
DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE 
(Joint Ministerial Committee 

of the  

Boards of Governors of the Bank and the Fund 

On the 

Transfer of Real Resources to Developing Countries) 

 

EIGHTY-SIXTH MEETING 

TOKYO, JAPAN – OCTOBER 13, 2012 

 

 

DC/S/2012-0044 (E) 

 

October 13, 2012 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

Statement by 

 

Mr. Charles Koffi Diby 

Minister of Economy and Finance 

Republic of Côte d’Ivoire  

 

on behalf of the Group II African Countries 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Statement by 

 

Mr. Charles Koffi Diby 

Minister of Economy and Finance 

Republic of Côte d’Ivoire  

 

on behalf of the Group II African Countries 

 

My remarks focus primarily on the topics appearing on the agenda of our October 13, 2012 meeting, 

namely (i) Creating Jobs Good for Development: Policy Directions from the 2013 World Development 

Report; (ii) Managing Disaster Risks for a Resilient Future: The Sendai Report; (iii) Update on the 

Implementation of the Gender Equality Agenda at the World Bank Group; and (iv) Corporate Scorecard. 

 

I. Creating Jobs Good for Development: Policy Directions from the 2013 World Development 

Report  

 

We commend the units of the World Bank for this document, which provides an excellent summary of the 

information conveyed in the 2013 World Development Report (WDR). We are especially appreciative of 

the emphasis it places on a multisectoral approach, on the need to improve diagnostics, on making policy 

decisions based on hard data, and on capacity building. We note with satisfaction that the document 

covers several important issues that contribute to or have an impact on job creation. 

 

However, we would have liked to have seen more specific information on the concrete and immediate 

measures that the policymakers and other stakeholders may have in mind to eliminate the obstacles to job 

creation, and on the way in which the Bank could help set priorities and determine follow-up work related 

to the multisectoral reforms to be undertaken. 

 

It is important for the document to also provide more detailed information on the actions that the World 

Bank Group (WBG) can take to build the capacity of countries to identify and find solutions to 

employment problems through advisory services, knowledge sharing, financing, and capacity building. 

 

We therefore call on the World Bank to provide more specific information on how it intends to help 

countries make employment central to their development strategies and on how country assistance 

strategies (CAS and CPS) can better include the job creation objective.  Furthermore, we would like the 

document to include analyses of how the different members of the World Bank Group could help client 

countries address these issues and implement more far-reaching employment programs.  In particular, the 

report should underscore the role of IFC in promoting private investment, access to financing, and job 

creation through assistance to SMEs. 

 

Given the importance of the informal sector in creating jobs and generating revenue for many families in 

Africa, we would like the Bank to devote more attention to this sector so that policymakers can be 

equipped with a better understanding of and approach to dealing with this sector. 

 

II. Managing Disaster Risks for a Resilient Future: The Sendai Report   

 

We firmly support the World Bank’s commitment to providing more robust support to developing 

countries in their efforts to better manage disaster risks. We can confirm that in several of our developing 

countries, natural disasters have, in some instances, wiped out several years of reform efforts and 

progress.   
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We also agree that both the frequency and intensity of disasters are increasing, as evidenced by the 

numerous instances of flooding in recent months in the Sahel and in several other African countries, 

which have left behind a trail of death, economic infrastructure destruction, and significant property 

damage.  We thus wholeheartedly endorse the idea of fully integrating Disaster Risk Management (DRM) 

into our development programs. In this regard, virtually all our countries have already included DRM in 

their economic growth and poverty reduction programs.  However, the countries lack the capacity, 

resources, and expertise to implement the DRM component in these programs in an effective and 

sustainable manner.  

 

We call on the international community to scale up support for countries to strengthen their DRM 

capacities, to accord greater priority to disaster prevention than reaction, and to better harmonize and 

coordinate its aid to support country programs.  With regard to the issues submitted for discussion by the 

Development Committee, we support, in broad terms, the program of action put forward by the World 

Bank, while offering the following comments:  

 

1. We applaud the World Bank for the new instruments it has developed to expedite the 

mobilization of disaster-related resources. These instruments include the Catastrophic Risk 

Deferred Drawdown Options (CAT-DDO), the IDA Crisis Response Window (CRW), and the 

Immediate Response Mechanism (IRM).  However, in view of the fact that the IDA mechanism is 

based on the zero-sum principle, the earmarking of any resources for disaster prevention implies a 

reduction in the already inadequate envelope to fund development activities under normal 

conditions.  We therefore urge the Bank and the other partners to explore other options to ensure 

that DRM resources are used as a supplement to IDA resources.  

 

2. Although we fully endorse the country approach principle followed by the Bank, we also think 

that efforts to combat disaster impacts are more effective when undertaken at the regional level, 

in view of the fact that disasters face no visa restrictions when crossing borders. For this reason, 

we call on the World Bank in particular and the other development partners in general to 

formulate DRM regional policies and to work closely with regional institutions, particularly those 

in Africa, to implement them.  

