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 The Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture 2014

Many students came to listen to Helen Clark talking about our common future in 
front of a full University auditorium. 
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Preface
 Helen Clark, Head of the United Nations Development Programme 

(UNDP), and former New Zealand Prime Minister, delivered the 2014 

Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture, the 16th honoree to do so since the lecture 

series was instituted two decades ago. Invoking the lecture’s namesake, 

she emphasised that Dag Hammarskjöld belongs not only to Sweden but 

also to the world, as one of the last century’s greatest statesmen.

In memory of the United Nation’s second Secretary-General, the Dag 

Hammarskjöld lecture is an annual lecture given in recognition of the 

values that inspired Hammarskjöld as a statesman and in his life – com-

passion, humanism and commitment to international solidarity and 

cooperation.  In selecting the lecturer, the guidelines also state that the 

lecture will be offered to a personality who, in significant and innovative 

ways, contributes to a more just, peaceful and environmentally sustain-

able world through valuable achievements in politics or research. 

Helen Clark was indeed a worthy choice for the 2014 Dag Hammarskjöld 

Lecture.  The first woman to lead the UNDP, the third highest position 

within the UN, Clark guides an organisation with outposts in 170 coun-

tries – all working to build resilient countries that can drive and sustain 

the kind of growth that improves quality of life. 

Prior to her appointment with UNDP, Clark served three consecutive 

terms as Prime Minister of New Zealand (1999–2008) and, throughout 



– 8 –

 The Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture 2014

her tenure, engaged widely in policy development and advocacy across 

the international, economic, social and cultural spheres. Under her lead-

ership, New Zealand achieved significant economic growth, low levels 

of unemployment and high levels of investment in education, health, 

and the well-being of families and older citizens. 

In her lecture, Clark looked at the well-being of the global family and 

answered the question posed in the lecture’s title, The Future We Want 

– Can We Make It a Reality? This is a question she first posed through 

UNDP’s extensive outreach project, resulting in 88 country consulta-

tions and the global online MyWorld survey. The survey received input 

from 5 million people, all of whom expressed what was most important 

to them in designing the future they want.

Clark scanned the future by first analysing the recent past, as captured 

in the Millennium Development Goals – goals that were designed to 

galvanise the world around a series of development priorities. While 

many of those goals have been achieved, she conceded that many still 

remain elusive. 

Nearly 15 years on, today’s realities, involving inter- and intra-conflict 

among countries and environmental pressures among them, require a 

new set of far-reaching and ambitious goals. Clark, through UNDP’s 

exhaustive consultative work at the country level, is optimistic that the 

new Post-2015 Development Agenda will reflect the people’s hopes for 

a better world. 
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The new agenda, which will establish a set of sustainable development 

goals (SDGs), are to be universal in nature – applicable to poor and rich 

countries alike. Specifically, Clark honed in on Goal 16, which calls 

for the promotion of peaceful and inclusive societies, providing access 

to justice for all and building effective, accountable and inclusive insti-

tutions. From among the 17 new sustainable development goals pro-

posed, this goal, she remarks, is the most controversial and is particularly 

important to her, and to UNDP, as it has become increasingly evident 

that poverty is centred where there is a weak state. We need to address 

these issues, says Clark, if we are to be successful in driving extreme 

poverty out of existence.

Clark’s answer to the question she poses, ‘Can we make the future 

we want a reality?’  is a qualified ‘Yes’ – ‘if,’ she adds, ‘member states 

commit to playing their full part, and also if they are prepared to open 

up the space for their citizens, their civil society, their private sector, 

other voices.’ A problem shared, she concludes, is a problem halfway to 

being solved.

Uppsala, November 2014

Fiona Rotberg, Peter Wallensteen, 

Acting Director Senior Professor of 

Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation Peace and Conflict Research, 

 Uppsala University
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The Future We Want 
- Can We Make It a Reality? 

Helen Clark

Vice Chancellor, members of the diplomatic corps present, distinguished 
members of the university family, and ladies and gentlemen: Perhaps 
I should start by saying ‘Tack så mycket’ for the introduction! I don’t 
remember too much else, unfortunately, from learning Swedish over 
40 years ago. But thank you so much to the University and the Dag 
Hammarskjöld Foundation for putting in my mind the idea that I might 
come and give this lecture in memory of the life and work of Dag Ham-
marskjöld, the second Secretary-General of the United Nations. 

