
 in

 assessin
g
 th

e p
erfo

rm
an
ce o

f th
e D

esk
s. W

e 
n
o
ted

 h
o
w
ev
er th

at, in
 p
rev

io
u
s su

ch
 ex

ercises, th
e o

b
jectiv

es as d
efin

ed
 b
y
 th

e D
esk

s w
ere:

�
N
o
t m

easu
rab

le, 

�
N
o
t tim

e-b
o
u
n
d
, an

d

�
D
id
 n
o
t seem

 to
 fit in

 th
e d

y
n
am

ic m
u
lti-y

ear strateg
y
 o
f th

e D
esk

. 

�
T
h
e o

b
jectiv

es m
erely

 listed
 th

e ro
les o

f th
e D

esk
, w

h
ilst th

e in
d
icato

rs co
n
sisted

 o
f activ

ities to
 b
e p

erfo
rm

ed
 b
y
 th

e 
D
esk

 (e.g
. “rev

isio
n
s p

ro
cessed

”, “b
u
d
g
ets ap

p
ro
v
ed
”, etc.). In

 assessin
g
 th

e p
erfo

rm
an
ce o

f th
e D

esk
, in

d
icato

rs n
eed

 
to
 targ

et o
u
p
u
ts/resu

lts/im
p
act, b

e m
easu

rab
le activ

ities an
d
 tim

e-b
o
u
n
d
, an

d
 allo

w
 co

m
p
ariso

n
 an

d
 b
en
ch
m
ark

in
g
 

b
etw

een
 D
esk

s o
r m

easu
re p

ro
g
ress o

v
er a p

erio
d
 o
f tim

e. 

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
.1
. M
is
s
io
n
 

4
.3
.1
. M
is
s
io
n
 – –
o
b
je
c
tiv
e
s
 o
f th
e
 D
e
s
k
s

o
b
je
c
tiv
e
s
 o
f th
e
 D
e
s
k
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
4
9

�
S
o
m
e B

u
reau

x
(E
u
ro
p
e an

d
 A
m
ericas) d

ev
elo

p
ed
 a strateg

y
 to

 id
en
tify

 m
u
lti-y

ear o
b
jectiv

es. T
h
e fo

cu
s o

f th
is 

strateg
y
, h
o
w
ev
er, is o

n
 th

e F
ield

 an
d
 co

n
cern

s u
n
d
ertak

in
g
s an

d
ex
p
ected

 ach
iev

em
en
ts. It d

o
es n

o
t in

clu
d
e an

y
 

referen
ce w

h
atso

ev
er to

 H
ead

q
u
arter activ

ities. W
h
ile O

IO
S
 ag

rees th
at th

e D
esk

s h
av
e a su

p
p
o
rt fu

n
ctio

n
, w

h
ich

 is 

d
ifficu

lt to
 ev

alu
ate, th

e ab
sen

ce o
f an

y
 in

d
icato

rs fo
r activ

ities o
f th

e D
esk

s m
ay
 w
eak

en
 acco

u
n
tab

ility
. 

�
S
p
ecific o

b
jectiv

es an
d
 in

d
icato

rs sh
o
u
ld
 b
e d

ev
elo

p
ed
 fo

r th
e D

esk
s to

 b
e acco

u
n
tab

le p
er se, as h

as alread
y
 b
een

 

d
o
n
e fo

r th
e F

ield
. 

�
O
IO

S
 refers to

 th
e B

o
ard

 o
f A

u
d
ito

rs’
o
b
serv

atio
n
 th

at n
o
 g
u
id
elin

es ex
ist fo

r p
lan

n
in
g
 an

d
 p
ro
g
ram

m
in
g
 at th

e 

H
ead

q
u
arters lev

el. M
o
re em

p
h
asis sh

o
u
ld
 b
e p

u
t in

 th
e fu

tu
re o

n
H
ead

q
u
arters’

resu
lts b

ased
 rep

o
rtin

g
, esp

ecially
 in

 

