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At the closing session of the UN High-Level Meeting on HIV and AIDS on June 23, 
the General Assembly adopted the 2026 Political Declaration by vote. The outcome 
largely held the line on many key issues by reaffirming the targets outlined in the 
Global AIDS Strategy and committing to advance sexual and reproductive health 
and rights (SRHR), protect the human rights of people living with HIV and key 
populations, address human rights-related barriers to services, and increase access 
to medicines and technology. However, the negotiations, final amendments and 
votes, reflected deep and ongoing fractures on support for gender equality, SRHR, 
human rights on the one hand, and development justice on the other. As the People’s 
Declaration on HIV and AIDS notes, the result is an outcome that fails to address the 
crises undermining the HIV response,  precipitated by the sudden, unprecedented 
withdrawal of development assistance by donor governments and the growing 
impact of anti-rights movements.

The North-South divides on issues of human rights, including SRHR, and 
development justice at the center of this political negotiation are not new. They have 
been deepening in intensity over the past several years, resulting in a failure to reach 
an outcome at this year’s 59th Commission on Population and Development; voting 
for the first time to adopt the agreed Conclusions at the 70th Commission on the Status 
of Women; and the prolonged negotiations on the Pathogen Access and Benefits 
Sharing Annex to the Pandemic Accord because of the Global North’s recalcitrance on 
technology transfer and access to medicines
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https://srhrdevelopmentjustice.org/
https://healthgap.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/The-Peoples-Declaration-on-HIV-and-AIDS.pdf
https://healthgap.org/wp-content/uploads/2026/06/The-Peoples-Declaration-on-HIV-and-AIDS.pdf
https://www.srhrdevelopmentjustice.org/downloads/(eng)%20Statement%20of%20the%20Global%20South%20Coalition%20for%20SRHR%20and%20Development%20Justice%20on%20the%20Outcome%20of%20the%20UN%20Commission%20on%20Population%20and%20Development%2059th%20Session%20Final.pdf?EN


In the HIV negotiations, a group of Global South countries such as Brazil, Colombia, 
Mexico, Philippines, South Africa, Thailand, Ukraine, and Uruguay, consistently 
championed all human rights, including SRHR and development justice, based on 
their national realities and deep experience of what is necessary to end AIDS as a 
pandemic.

Global North countries, including the EU, Japan, Switzerland, and the United 
Kingdom, staunchly held the line on SRHR, gender and key populations, but sought 
increasingly restrictive language on technology transfer and limited references to 
development assistance.

Another group of Global South governments, including Bangladesh, Belarus, Burkina 
Faso, Burundi, Egypt, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Iran, Libya, Malaysia, Mali, Namibia, 
Niger, Nigeria, Paraguay, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Syria, Turkey, Tanzania, and Uganda, 
along with the Russian Federation and the Holy See, strongly pushed for expansive 
language on access to financing, medicines, and technologies. However, they just as 
strongly demanded deletion of language related to human rights, gender equality, 
SRHR and evidence-based HIV programs.

The United States stood on its own, working to undermine commitments to both 
human rights and development justice.

In the end, the Political Declaration was adopted by a vote of 149 in favour, eight 
against, and fourteen abstentions, following amendments that strengthened 
language on technology transfer and restored references to key populations and 
gender-based violence. Countries on both sides of the aisle disassociated from 
paragraphs that they disagreed with.  

The positions that governments are taking on these issues at the UN in New York 
and Geneva are not just political posturing. They are leading to real and harmful 
consequences on the health, wellbeing and human rights of people living with and 
affected by HIV. 
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https://www.eeas.europa.eu/delegations/un-new-york/eu-explanation-vote-un-general-assembly-2026-political-declaration-hivaids-united-end-aids-2030_en


According to recent OECD estimates, funding for HIV responses in low- and middle-
income countries is in freefall and expected to decline in 2026 to less than half of 
2024 levels. These reductions are already resulting in the closure of community-led 
prevention programmes, interruptions in health services, reduced access to HIV 
treatment, and diminished support for programmes addressing gender inequality, 
violence, stigma, discrimination, and other human rights barriers, particularly 
impacting key populations and adolescent girls and young women. Meanwhile, 
the promise of effective new long-acting prevention and treatment options, like 
Lenacapavir, is being undermined by funding cuts and policies that undermine 
access to medicines and health technologies. 

At the same time, anti-rights movements are amping up politicized attacks against 
sexual and reproductive health and rights, gender equality, and the communities and 
people most affected by HIV—including LGBTQI communities, sex workers, people 
who use drugs, people in prison and other closed settings, and migrants. These 
attacks are resulting in a resurgence of punitive and restrictive laws and increasing 
the risk and vulnerability to HIV for those at greatest risk. All of this is taking place in 
the midst of high-level discussions on the sunsetting of UNAIDS, the primary UN body 
mandated to oversee and lead the global HIV response. 

As the intersecting impacts of these crises demonstrate, we cannot achieve an 
effective HIV response without protecting human rights, including SRHR, and 
achieving development justice. The cynical way that governments played these 
issues off against each other in the negotiations for the 2026 Political Declaration 
on HIV and AIDS meant that the agreement fell short of the ambition needed to 
reverse recent setbacks. If we are to get back on track to achieve the Sustainable 
Development goals of ending AIDS by 2030 and achieving universal access to sexual 
and reproductive health and reproductive rights, the false dichotomy between these 
issues needs to end. 
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https://www.oecd.org/en/publications/oda-projections-for-2026-and-the-near-term_d7c74fa2-en.html
https://www.clintonhealthaccess.org/report/hiv-market-impact-memo-june-2026/
https://www.unaids.org/sites/default/files/2026-06/20260612_global_aids_brief_1.pdf



