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1. Strengthening Bank Group Work in Governance and Anticorruption 
 

Several studies conducted by Bank units have established causal links between economic 
growth, development, and poverty reduction on the one hand, and governance and combating 
corruption, on the other. The combination of poor governance and corruption in a country 
therefore has a highly negative impact on growth, stymies the development process, and renders 
poverty reduction efforts futile.  These studies have also acknowledged that poor governance and 
corruption do not exist in developing countries only, but are found in all countries, to varying 
degrees.  However, it has been recognized that their effects are more devastating in developing 
countries than in high-income countries.  For this reason, low-income countries should make 
every effort to combat corruption and improve their governance systems.  
 
 Against this backdrop, World Bank Group institutions, whose principal mission is to 
assist member countries with poverty reduction, should obtain appropriate mechanisms to tackle 
these problems, which undermine the effectiveness of their work.  It is also in the interest of our 
countries to provide strong support for the strategy of World Bank Group institutions, which 
seeks to develop such mechanisms and put in place a transparent intervention framework that 
meets credibility, integrity, and accountability criteria. 
 
 Insofar as Sub-Saharan Africa is concerned, the countries of our group have established 
institutions, programs, and mechanisms in recent years aimed at improving governance and 
combating corruption. Without a doubt, results to date have been limited owing to the 
complexity of the issue, weak capacity, and scant resources.  However, we remain hopeful. The 
success of this work will ultimately depend on the degree of ownership and commitment by each 
country, and on the amount of assistance provided by the international community in the area of 
capacity-building in our countries. 
 
 The countries of our group support the strategy proposed by the World Bank as well as its 
implementation in a transparent and uniform framework so that these issues can be addressed.  
However, we would like to make three points.  First, the Bank should not suspend its assistance 
based on the mere presumption of corruption in countries.  It should continue its assistance to 
such countries while adopting its approach and targeting its interventions in such a way as to 
better take into account the context and specific features of the environment, while awaiting the 
findings of the necessary investigations. 
 
 Second, we do not think it appropriate for the Bank to establish another ranking system of 
countries based on governance indicators and corruption.  The Country Policy and Institutional 
Assessment (CPIA) system currently in place already uses a similar ranking system. 
 
 Third, we think that the potential subjectivity of assessments that could result from this 
exercise warrants a request for involvement by the World Bank’s Board, with a view to ensuring 
equity and accountability in the way borrower countries’ files are processed during each phase of 
implementation of the strategy.  
 
 Lastly, we recognize the need to build internal and external support for this agenda.  We 
would also like to stress the key role of governments in the success of the strategy proposed.  
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2. Strengthening the World Bank’s Engagement with IBRD Partner Countries 

 
We are pleased to participate in the discussions on strengthening the World Bank’s 

engagement with countries eligible for IBRD assistance. At a time when these countries, in 
which 70 percent of the people live below the poverty line, are facing various development 
problems, we welcome the preparation by the Bank of the report that provides grist for our 
dialogue on this subject.  Our group includes a number of IBRD-eligible countries that are 
implementing ambitious reform policies as well as economic reform and trade liberalization 
programs.  Despite these efforts, large segments of the population of these countries remain 
impoverished and vulnerable.  For this reason, the Bank’s assistance is needed to support these 
actions and shrink the pockets of poverty existing in these countries. 
 
 To this end, we note the difficulties associated with the design of standard mechanisms 
applicable to all the countries concerned, owing to the diversity of these countries. Instead, we 
support establishing a framework for cooperation with a range of instruments suited to the 
specificities of each country and strengthening the framework for sharing experiences, so that 
each country can draw on these experiences based on needs at a given point in time. 
 
 We thus support the recommendations submitted by the World Bank regarding the 
strengthening of its assistance to middle-income countries.  These recommendations will focus, 
in particular, on the reduction of the cost of doing business with the Bank, expansion of the range 
of intervention mechanisms, as well as the identification and elimination of obstacles to global 
provision of the Bank’s expertise and advice. 
 