 

3. We support the idea of greater coordination of development partner assistance with a view to 

better harmonization of the donor policies, rules, and procedures aimed at supporting national and 

regional strategies.  To this end, we call on the World Bank, given its experience, mobilization 

capacity, and knowledge base, to spearhead this effort to coordinate the aid of development 

partners around national and regional strategies. 

 

4. We endorse the ideas of strengthening and fostering a coherent and strategic long-term approach 

to DRM and climate-related risks.  However, it is our view that global decisions related to climate 

change should continue to be made in the context of the United Nations Framework Convention 

on Climate Change (UNFCCC), and that the Bank should continue to focus on development and 

related issues. 

 

5. We applaud IFC for the more prominent leadership role being played in promoting DRM actions 

in emerging markets. In this context, we call on IFC to scale up its activities in this area in low-

income countries also.  We further call for greater collaboration between the Bank and IFC in the 

area of DRM, so that the benefits created by synergies can lead to better results on the ground.  
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III. Update on the Implementation of the Gender Equality Agenda at the World Bank  

 

We commend the World Bank’s teams for this update on the implementation of the gender equality 

agenda at the World Bank Group. This report underscores the importance of mainstreaming gender into 

general national strategies and specific operations.  

We note the report’s conclusion that, relative to previous periods, the World Bank made progress in 

integrating gender into its operations during the period 2010-2012. While we welcome the gender-related 

actions and monitoring efforts in the social sectors, we urge management to expand its wide range of 

operations to include the other sectors. 

 

We believe that much still remains to be done to achieve greater gender mainstreaming and improvement 

in the quality of gender integration in country assistance strategies (CAS) and the investment lending 

operations portfolio. Country-level diagnostics should be enhanced, taking specific country conditions 

into account. 

 

We agree with the priority areas identified by management for 2013, which include strengthening policy 

dialogue and providing necessary support to country teams; improving data collection to guide program 

assessments; and increasing knowledge sharing through better diagnostics and south-south cooperation. 

Mindful of the cross-cutting nature of the gender issue, we call on management to revise the report with a 

view to placing greater emphasis on the link between gender and job creation. We also believe that the 

World Bank’s use of gender analysis criteria should be more far reaching. 

 

We wholeheartedly welcome the launch of the new portal for the dissemination of gender disaggregated 

data. This site is an excellent one-stop resource center on gender equality for data, tools, and reference 

documents, which will provide information on girls and women in such areas as employment, access to 

productive activities, education, health, and decision making. 

 

In order to ensure better understanding of the gender policy and that its implementation will be effective 

in reducing disparities and improving procedures in the world bank’s client countries, we recommend the 

following actions: 

 

 Strengthen the gender results framework and monitoring system; 

 Prepare and implement a more aggressive action plan to ensure greater reliability of monitoring 

and evaluation of the recommendations set forth in the WDR 2012; and 

 Improve gender mainstreaming through the World Bank’s administrative budget instead of 

relying on trust funds, as is often the case.   

 

Lastly, we look forward to an annual review of World Bank support so as to have a better understanding 

of progress made on the ground. 

 

IV. Corporate Scorecard 
 

We congratulate the World Bank on being the first development institution to make its performance 

results publicly available for a detailed review by its shareholders. The Scorecard must, however, focus 

on indicators that relate directly to the World Bank’s work and for which the results can be attributed to 

the operations and reforms spearheaded by the World Bank. Although the Scorecard is a “living 

document,” we believe that the following specific suggestions could contribute to its improvement.  

 

First, the Scorecard must be as concise as possible, and focus on issues for which the World Bank has the 

capacity to respond.  The number of indicators—a total of 109—is too high and should be reduced.  For 
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example, the overall indicators on private sector credit-to-GDP ratio and the statistical capacity of 

countries are not particularly meaningful, as they mask the vast differences between the countries. It is 

nevertheless important to ensure the stability and continuity of the indicators agreed upon by the Board. 

 

Second, the issue of results attribution must be addressed in a more effective manner. To that end, it 

would be useful to draw a distinction between the indicators relating to the overall development context 

and those pertaining to the World Bank’s performance. The Scorecard should state that the World Bank 

makes a small contribution to country results, and give greater recognition to the contributions of the 

countries themselves and other development partners. 

 

Third, we believe that the time has come to begin gauging the effectiveness of the World Bank’s 

operations, especially those pertaining to knowledge production and dissemination, against more 

appropriate benchmarks, such as the comparative indicators of the other multilateral development banks.   

 

Fourth, we do not agree with the decision to eliminate the “support to sustainable infrastructure” 

indicator, and wish to mention the irrelevance of including an indicator on CO2 emissions in the 

Scorecard.  

 


