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Statement of  
 

Charles Koffi Diby 
Minister of Economy and Finance 

Republic of Ivory Coast 
 

On behalf of the Group II African Countries 
 
 
My remarks bear principally on the subjects on the agenda for our meeting today, April 16, 2011, 
namely (i) responding to global food price volatility and its impact on food security; (ii) 
operationalizing the World Development Report 2011; (iii) the Global Monitoring Report 2011; 
(iv) the status report on World Bank modernization; and (v) strengthening governance and 
accountability within the World Bank Group. 

 
Responding to Global Food Price Volatility and its Impact on Food Security 

 
We fully agree with the World Bank staff analysis as regards the volatility of global food prices, 
largely the result of a combination of bioclimatic and political factors. We further agree that 
global food price volatility is no longer a transitory phenomenon, but rather a medium- and long-
term structural problem. The World Bank’s World Development Report 2008 made it abundantly 
clear that growth in the agricultural sector had a poverty reduction potential twice that of growth 
in other sectors. Unfortunately, we regret to note that the volatility of global food prices has 
added 44 million persons more to the 1.2 billion already living in poverty. Africa in general, but 
West Africa in particular, as a net importer of foodstuffs, is severely affected by the effects of 
global price volatility. In consequence, we support without reservation the global effort being 
made by the international community, in particular through the G20 and within international 
development institutions like the World Bank, to find effective and sustainable solutions to 
controlling food price volatility in the short and medium terms. 

 
We wish to express our thanks to the World Bank for all the support and financing received 
through the Global Food Crisis Response Program (GFRP) and the Global Agriculture and Food 
Security Program (GAFSP), and urge that greater support be provided as needs require. 

 
We encourage the World Bank to strengthen its partnership and collaboration with other 
development partners, especially those within the United Nations system, and to enhance the 
coordination of its efforts involving and supporting national and regional programs and projects 
involving agriculture and food. In the case of Africa, we encourage the Bank and the other 
partners to align their actions more closely with the action plans of the Comprehensive Africa 
Agriculture Development Program (CAADP). 

 
We call upon the Bank to focus more strongly on water and land use management when it 
intervenes in the agricultural sector. Water management and secure land tenure rights are both 
key factors in reducing the risks of production in the field and in increasing financing for the 
modernization of agricultural production areas. In this regard, the experiences and lessons drawn 
from the improved areas along the Nile, the Niger River, and the Senegal River, with World 
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Bank support, are successful examples of the kinds of World Bank interventions that we would 
like to see increase in number and scope. 
We call upon the World Bank and the other development partners to increase their support for 
regional integration infrastructures so as to facilitate the circulation and marketing of foodstuffs 
in subregional markets. Development of such infrastructures is one of the most effective ways of 
reducing food price volatility, especially in Africa where this risk is higher. This entails, in 
particular, assisting countries and their organizations with introducing the policies and 
infrastructures needed to ensure that Africa can better market to Africa, and then to the rest of the 
world. 

We are pleased by the targets set for the amount of World Bank lending focused on financing the 
action plan for agriculture, especially in the context of the global volatility in food prices. 

With regard to the Bank’s support instruments, we note that the document makes reference only 
to financial instruments.  Given that financing is not confined strictly to instruments, we have 
proposed that the document devote suitable attention to other mechanisms such as technical 
assistance, analytical work, and the Bank’s capacity to serve as a catalyst.  

Finally, we wish to stress that South-South cooperation, and its growing importance, could 
contribute to increased knowledge sharing, not least in the area of tropical agriculture, and 
therefore should be covered by the document in question.  

Operationalizing the World Development Report 2011: Conflict, Security, and 
Development 

 
We welcome the focus of the World Development Report 2011, which is of special interest for 
Africa and for our group in particular.  
  
We share the staff analysis to the effect that violence and the other challenges facing fragile and 
conflict-affected states cannot be resolved through piecemeal or short-term solutions in the 
absence of institutions that can guarantee security, justice, and jobs. We therefore agree with the 
report that a paradigm shift is necessary with regard to World Bank intervention in situations 
involving fragility and conflict. 

 
We endorse the five specific programs proposing the establishment of a linkage between a rapid 
restoration of confidence and longer-term institutional transformations at the national level.  
  
In our view, the community programs to be put in place in order to prevent violence should first 
target job creation and the provision of services, as well as bolster access to the judicial systems 
and to dispute resolution systems at the local level in all areas affected by insecurity. Such 
programs should, of course, ensure the participation of women and prevent their marginalization 
in the areas of security, justice, and the economy. 

 
With regard to international support, we argue in favor of more substantial, more integrated, and 
more specialized assistance so as to ensure the security of citizens, justice, and job creation. 
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We also support a reform of the internal systems of aid organizations so that they are able to 
intervene rapidly to restore confidence and promote institutional strengthening in the long term. 
To this end, the international organizations need to modify their procedures with regard to 
budgeting and staffing, as well as their fiduciary modalities in order to ensure more rapid aid and 
break away from aid provided in fits and starts. 
 
We are appreciative of the fact that the Bank is redefining its approach as regards risk tolerance 
for fragile states. In addition, we support maintaining the strategic orientation and selectivity 
when justified, as well as the strengthening of partnerships and collaboration with the other 
institutions involved. 
 
Finally, we agree that the strategies for fragile or conflict-affected states should be more focused 
on fragility and take into consideration measures aimed at preventing future shocks rather than 
simply reacting to crises.  
 
Global Monitoring Report 2011 

We commend the teams from the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund for having 
produced such a high-quality report.  