 In conclusion, we would like to underscore that despite obvious differences between what 
are known as “IBRD” and “IDA” countries, a common desire exists to strengthen the IBRD’s 
financial situation in the medium term, so that it can yield profit for all members of the World 
Bank Group.  At this juncture, we must underscore the importance of increased transfers to IDA, 
based on net revenue generated by the resumption of IBRD activities, and of efforts to achieve 
greater synergy between the IBRD and IDA to the benefit of all countries, particularly IDA 
countries, which are the most vulnerable. 
 

3. An Investment Framework for Clean Energy and Development 
 
 The progress report paints a worrisome picture for our countries in the area of investment 
for clean energy and development. In fact, based on the current trend, Africa is the least prepared 
of all continents to face the challenge of financing access to clean energy, to transition to low-
carbon economies, and to adapt to climate change.  Consequently, our countries support the 
establishment of the financing mechanisms envisioned in this report. Furthermore, given the 
magnitude of the energy sector’s financing needs in Sub-Saharan Africa, we urge developed 
countries to step up their assistance and expedite implementation of related programs.  
 
 With regard to energy-related needs for development and access by the poor to this 
resource, we welcome the progress made with the proposal to double concessional financing, in 
order to support the Action Plan for Africa.  Given the dearth of resources, our countries have no 
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choice but to launch an urgent appeal for provision of the resources necessary to finance the 
Action Plan for Africa.  However, it should be noted that these contributions, already significant, 
fall short of the level of financing required to permit as many of the poor as possible to achieve 
clean energy by 2030.  
 
 In the context of transition to a low-carbon economy, we support the establishment of the 
funds known as CEFV and CESF, as well as the renewed interest of the Bank in stepping up 
work in this area.  We support any initiative aimed at relaxing the conditions for use of these 
funds, with a view to ending the cumbersome procedures of the Bank and GEF. 
 
 In the sphere of adapting to climate change, our countries endorse the “polluter pays” 
principle, voice their grave concern over the absence of a financing proposal oriented toward 
Africa’s needs, and call for consideration to be given to such a proposal. 
 
 Lastly, in terms of the role of the World Bank, we acknowledge the work done in recent 
years, taking into account in particular the increase in resources allocated to the energy sector. 
Although these resources are significant, they remain well below Africa’s needs.  We therefore 
call on the Bank to redouble its efforts in this area. 
 

4. Education for All Fast Track Initiative  
 

We are pleased with the progress made with the Education for All Fast Track Initiative, 
which has evolved from the global model of resource allocation to a model for resource 
mobilization by country using the mechanisms existing in each country. The results are 
encouraging, particularly in the areas of strengthening aid effectiveness and joint responsibility 
of partners, especially at the primary education level. This success will be sustained only if the 
secondary level can absorb those students who have completed the primary level. It is for this 
reason that we appeal for coordinated action among the various levels of education—from 
primary to secondary and up to tertiary—if we wish preserve the credibility of this initiative.    
 
 We hold the view that the qualitative and quantitative aspects of instruction should be 
accorded the same priority.  Improving quality calls for both investment and time. It also requires 
teacher training, a major problem that needs to be urgently addressed.  To this end, we 
recommend that the Initiative provide more support for teacher training, particularly in the rural 
areas of Africa. 
 
 We note with satisfaction the progress made with donor commitments and the actual 
disbursement of funds, which rose from US$6 million at the start of the program to the current 
figure of over US$96.2 million. However, major constraints, taking the form of financing 
shortfalls and the predictability of resources, still exist.  We therefore encourage the Bank to 
continue its leadership role in the area of global resource mobilization.  In this regard, we are 
pleased with the initiatives taken by a number of bilateral partners to provide mechanisms for 
obtaining predictable financing over the long term, in particular for countries that do not receive 
substantial donor assistance in this sector.  Furthermore, we welcome the contribution of 
additional funds obtained through the HIPC Initiative and other debt forgiveness programs.  
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5. Doha Round and Aid for Trade 

 
We commend the quality of the progress report on Doha Round trade negotiations and on 

the mobilization of aid for trade resources from development partners. We express, from the 
outset, the firm support of our countries for the recommendations contained in this report. 
 