The Vice Chancellor has already stolen my first quote, from John F. 
Kennedy, who famously described Dag Hammarskjöld as the greatest 
statesman of the last century. Actually, when I was researching this lec-
ture, and I googled Dag Hammarskjöld – as you do – I found there were 
whole websites dedicated to Dag Hammarskjöld’s quotes. And they’re 
very profound quotes – very interesting -  and it’s fascinating that his 
words still resonate so much. I think it says a great deal about Dag Ham-
marskjöld’s contribution to international solidarity and co-operation 
that he is a legend, and continues to be highly and widely regarded 
– deservedly so; and I’m very conscious that all of us who serve in the 
United Nations today stand on the shoulders of people like Dag Ham-
marskjöld, who were really the founding fathers who got this organisa-
tion up and running, preparing the way for what it is today.

Dag Hammarskjöld’s contribution was made when the UN was still 
in its formative years. He was among the architects of  peacekeeping 
efforts, and very committed to small states getting a fair hearing at the 
United Nations. Having led a small state, I know how important this 
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is. Small states don’t have might. They do need multilateral institutions; 
they need a space to be able to assert their values and their principles. 

Against the backdrop of the Cold War, the decolonisation of Africa has 
been described as the defining issue of Dag Hammarskjöld’s term. His 
reputation at the time of his death was well consolidated as an inde-
pendent-minded man with great integrity and intellect. And we can say 
without doubt that he is one of Sweden’s greatest sons.

The world that he and the United Nations of his era were confronted 
with is different in countless ways from that of today. For example, the 
nature of conf lict has changed considerably – these days, armed conf licts 
are far more likely to occur within states than between them, and to 
involve disparate non-state actors.

Yet, I think it’s a tribute to the foresight of those who drafted the UN 
Charter in 1945 that its three pillars, of peace and security, development, 
and human rights, are as relevant today as they were almost 70 years 
ago. And yes, we’ve seen progress on each of those fronts – but there’s 
also very serious unfinished business. The debate around the post-2015 
development agenda is one of the entry points for addressing that unfin-
ished business. I know that the Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation in this 
very city has a broad vision for a fair and peaceful world and has been 
very focused on what this new development agenda might look like, 
and how the UN development system might equip itself to support its 
implementation.

The Millennium Development Goals experience
So, to go back a little, to the start of this millennium. The start of a mil-
lennium is always a good time to start something new, and it was the 
time for the UN to launch a big new initiative for development. I went 
to the Millennium Summit, as a young New Zealand prime minister 
in the year 2000. I actually remember the new millennium as a time 
of hope. Apart from the Y2 bug, which got everybody a little nervous 
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about whether all the computer systems might break down, generally it 
was felt that perhaps there might be a better century – even millennium 
– ahead than what we’d experienced before. I think the Millennium 
Declaration expressed those hopes, painting a broad canvas for more 
progress on all three pillars of the UN Charter. On development, the 
Declaration was really quite specific, and elements of that formed the 
basis of what were to become the MDGs – the Millennium Develop-
ment Goals.

Around the world, the MDGs became rather widely embraced as global 
development priorities. Many here will be very familiar with them. 
They set out to tackle extreme poverty and hunger; protect the environ-
ment; expand education; advance health, gender equality, and women’s 
empowerment; and foster global partnerships for development.

At the global level, there has been quite a lot of progress towards 
a number of the MDG targets:
•	 We	know	for	sure	that	compared	with	the	baseline	date	for	
 measuring the MDGs, which is 1990, there are hundreds of millions  
 fewer people who live in extreme poverty.
•	 We	know	that	the	drinking	water	goal	–	drinking	water	being	
 crucial to human life and health – was also achieved, five years  
 ahead of schedule. 
•	 We’ve	seen	that	most	children	now	enrol	in	a	primary	school.	
 Not quite true of everyone – but of most. 
•	 On	average,	around	the	world,	gender	parity	in	primary	education		
 has been achieved.

