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Introduction
The consultation was attended by high-profile government officials and legislators, civil society leaders, prominent media practitioners, respected academics and representatives of inter-governmental organizations.  

The consultation facilitator provided a historical background to, and purpose of, the World Bank Disclosure Policy Review.  She explained that the World Bank was proposing a major shift in its approach to disclosing information:  to move away from a policy that spells out what information can be disclosed, to one under which all information in the Bank’s possession would be publicly available, except what would fall under a list of “exceptions.”  
Overall Approach

The participants expressed their appreciation for the opportunity to comment on the proposed changes to the World Bank’s policy and welcomed the new approach.  The discussion was frank and unanimous in calling for full disclosure of information in the possession of the World Bank.  While there was general agreement that it is not feasible to disclose all information in the Bank’s possession, a strong case was made that the Bank should do more to make information available to the public. In particular, the participants emphasized that the World Bank should be more proactive in ensuring that information on Bank-financed projects reaches the affected people and intended beneficiaries. 
A Bias in Approach?

Some participants averred that the World Bank’s information disclosure policy only serves the government.  They asserted that the proposed policy represents a “pro-government and anti-people” policy, which contradicts the “Pro-poor” and “Fight against Poverty” which are the values and mission of the Bank.  

Confidential Information

A concern was raised about the criteria and methodology for deciding how information provided by a government to the Bank should be classified as confidential, and who would make this decision.  A participant called for a larger conference to comprehensively discuss what the Bank should classify and not classify.  Another participant questioned how the current policy of the Bank related to democracy and Bank visibility.

Availability of Information from Governments

Media practitioners, supported by civil society representatives, emphasized the value of unhindered inflow of information, both from the World Bank, and particularly from the Government.  They stressed that where the Government restricts access to information that should be available to the public, measures should be taken by the World Bank to oblige the government to provide such information.  

There was considerable discussion about the importance of national freedom of information legislation.  Many participants stressed how a more open disclosure policy at the World Bank can facilitate greater government accountability.  Government Officials (Liberia) argued that the current government was more accountable and transparent and therefore has nothing to hide.  The Legislators expressed preparedness to pass a bill that supports availing information to the Liberian public; but putting in place mechanism to ensure a more responsible information management mechanism was an important factor. 
Timelines for Declassification

A twenty year timeline was strongly denounced as an appropriate timeline to declassify historical information.  The participants opposed the idea of releasing information at the time when it was no longer relevant, and could not be a useful ingredient for national development, civil society planning and advocacy.  One participant referred to such information or documents as “future documents to a generation unborn”.  A five-year timeline was considered more appropriate to declassify previously restricted information.   
Additional Information

Finally, with respect to additional information that the governments would be required to disclose, several participants supported the idea that borrowers should be required to disclose progress reports and environmental audits on projects.
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