 We would like to avail ourselves of this opportunity to express our grave concern over 
the announcement last summer of the suspension of Doha negotiations.  We would also like to 
convey our countries’ concern over the slow pace at which development partners are fulfilling 
their commitments made in that context and implementing the aid for trade agenda.  The 
foregoing notwithstanding, it is our hope that these negotiations can be resumed and successfully 
concluded before the end of the year.  Indeed, we commend the Working Group on the 
significant progress made.  This group was established by the Director General of the WTO, for 
the purpose of implementation of aid for trade. 
 
 Our countries continue to support strengthening of the international framework, not only 
to identify needs in the area of trade of the least developed countries, but also to build human 
capacity so as to formulate consistent strategies and to coordinate foreign aid more effectively.   
In this regard, we have no objection to the establishment of a parallel mechanism for middle-
income countries, whose economies continue to be negatively impacted by exogenous shocks.  
These countries need foreign aid in order to ensure a smooth transition toward trade 
liberalization.  To this end, we launch an urgent appeal to the international community to 
expedite establishment of a multilateral fund aimed at meeting regional and interregional trade 
financing needs and at supplementing existing financing mechanisms.  We also underscore that 
the conditions for access to such a fund should be clearly stipulated. 
  
 Lastly, we call on the international community to increase significantly investment in the 
areas of transport and energy infrastructure and in all areas of the economy likely to create 
conditions conducive to trade expansion.  
 

6. Sustainable Debt for IDA-Eligible Countries 
 

Finally, we would like to offer a few comments on the problem of sustainable 
indebtedness, in the context of the framework proposed by the IDA. 
 
 First and foremost, we stress the importance of maintaining debt ratios that are prudent 
and sustainable.  Moreover, the provision of grants in the context of IDA-14, particularly during 
the ensuing Multilateral Debt Relief Initiative (MDRI) implementation period, gives rise to “free 
rider” behavior.  The studies conducted by IDA itself hardly cite specific examples of this 
problem.  Consequently, we think that the cost of implementation of IDA-recommended 
measures to combat such behavior could by far outweigh potential advantages.  We are therefore 
convinced that a more rational approach to the issue of possible “free rider” behavior consists of 
focusing on analysis of the debt sustainability framework (DSF) and increasing assistance to 
countries, with a view to providing them with the capacities needed to adopt and apply the best 
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debt management systems.  This approach should prove pragmatic and should dovetail with the 
increase in ODA targeting achievement of the MDGs. 
 
 We think that in order to be viable, the solution to the problem of “free rider” behavior 
should take into account the availability of concessional resources required to strengthen the 
potential for long-term growth and finance achievement of the MDGs, rather than focus solely 
on restrictions to ensure control of the level of absolute indebtedness. Indeed, given the paucity 
of such concessional resources (grants) being discussed here, IDA’s proposal to tackle the 
problem of “free rider” behavior would impose limits that would make it too difficult for 
countries to obtain other types of financing.  Although we understand clearly the rationale for 
this proposal, we are concerned that it could considerably limit the options open to countries to 
obtain resources other than IDA financing, which they certainly need in order to achieve the 
MDGs. 
 
 In conclusion, it is our view that the procedure being followed needs to be altered in 
order to mitigate the risks of “free rider” behavior in the general context of the availability of 
resources needed to achieve the MDGs and to ensure growth that is both strong and sustainable, 
given that this is the only way to guarantee permanent elimination of the problem of 
indebtedness. A compromise will have to be reached between a level of sustainable indebtedness 
and achievement of the MDGs.  Indeed, investment opportunities that are bypassed owing solely 
to the more restrictive nature of concessionality criteria represent missed opportunities to expand 
the scope of development work and poverty reduction.  What is needed is the establishment of a 
framework that would help countries use resources generated by their new loans in such a way as 
to take full advantage of their long-term growth potential. 
 