On the health goals, for the most part the story is really quite encourag-
ing. If one looks at the rate of reduction of mortality for babies and small 
children, for mothers, and from HIV, TB and malaria, the progress has 
been fast, since the MDGs really focused on these areas, compared with 
what had been observed to be the case before 2000.
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On the environmental goals, while the news on environmental degrada-
tion can be pretty bleak – and another very bleak climate change report 
has come out from the climate change scientists just over the weekend 
– there are some priority areas for action reinforced by the MDG tar-
gets, where we are getting results. One of those is the work done on the 
Montreal Protocol, around the recovery of the ozone layer. 

So, definitely there is a glass-more-than-half-full view of the MDGs – 
and I take that view. But we all know the converse side: that progress 
hasn’t been even, across countries and within countries, and that the 
targets set for 2015 did not aim to eradicate extreme poverty and hunger, 
but only to halve the levels – which is great for the half that came up, 
but not so great for the half that didn’t come up. So, by any standards, 
there is rather a lot of work to do to realise the vision of the Millennium 
Declaration of 2000.

I see the obstacles in the way of realising that vision as a mix of new and 
old problems. 

Our old enemies, war and conf lict, continue to deny development and 
human rights to significant numbers of people. I really can’t think of a 
time when more crises were jostling for space in the headline news than 
they are at the present time. From the ongoing concern about the future 
of Afghanistan, to issues confronting a number of countries within the 
Arab States region, to significant problems in a range of countries in a 
belt that goes from Mali, through parts of central Africa, to the Horn 
of Africa, to the situation in Ukraine and elsewhere, we’re seeing con-
f lict take a heavy toll on communities, with the impacts spilling across 
national borders.

Secondly, just as we’ve seen extreme poverty declining, we’ve also seen 
income inequality rising in a number of countries. UNDP has estimated 
that probably more than three-quarters of the population in developing 
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countries today are living in societies where the income distribution is 
less equal now than it was in the 1990s. High levels of inequality make 
poverty reduction harder to achieve. Both inequality and poverty reduc-
tion need to be specifically targeted under the new agenda.

Then there are the threats from environmental degradation, which stand 
in the way of human development reaching its full potential. We see the 
more extreme weather events endangering lives, livelihoods, and whole 
countries’ prospects. We see health-damaging air pollution as a price 
which many are paying for fast development underpinned by fossil fuels.
Then there’s gender inequality, another barrier to progress, persistent 
and pervasive – along with the sexual and gender-based violence which 
blights the lives of women and girls in societies at war and allegedly at 
peace. I know that last year’s lecturer was my colleague Margot Wall-
ström, who talked about the incredible work she was doing, representing 
the UN on the sexual and gender-based violence issues where there is 
conf lict.

The rights of the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transsexual and intersex com-
munity have barely registered on the Richter scale in many societies. We 
see members of these communities often living in fear of violence, and 
even of imprisonment in countries that have harsh and discriminatory 
laws.

Then there’s infectious disease, another old enemy. Just as we were look-
ing at the MDG progress and saying that perhaps we’re turning the tide 
on HIV, malaria and TB, along comes Ebola in three of the world’s 
poorest countries, which have little capacity to fight a disease outbreak 
like this one. If there were ever a case for international solidarity, it is the 
need right now to contain the spread of this disease, and through early 
diagnosis to give those who get the virus as good a chance as possible of 
survival.
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Where do we go now on the global development agenda?
The good news is that it looks like the global development agenda is 
being a lot bolder and more transformational than the MDG agenda. 
And there’s broad agreement that it should be a universal agenda – which 
is not to say that every single target or indicator is applicable to every 
single country, but overall, as a sustainable development agenda, that it’s 
applicable to all. I think this implies recognition that development is not 
just something that happens somewhere else, to other people. Devel-
oped countries actually have substantial development challenges too, as 
I know well from leading one for nine years.

Sweden has for many years promoted a vision of a world that aims for 
human development within the context of environmental sustainability. 
Indeed, the very first major UN conference on the environment was 
held in the capital of this country, over four decades ago. It is telling 
that it was called a conference on the human environment – and that 
it connected the problem of poverty with that of environmental degra-
dation. Now, all these years later, we have a good chance of getting a 
global development agenda which acknowledges that continued human 
development requires us to stop the unsustainable use of the ecosystems 
on which human life and progress depend. 