It bears recalling that previous reports, in particular the 2005 report, had already painted a rather 
gloomy picture of the progress made toward achievement of the Millennium Development 
Goals.  Clear recommendations had been formulated to enable us to step up progress to meet the 
2015 targets.  We are now in 2011, in a context where the crisis has further undermined the 
chances of achieving many of the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).  The poverty 
reduction goal, which was within reach at the global level at the time of the last assessment, is 
now at risk. At the continent level, Africa continues to lag the furthest behind in achieving all the 
MDGs.   

It is for this reason that we fully endorse the recommendations proposed in the Global 
Monitoring Report 2011 to expedite progress toward achievement of the MDGs, namely (i) 
strengthening economic policies and growth; (ii) providing assistance to the poorest and to 
excluded groups; and (iii) reforming the global financial architecture. 

 With respect to growth, we would like to once again underscore the importance of the private 
sector in stimulating economic growth. In our view, particular attention should be paid to 
financing small and medium enterprises in order to tap into their tremendous potential for 
creating jobs and reducing poverty. Similarly, adequate financing should be provided for 
infrastructure given its importance to private sector development. We therefore call on the 
multilateral development institutions to play an active role in infrastructure financing, in 
particular through public-private partnerships (PPPs).  

With regard to the economic policies, it is reassuring to note that many countries that are not on 
track could nonetheless achieve the MDGs, if they improve their policies, strengthen their 
institutions, and bring their growth rates back close to pre-global crisis levels. To that end, we 
ask that particular attention be paid to Africa, where the challenges are the most daunting. Aid to 
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low-income countries must be scaled up by increasing concessional loans and grants to boost 
investment in infrastructure, while improving public finance management and diversifying the 
production base. We also endorse the report’s findings, which underscore the fact that fragile or 
conflict-affected states urgently need assistance in building sound institutions and creating 
employment. 
 
Development aid is still essential to help countries achieve the MDGs. Unfortunately, despite 
renewed promises made at the London G20 Summit on April 2, 2009, numerous uncertainties 
continue to plague aid to Sub-Saharan Africa, which was already approximately US$20 billion 
short of the annual amount pledged at the 2005 Gleneagles Summit. We would therefore like to 
reiterate at this juncture the urgent need to honor the numerous commitments made in recent 
years. In addition to the need to scale up the volume of development aid and speed up its actual 
transfer, we call on the development partners to expedite progress in helping implement the 
Accra Agenda for Action: better alignment of aid with national development policies; 
harmonization of rules and procedures for country assistance; and improved predictability and a 
stronger focus on results.  
 
We welcome the new approaches that seek to strengthen the link between resources and service 
delivery. We hope that the necessary empirical research will continue in order to identify the best 
incentives, the policies, and the measures that can accelerate achievement of the MDGs, while 
improving their quality. 
 
Lastly, we endorse the World Bank senior management’s view as regards the need for a more 
equitable conclusion of the Doha Round and hope that a review of the World Bank Group’s trade 
strategy will be conducted as soon as possible. 
 
World Bank Group Modernization 
  
We welcome this update on the process to modernize the World Bank Group and wish to make 
five major observations. 

First, we believe that potential gains from the World Bank’s modernization agenda hinge on the 
effectiveness and efficacy of the Group’s response to its clients’ poverty reduction and 
sustainable development needs. The success of this modernization effort must be measured on 
the basis of these gains. We would also like greater emphasis to be placed on transforming the 
World Bank Group into a client-oriented institution.  

In our view, the modernization process requires a systematic and gradual approach. To that end, 
we hope that lessons learned from experiences will be collated during the implementation 
process and that analyses will be conducted prior to the next update.  

Although the document identifies the administrative budget, which remained flat, as one of the 
impediments to implementation, it provides scant analysis of the costs of these reforms and the 
specific recommendations to address these constraints.  
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We note the growing importance of trust funds as an instrument for channeling concessional 
resources, and especially their role in crisis and emergency situations. We are concerned by the 
fragmentation of World Bank-managed trust funds, and support ongoing efforts to improve their 
alignment with the strategic directions, as well as their integration into the World Bank’s policies 
and processes.  

Lastly, we support the internal communication strategy put in place to address, in particular, the 
implications of reforms for human resources.  

Strengthening Governance and Accountability: Shareholder Stewardship and Oversight  

We would first of all like to commend the World Bank for having prepared such a high-quality 
note, underscoring the need to expedite the corporate governance process in the World Bank 
Group. 

We welcome the reform proposals made in the four areas covered in the document, namely (i) 
the criteria for the selection of the President; (ii) the dual performance feedback of the Board and 
the President; (iii) the corporate scoreboard; and (iv) Annual Meetings reforms. 

We believe that these reforms are critical for our countries because with strengthened 
shareholder oversight of the World Bank’s Board and Management, we will witness, in 
particular, the development of the integrated results framework, which includes the corporate 
scorecard.  
 
We also believe that this should ultimately result in increased consideration of our countries’ 
circumstances upon examination of the results from commitments by the World Bank Group 
(WBG) in our countries. To that end, reforms will lead to an increased focus by the WBG’s 
Board on strategic priorities, which in all likelihood should include the special cases of fragile 
states, including our own. 

 
In addition, the inclusion of the direct impact of governance reforms provides optimism for 
mutual positive influences between the World Bank Group and African shareholders for 
improved governance in a world of risk. In particular, the assessment of the effectiveness of 
results on the ground, their inclusion in the dual performance feedback of the Board and the 
President, as well as greater involvement by our countries in the selection process for the 
President of the World Bank Group are key components necessary for maintaining the 
credibility, trust, and institutional oversight of the World Bank Group. 

 
It is our hope that these expectations will be all the more well founded as the ongoing reforms 
transform the World Bank into an increasingly open institution that is more receptive to ideas; in 
sum, a better development instrument. 
 