th
e co

n
tex

t -
as d

escrib
ed
 in

 th
e In

stru
ctio

n
 an

d
 G
u
id
elin

es reg
ard

in
g
 rep

o
rtin

g
 in

 2
0
0
4
, im

p
lem

en
tatio

n
 in

 2
0
0
5
 an

d
 

p
lan

n
in
g
 fo

r 2
0
0
6
 (IO

M
/8
2
/2
0
0
4
-F
O
M
/8
6
/2
0
0
4
) -

o
f a w

o
rsen

in
g
 “g

lo
b
al ratio

 o
f ad

m
in
istrativ

e co
st (co

m
p
risin

g
 

b
o
th
 staff co

st an
d
 ad

m
in
istrativ

e ex
p
en
d
itu

res) o
v
er o

p
eratio

n
s”

w
h
en
 th

e efficien
cy
 o
f th

e ad
m
in
istrativ

e stru
ctu

re at 

all lev
els sh

o
u
ld
 b
e d

em
o
n
strated

.

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
.1
. M
is
s
io
n
 

4
.3
.1
. M
is
s
io
n
 – –
o
b
je
c
tiv
e
s
 o
f th
e
 D
e
s
k
s

o
b
je
c
tiv
e
s
 o
f th
e
 D
e
s
k
s



U
N
H
C
R
 C
o
m
p
arativ

e rev
ie
w
 o
f th

e D
esk

 fu
n
ctio

n
5
0

�
T
h
e p

ro
cess in

 w
h
ich

 th
e D

esk
s h

av
e th

e m
o
st ad

d
ed
 v
alu

e, as p
er

th
e H

ead
s o

f D
esk

 an
d
 an

d
 th

e F
ield

 O
ffices, is th

e 
C
O
P
 an

d
 th

e O
R
B
 rev

iew
. In

 th
e ab

sen
ce o

f in
term

ed
iate d

o
cu
m
en
ts, in

d
icatin

g
 in

p
u
ts fro

m
 v
ario

u
s acto

rs in
 th

e 
C
O
P
 p
ro
cess, it w

as im
p
o
ssib

le to
 ev

alu
ate th

e ex
ten

t to
 w
h
ich

 th
e co

m
m
en
ts an

d
 ch

an
g
es m

ad
e b

y
 th

e D
esk

s ad
d
ed
 

v
alu

e to
 th

e field
s su

b
m
issio

n
s. T

h
e th

u
s seem

in
g
ly
 lim

ited
 in

p
u
t o

f th
e D

esk
 reg

ard
in
g
 th

e rep
o
rtin

g
 p
ro
cesses w

as 
co
n
firm

ed
 b
y
 th

e F
ield

 O
ffices resp

o
n
ses to

 th
e q

u
estio

n
n
aire: 6

3
 p
er cen

t o
f th

e field
 o
ffices rep

o
rted

 lim
ited

 in
p
u
t o

f 
th
e D

esk
 in

 th
eir rep

o
rts. 

�
A
n
o
th
er in

d
icato

r o
ften

 m
en
tio

n
ed
 b
y
 th

e H
ead

 o
f D

esk
s w

as th
e F

ield
's (clien

t) satisfactio
n
. T

h
e resp

o
n
ses fro

m
 th

e 
F
ield

 in
 th

is reg
ard

 are m
ix
ed
: 5

8
 p
er cen

t co
n
sid

er th
e D

esk
s' resp

o
n
ses to

 th
eir req

u
ests "accep

tab
le" an

d
 6
8
 p
er cen

t 
in
d
icate th

at th
eir req

u
ests are "m

o
stly

" h
an
d
led

 in
 a tim

ely
 an

d
 co

m
p
eten

t m
an
n
er (th

e seco
n
d
 larg

est b
ein

g
 

"so
m
etim

es" w
ith

 2
1
 p
er cen

t).