It was around two years ago that the UN Secretary General called for  
’an open, inclusive and transparent consultation process with contribu-
tions from a wide range of stakeholders’  for shaping the next develop-
ment agenda. 

The UN development system responded to that call, and went out to 
the world’s people to ask: ‘What do you think?’ The title of my lecture 
– ‘The Future We Want’ – is one that comes from Rio+20, which talks 
about what future we might want, for a better world. In ‘going out and 
asking’, we’ve supported national consultations in around 88 countries 
(some countries have held consultations under their own steam) – and 
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a lot of effort has been made to reach out to the poorest and most mar-
ginalised people, who don’t usually get asked their view on anything, let 
alone the global development agenda. 

There were big consultations around major themes, from health and 
education, to inequalities, conf lict, the environment and other subjects. 
And then – still ongoing – there is the global on-line MyWorld survey, 
which has now had more than 5 million people respond to it. People 
are asked to rank their priorities – choosing from 16 issues – for what 
is most important in designing the future they want. No surprise that 
jobs, health and education came out as the top three things that really 
concerned people; but next in line came honest and responsive govern-
ance – which tells us that people know how important governance is to 
driving better development outcomes. 

Sweden was very supportive of these public consultations. Sida and the 
Swedish Ministry of Foreign Affairs hosted a national consultation in 
December two years ago, and were also the co-conveners of the global 
thematic consultation on health in Botswana in March last year.  

So, we fed all these findings into a report to inform the General Assem-
bly’s Open Working Group on Sustainable Development Goals. We 
came up with a further report, in July [2014], which identifies 17 pro-
posed areas or goals, and 169 targets – so it is covering the field, ref lect-
ing in broad terms the kind of global public feedback we’ve had on the 
new agenda. This is important because if you ask people for their opin-
ion, and then an agenda comes out that bears very little resemblance to 
it, you erode trust in multilateral institutions, rather than building it. So 
I think that to capture what is coming from the general public is really 
very important.

A major concern in the public consultations was to finish the unfinished 
business of the MDGs and to ‘leave nobody behind’. So the new agenda 
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will be about the eradication of poverty and hunger, and about getting 
much more equitable outcomes from development. 

For UNDP, it is very significant that this proposal from the General 
Assembly’s working group has a goal on promoting peaceful and inclu-
sive societies, providing access to justice for everyone, and building 
effective, accountable and inclusive institutions. Among the targets sug-
gested are promoting the rule of law, participatory and representative 
decision-making, tackling corruption, and promoting and enforcing 
laws against discrimination. 

Why is this so important? Increasingly, we are seeing that high levels of 
extreme poverty and deprivation are concentrated where there is con-
f lict and/or poor governance, a weak state, low social cohesion, and 
political and economic exclusion – and often, too, sadly high expo-
sure to natural disasters, which there hasn’t been the money available to 
mitigate. UNDP believes there are development interventions that can 
address all these factors – and that  these have to be addressed if we are 
to be successful in driving extreme poverty out of existence.

What could make achievement of an ambitious agenda 
a reality?
My first point is: money isn’t everything, but it helps. So, next July, there 
will be the Third International Conference on Financing for Develop-
ment, in Addis Ababa. The way the world is, I don’t expect the sign-off 
on the SDGs until after that conference – and hopefully there will be 
a good outcome from that conference – because funding is considered, 
particularly by developing countries, a central component of the means 
of implementing the agenda.

Compared to the Millenium Development Goals, this new sustainable 
development agenda will also be much more about making good policy 
choices. However, the availability of official development assistance 
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(ODA) will continue to be very important for low-income countries 
in particular. The issue, really, is quality of ODA. Can it be catalytic in 
supporting countries to leverage for much bigger wins in development?

