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General Comments

· World Bank’s role in producing this report is questionable

Should the World Bank have the role of authoring the Global Monitoring Report? (As well as the World Development Report, Global Development Finance, Doing Business, etc). Article from Bretton Woods Update to greet the first GMR in 2004:”In theory there is an agreed division of labour. The UN is the scorekeeper on MDG outcome statistics, ie the numbers of children in primary schools. The World Bank is concentrating on the policy and institutional framework to achieve the MDGs. But the World Bank and key donor governments are aware that the most important ground to occupy is the commanding heights of interpretation and blame allocation on why the goals are not being fulfilled.”
· This report surprisingly critical/neutral in tone in many areas but is not very clear on the priorities for the cure. 
The report states that governance is a focus area for the Bank but a look at the Bank website reveals some 200 different “priority topics”. 

Good points on approach to governance: 
The Report:
- states that aid increases are not well allocated, and no real transfers

- points out that debt cancellation has too many conditions and not predictable. 
- points out problems in richer countries such as UK 15 billion wasteful spending. P. 152

- mentions importance of CSO agency/initiatives as part of the demand side of anti-   corruption work. Examples like: “Why hire lawyers when you can buy judges?” Kenya T-shirt slogans;  photos of politicians’ houses and cars pre-election and 2 years afterwards, Latin America. 

Weak Points on World Bank and Report approach to corruption
· The report takes a cataloguing approach similar to the internal document produced in April by Bank staff, supposedly to guide Executive Director feedback. This 5 page document contains few recommendations, and an amazing 47 questions. (Reminiscent of old British Telecom advertising slogan: “It’s good to talk”. 

· Governing the different governance initiatives must be a big challenge in itself. As European Commissioner for Development, Louis Michel, correctly told the Development Committee at the World Bank Spring Meetings, if ever there is a need for harmonization, this is it.  There should be a reduction of the number of competing governance initiatives to free up time for Southern governments to undertake actual governing. 
· Report mentions numerous global governance tools:  PEFA, BIS, CPIA, KK etc. But are indigenous systems getting trampled by these numerous tools?

· The World Bank should accept responsibility for previous errors in its lending. This means accepting that some of its former loans were illegitimate and that it needs to be more active on stolen wealth repatriation. 

· It is unclear how this paper relates to the internal World Bank process/paper being developed for World Bank Annual Meeting in Singapore? 
· Europe has a particular responsibility for harmonisation, having so many agencies. But should European Member States harmonise behind World Bank policy or behind EC policy? 