�
S
taff in

 th
e F

ield
 o
ften

 m
en
tio

n
ed
 th

eir feelin
g
 o
f iso

latio
n
 fro

m
 th

e rest o
f U

N
H
C
R
, an

d
 w
o
u
ld
 w
elco

m
e in

creased
 

co
m
m
u
n
icatio

n
 fro

m
 th

eir D
esk

, in
clu

d
in
g
 feed

b
ack

 o
n
 w
h
at is im

p
lem

en
ted

 elsew
h
ere an

d
/o
r o

n
 H
ead

q
u
arters 

d
ev
elo

p
m
en
ts. M

o
st co

m
m
u
n
icatio

n
 b
etw

een
 D
esk

s an
d
 th

e field
 tak

es p
lace at th

e lev
el o

f th
e H

ead
 o
f D

esk
, 

(S
en
io
r) D

esk
 O
fficer o

r P
ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

t. It w
as also

 m
en
tio

n
ed
 th

at th
e P

ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts are in
 g
en
eral 

m
o
re av

ailab
le an

d
/o
r k

n
o
w
led

g
eab

le an
d
, w

ith
 reg

ard
 to

 p
ro
g
ram

m
e
m
atters, th

e F
ield

  receiv
es a m

o
re ad

eq
u
ate an

d
 

co
n
crete resp

o
n
se fro

m
 P
ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts th
an
 th

ey
 d
o
 fro

m
 D
esk

 O
fficers. T

h
is fu

rth
er stresses th

e k
ey
 ro

le th
e 

P
ro
g
ram

m
e
A
ssistan

ts p
lay

 in
 liaisin

g
 w
ith

 th
e F

ield
. 

�
It h

as alread
y
 b
een

 m
en
tio

n
ed
 th

at ‘in
term

ed
iate’

rep
o
rts an

d
 d
o
cu
m
en
ts w

ere n
o
t fo

u
n
d
 in

 p
ro
ject files, as, if ex

istin
g
 

at all, th
ey
 are k

ep
t in

 th
e fo

rm
 o
f E

-m
ail. In

 th
e sam

e w
ay
 th

e v
alu

e an
d
 tim

elin
ess o

f th
e D

esk
s’
resp

o
n
ses to

 th
e 

F
ield

 req
u
ests can

 n
o
t b

e m
easu

red
. C

o
n
sid

erin
g
 th

e fact th
at th

e m
ain

 ro
le o

f th
e D

esk
 is ack

n
o
w
led

g
ed
 to

 b
e su

p
p
o
rt 

to
 th

e F
ield

, an
d
 th

at m
o
st o

f th
e D

esk
s’
tim

e in
 th

is reg
ard

 is sp
en
t o

n
 E
-m

ail, it m
ay
 b
e ap

p
ro
p
riate to

 create an
 

efficien
t E

-m
ail m

an
ag
em

en
t an

d
 arch

iv
in
g
 (‘fo

ld
erin

g
’) sy

stem
, th

at co
u
ld
 ease th

e task
 an

d
 en

ab
le p

erfo
rm

an
ce 

m
easu

rem
en
t in

 th
is reg

ard
. A

s th
is is a g

lo
b
al U

N
H
C
R
 w
id
e p

ro
b
lem

, O
IO

S
 w
ill rev

iew
 th

is as p
art o

f th
e p

lan
n
ed
 

assig
n
m
en
t o

f U
N
H
C
R
’s electro

n
ic arch

iv
in
g
 E
lectro

n
ic D

o
cu
m
en
t M

an
ag
em

en
t S

y
stem

.

4
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. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
. A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
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. F
ie
ld
 

4
.3
.2
. F
ie
ld
 ‘ ‘c
lie
n
t

c
lie
n
t’ ’
s
a
tis
fa
c
tio
n

s
a
tis
fa
c
tio
n
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A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
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e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
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 D
e
s
k
s

A
s
s
e
s
s
in
g
 th
e
 p
e
rfo
rm
a
n
c
e
 o
f th

e
 D
e
s
k
s

4
.3
.3
. R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s

4
.3
.3
. R
e
c
o
m
m
e
n
d
a
tio
n
s

R
eco
m
m
en
d
a
tio
n
 6
:

T
h
e U

N
H
C
R
 B
u
reau

x
 sh

o
u
ld
 d
ev
elo

p
 sp

ecific o
b
jectiv

es fo
r th

e D
esk

s, fo
cu
ssin

g
 o
n
 m

easu
rab

le o
u
tp
u
ts rep

resen
tativ

e o
f 

th
e activ

ities o
f th

e D
esk

, an
d
 sh

o
u
ld
 effectiv

ely
 m

o
n
ito

r th
ese

o
u
tp
u
ts an

d
 ad

d
ress th

eir v
arian

ce (R
ec. 0

6
). 
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4
.4
. C
o
n
c
lu
s
io
n

4
.4
. C
o
n
c
lu
s
io
n
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