It will be important that the Addis Ababa conference also takes an over-
view of the very wide range of contributions to, and partnerships in, 
development. ODA these days is very small compared with the fund-
ing f lows that come from trade, investment and remittances, and from 
the domestic budgets in countries that have experienced rapid growth 
and have been able to tap that growth for the state treasury. Partner-
ships for development are bigger than ever before, involving significant 
exchanges across the countries of the South, as well as between North 
and South, and involving major private sector contributions.

But we’ll also be focusing in the UN Development Programme on what 
we call the ‘softer’ means of implementation – money being the ‘hard’ 
means of implementation. We’ve been doing another round of consulta-
tions to explore some of these areas, and  I will now run through some 
of the things we’ve been looking at.

For example, the role of local government is vital. By definition this is 
the layer of government closest to the people, and it often has significant 
decision-making and spending power. 

By 2030, almost 60 per cent of the world’s population will be urbanised. 
That will put a premium on the quality of urban governance – which is 
even more essential in the world’s mega-cities, which far outstrip in size 
many of the UN’s member states, including Sweden and New Zealand. 
There has been quite a lot of discussion of this localising of the post-
2015 agenda. There was a meeting here in Sweden of the Development 
Partners’ Working Group on Decentralization and Local Governance, 
just one of the many efforts to raise the importance of local government 
getting engaged with local agendas.



– 20 –

 The Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture 2014

Effective institutions are also vital for implementing development agen-
das. They have critical roles in designing and implementing the policies 
needed to advance sustainable development. Strengthening institutional 
capacities was not mentioned in the MDGs, but as a ‘means of imple-
mentation’ it must not be neglected in the SDGs. 

The second thing we’ve been working through is the role of institu-
tions and the importance of their effectiveness – because, if you have 
weak institutions, you don’t get good design of strategies or policies or 
ways of delivering. I think it’s important to recognise this as a means of 
implementation. 

We think that, ideally, the strengthening of institutions needs to go 
beyond just improving their effectiveness and efficiency, but also making 
them more open and responsive to the public. If inclusion is made a cor-
nerstone of institutional strengthening, we think it will be quite helpful 
to the success of the next agenda, to all stakeholders, especially the most 
vulnerable and marginalised.

There has been a third strand related to this, which is the importance 
of people participating in the monitoring and accountability around the 
new global agenda. What has come through in the global consultations 
is people saying: ‘Well, I hope you’re not turning up just to consult us 
once. Actually, we’d like to follow through. If there’s going to be an 
agenda and we have a say in it, we’d then like to be part of seeing what 
happens in our countries, monitoring global progress.’ And they want 
access to the information, and open data to enable them to do that.  
There’s a lot of discussion now about the need for a data revolution to 
make this possible, and to strengthen the statistical capacity of countries 
in all sorts of ways.

Then, linked to that, we’ve been looking specifically at the role of civil 
society organisations, because they are needed to support any kind of 
participatory monitoring and accountability. I’m told by our civil society 
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advisory group that civil society space is shrinking, not growing, in a 
number of countries – which is a concern. We stand for maximising the 
space for civil society to have a voice, to have a say, and to be engaged.
We’re also doing consultations on the role of the private sector, as a 
source of investment, employment and innovation, knowing that how 
businesses do business has a very significant bearing on whether poverty 
is eradicated and sustainability is achieved.

There is a lot more private sector interest in the shape of local develop-
ment now than we saw at the time of the Millenium Summit,  including 
here in Sweden, where I understand there’s a group called Leadership 
for Sustainable Development – which has committed to taking action 
on sustainable business and poverty reduction, and finding long-term 
solutions to some of the major sustainable development challenges. Also, 
discussions are going on around the role of culture and heritage, recog-
nising that these are a source of values and a driver of economic oppor-
tunity. 

Culturally sensitive approaches are very important in getting good 
development outcomes, including in education and in striving for gender 
equality. Around the world we’ve seen culturally sensitive approaches 
enabling girls to stay at school, ward off the pressure for early marriage 
and childbirth, and therefore expand the choices they have throughout 
their lifetimes. 

