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Question 1.  Do you support the proposal?
	Group 1
	Yes, we agree with this project, because having a negative/exception list will be transparent and efficient.


	Group 2
	We agree as long as the legislation of the country on free access to information and universal ethical values is respected 


	Group 3
	Yes. We agree, because this consultation contributes to make wider the access to information and to make a more democratic society.  Besides, this positions the Bank in equal conditions with international agencies: We give information from here to there and from there to here.    


	Group 4
	Yes, we agree.
This information can be used 1) as a reference to new ideas and decisionmaking; 2)to learn from best practices or failures on projects preparation since the funds that the World Bank invests are loans that the citizens will have to repay. In addition, the funds that the World Bank invests are also public.

Countries should elaborate an ethics code, and adapt to the process of transparency for those programs financed by the World Bank.


	Group 5
	Yes, we agree with the proposal to apply a more open political framework.
We suggest not using the terms of ‘positive and negative’, because it seems to contradict the intention to give to the public access to more information.


Questions 2 &3:  Do the proposed exceptions adequately reflect the areas in which

 there is a compelling reason for confidentiality? :  Do the proposed exceptions balance the need for transparency and the need to protect confidential information?
	Group 1
	Confidentiality should be used with a lot of discipline, and the definition of confidentiality should be public in the member country.  


	Group 2

	It is necessary to reflect the tension between aspects such as personal information and public information, and between transparency and the countries’ interests, in a multilateral environment.


	Group 3
	We agree with the exception list in general, but the following subjects should be reviewed:

* Specify more clearly the criteria to define what confidential information is; avoid discretionality.
* The Board documents should be public, except when the information is confidential.

*Financial information should be public, in accordance with related legislation in each country. 

* a) Procurement processes should be public. 

	Group 4
	We understand that they reflect transparency very adequately, as long as the reasons for these exceptions are a result of consensus and don’t affect the fight against corruption and the need for transparency.

	Group 5
	The proposed exceptions reflects powerful reasons to maintain confidentiality and also reflect areas which could make more flexible the access level of this information towards a more appropriate balance between transparency and confidentiality. 



Question 4:  Do you support a uniform 20-year timeline to declassify most historical documents? Should certain documents be declassified sooner than 20 years?

	Group 1
	Reduce the timeline if possible, but we do not necessarily have the technical expertise to opine.


	Group 2

	Although we don’t have a conclusive answer about this particular subject, we think it is important that whenever possible international agreements are followed to try to preserve a sense of timelines with information.

	Group 3
	Historical information should be declassified in a 5-10 years timeline, and depending on the nature of the document. 


	Group 4
	We understand that 20 years is a very long period of time in an era of fast changes. So we think that all documents should be declassified in 5 years maximum.


	Group 5
	We don’t agree with the uniform 20-year timeline to declassify documents.

We propose a schedule similar to the IMF, where the declassified process follows a norm based on the world trends about access to information, and based on the nature of the information. 



Question 5&6: Do you support the proposal to add project audits and annual audited project financial statement prepared by borrowers to the list of documents that the borrowers are required to disclose? What types of documents could be declassified at earlier intervals? Are there other documents prepared by member countries, related to World Bank operations, which member countries should be required to disclose?
	Group 1
	Yes. Borrowers should let citizens know at least which are the prohibit information/documents.


	Group 2

	We totally agree with adding such documents. Regarding other types of documents to be declassify at earlier intervals, we recommend disclosing:
-Operation manuals. 

-Financials and administrative manuals
-Technical Progress Reports.

-All progress reports on projects.


	Group 3
	Yes, we support adding all such documents as long as they don’t violate the exception list.


	Group 4
	Yes. They should be added.  However it would also be important to add bibliographic documents, that is to say, the source of many reports.

Also the World Bank should establish contractual clauses with the borrowers in order to establish an obligation for accountability and transparency. 

Other types of documents to be disclosed by borrowers are:

*Counterpart amounts on loans.

*Administrative expenses.

*Salaries of implementation agencies staff, consultants, etc.



	Group 5
	Yes. We agree with adding project audits and annual audited project financial statements.




Question 7: Other disclosure issues?
	Group 1
	Motivate journalists to use this kind of information so they are a channel of information dissemination to the public.


	Group 2

	The information framework should be based on a solid architecture of the information system. 


	Group 3
	The copyright is not taken into consideration in this proposal document, either the current legislation of each country. 
The harmony and discrepancy that could exist between local and global legislation should be considered.


	Group 4
	World Bank Project’s (TTLs) make annual audits and these reports are not discussed with the country implementation units 

Reveal salary levels in the WB based on positions.

Allow social oversight during project preparation

World Bank data base should give broader access to knowledge and information.


	Group 5
	The procedure for the policy on access to the information is not clear.
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