UNDP is also working with a number of partners – though it’s early days 
yet – on trialling how you might measure progress on some of the new 
areas and goals. We obviously have an interest in Goal 16, on the promo-
tion of peaceful and inclusive societies, access to justice, and effective, 
accountable, and inclusive institutions, because we have a mandate in 
this area. This has been really one of the most controversial goals in the 
proposals for the UN, and many countries say, ‘How would you meas-
ure us? How can you translate it at the national level?’ So we’re trying 
to work through with countries how you would do that. We think it is 
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possible; and so, Indonesia, Rwanda, Tunisia, Albania and, hopefully, 
Mexico – a number of countries – are working with us on these issues. 

The central role of the UN in driving 
the post-2015 sustainable development agenda 
The UN’s universal membership, legitimacy, strong normative and 
value foundation, and the unparalleled global operational presence it has, 
gives it a unique platform from which to push forward and get the global 
partnerships needed for an ambitious agenda. 
 
UNDP is a bit of a centrepiece of that story, with its very very wide pres-
ence around the world. We have programmes and initiatives in around 
167 countries and territories, and full country offices in around 130. 
We have a proven ability to inf luence policy and build capacity, and 
a long-standing role as a trusted partner, including on very sensitive 
issues. I sometimes give as an example the work that has to be done for 
countries to prepare for the Universal Periodic Review by the Human 
Rights Council. Every country is obliged to report and, obviously, some 
report human rights environments that would not be well-regarded in 
this country. In the process of reporting, we try to encourage govern-
ments to reach out and talk to their citizens, which is also easier said 
than done in some circumstances. And then when the recommendations 
come back from the Human Rights Council there are often a great 
many to be implemented. And that is hard work. It’s hard policy work: 
laws need to be passed, policies need to be drawn up,  regulation put in 
place, action taken.

We’re also working hard in the UN development family, which is co-
ordinated by UNDP. It’s a big family, can be an unruly family, but we’re 
working to try and improve the way we work together, because we’re 
always stronger together than if we’re working in our individual siloes. 
One thing we know about sustainable development is that everybody 
paddles their own canoe. The economics people go for growth over? 
cost; then the environment pays the price, and society probably pays the 
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price. We have to have much more holistic, integrated ways of develop-
ing policies, which are good for people, and good for the environment.
So, to conclude my remarks: can we make the future that people are 
saying they want a reality? Yes, we can, if member states commit to play-
ing their full part, and also if they are prepared to open up the space for 
their citizens, their civil society, their private sector, other voices – rather 
than government always knowing best; opening up, as a problem shared 
is a problem halfway to being solved. We’re looking for much more par-
ticipatory and inclusive development processes.

The hard issues shouldn’t be dodged in the new agenda. It isn’t possible 
to eradicate poverty in countries that are at war or where human rights 
are systematically violated.  We can’t avoid development setbacks unless 
there is much more investment in disaster risk reduction, conf lict pre-
vention, and resilience to other shocks. 

Strong global partnerships and strong national ownership of the new 
global development agenda could move mountains. We very much 
count on Sweden, a strong multilateralist and one of the world’s most 
committed development partners, to be a voice for the things that will 
really matter in making a success of the post-2015 agenda. 
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Helen Clark

Helen Clark is the Administrator of the United Nations Development 

Programme, the first woman to lead the organisation, and the Chair of 

the United Nations Development Group, a committee consisting of 

the heads of all UN funds, programmes and departments working on 

development issues.

Prior to her appointment with UNDP in 2009, Helen Clark served for 

nine years as Prime Minister of New Zealand. During her extensive 

parliamentary and ministerial career, which spans almost three decades, 

she has been responsible for many portfolios, including the portfolios 

of Conservation and Housing, Health and Labour, and Arts, Culture 

and Heritage. Under her leadership, New Zealand achieved significant 

economic growth, low levels of unemployment, and high levels of 

investment in education and health, and in the well-being of families and 

older citizens. She and her government prioritised reconciliation and 

the settlement of historical grievances with New Zealand’s indigenous 

people and the development of an inclusive multicultural and multi-faith 

society.
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Dag Hammarskjöld

Dag Hammarskjöld (1905–1961) was a world citizen. During his 

period as Secretary-General of the United Nations (UN), from 1953 

until his death in 1961, he became known as an efficient and dedicated 

international civil servant. 

Dag Hammarskjöld emphasized that a major task of the UN is to assert 

the interests of small countries in relation to the major powers. He also 

shaped the UN’s mandate to establish peacekeeping forces. Before he 

was appointed UN Secretary-General, Dag Hammarskjöld held high 

positions as a civil servant and became a non-partisan member of the 

Swedish Cabinet.

Dag Hammarskjöld also had strong cultural interests and was a member 

of the Swedish Academy. His book Markings (Vägmärken) was published 

after his death. Most of Dag Hammarskjöld’s childhood and adolescence 

were spent in Uppsala, Sweden, where his father was the provincial 

governor.



– 26 –

 The Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture 2014

Helen Clark honouring Dag Hammarskjöld's resting place. 
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Uppsala University 

Uppsala University, founded in 1477, is the oldest and best-known university 

in Scandinavia. Famous scholars such as Olof Rudbeck, Anders Celsius and 

Carl Linnaeus were professors at the university. Eight Nobel Prize laureates 

have been professors at the university, among them Archbishop Nathan 

Söderblom, who was also the University’s Pro-Chancellor. He received the 

Nobel Peace Prize in 1930. 

Dag Hammarskjöld completed his studies at Uppsala with a bachelor’s 

degree in Law. He began his studies in 1923, received a degree in 

Romance Languages, Philosophy and Economics in 1925 and took a 

further post-graduate degree in Economics early in 1928. 

The University’s international studies library is named after Dag 

 Hammarskjöld and, in 1981, the Swedish Parliament established the 

Dag Hammarskjöld Chair of Peace and Conflict Research at Uppsala 

University (www.pcr.uu.se), to commemorate that twenty years passed 

since the death of Dag Hammarskjöld.
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Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation

The Dag Hammarskjöld Foundation (www.daghammarskjold.se) was 

established in 1962 by the Swedish government in memory of the second 

Secretary-General of the United Nations as an autonomous foundation. Its 

mission is to catalyse dialogue and action for a socially and economically just, 

environmentally sustainable, democratic and peaceful world. In the spirit of 

Dag Hammarskjöld the Foundation aims to generate new perspectives and 

ideas on global development and multilateral cooperation. It builds bridges 

between actors and provide space for those most affected by inequalities and 

injustice. 

Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture

Further information about the annual Dag Hammarskjöld Lecture  

including the full list of previous lecturers, can be found online at  

www.daghammarskjold.se
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Other Dag Hammarskjöld Lectures available in print: 

Margot Wallström, Sexual Violence in Armed Conflict, 2013

Tarja Halonen, Women’s Participation in the Sustainable World, 2012

Jan Eliasson, Peace Development and Human Rights  

 – The Indispensable Connection, 2011 

Francis Deng, Idealism and Realism – Negotiating sovereignty in divided nations, 2010

Karen AbuZayd, Rights, Justice and United Nations Values  

 – Reflections through a Palestine Refugee Prism, 2009

Martti Ahtisaari, Can the International Community Meet the Challenges Ahead of Us?, 2008

Sture Linnér and Sverker Åström, UN Secretary-General Hammarskjöld  

 – Reflections and personal experiences, 2007

Hans Blix, UN Reform and World Disarmament – Where do we go?, 2005

Noeleen Heyzer, Woman, War and Peace  

 – Mobilizing for Peace and Security in the 21st centruy, 2003

Lakhdar Brahimi, The Rule of Law at Home and Abroad, 2002

Kofi Annan, Dag Hammarskjöld and the 21st Century, 2001

Joseph Rotblat, The Nuclear Age – A Curse and a Challenge: The Role of Scientists, 2001

Brian Urquhart, Between Sovereignty and Globalisation  

 – Where does the United Nations fit in?, 2000

Mary Robinson, Human Rights – Challenges for the 21st Century, 1998
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The medal which Uppsala University has produced in memory of Dag 
Hammarskjöld is awarded to the Dag Hammarskjöld Lecturers. It is designed 
by Annette Rydström and cast in bronze. The obverse shows a portrait of Dag 
Hammarskjöld and on the reverse a handshake and a text in Latin which reads: 
‘Uppsala University to its disciple in memory of his outstanding  
achieve ments.’




