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A. SUMMARY

Introduction

The Eighth Meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee of Experts (ICE) of the
ECA Subregional Development Centre for Southern Africa (SRDC-SA) was held from
24-26 April, 2002 in Lusaka, Zambia. Representatives from the following member States
attended the meeting: Angola, Lesotho, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia,
South Africa, Zambia and Zimbabwe. The following partner organizations also took part
in the meeting: African Development Bank (ADS), African Institute for Economic
Development and Planning (IDEP), Common Market for Eastern and Southern African
(COMESA), Pan African Institute for Development-Eastern and Southern Africa
(PAIDESA), Southern African Development Community (Southern African Transport
and Communications Commission and SADC Employment and Labour Sector),
Minerals and Energy Policy Centre (MEPC), Technoserve and United Nations
Development Programme (UNDP) country offices of Angola, Botswana and Zambia. The
following constitutes a summary of the deliberations:

Report on the work of the SRDC-SA

On matters arising from the Seventh ICE Meeting, the Secretariat reported on the
progress achieved in the implementation of the work of the Centre, the major ones of
which were:

(a) The Report on Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa 2002
would be published at the end of this year. It would include a special study
on the Economic Impact of Environmental Degradation' in Southern
Africa.

(b) The Centre continued follow-up activities to the November 2000 Ad-Hoc
Expert Group Meeting on Gender Networking to Control HN/AIDS in the
sub-region. A training workshop on gender mainstreaming for officials
from the SADC Mining, Employment and Labour Sectors was scheduled
for 16-17 May 2002 in Lusaka, Zambia.

(c) ECA plans to launch ERA 2002 either in South Africa or Zimbabwe
before end ofJuly 2002.

(d) ECA publications could be accessed on the ECA website: www.uneca.org.

in considering the report on the work of the SRDC-SA recommendations were
made on the need to report on progress achieved in the implementation of projects on
regional integration and cooperation such as the Zambia-Malawi-Mozambique Growth
Triangle (ZMM-GT) in its report of work undertaken during the reporting period. The
concept underlying the ZMM-GT should be extended to other areas, while its
implementation should be undertaken in concert with and seen as complimentary to
spatial development initiatives.



ECNSRDC/SAJICE/2002/05
Page iii

The Committee also recommended that the 2002-2003 biennium work
programme should include monitoring and evaluation of past technical assistance

• I

rendered to RECs and member States. Continued involvement of COMESA in the
preparation and implementation of workshops on Gender Mainstreaming in ·HIV/AIDS
and Growth Strategies for Southern Africa was also recommended.

Report on Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa

The Committee recommended that the Report on Economic and Social Conditions
in Southern Africa should have cross comparisons between sub-regions. It should also
highlight the key role of the private sector in promoting economic growth, especially on
account of the critical importance it plays in attracting foreign direct investment and
resource flows into the sub-region.

The Committee also urged that the SRDC-SA should liaise with SADC and
COMESA in developing statistical capabilities in the sub-region, and that the role of the
ECA Committee on Development Information (CODI) in promoting statistical
development should be strengthened.

Reports on activities of other ECA Programmes in Southern Africa

The Committee recommended that the next report on Poverty Reduction Strategy
Papers-Learning Group (PRSP-LG) should be on best practices. Capacity building was
urgently needed to strengthen the existing weak institutional capacity in member States,
which limited the implementation of policies and programmes. The request by the
Committee to decentralize the Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers-Learning Group
(PRSp-LG) Forum should be brought to the attention of ECA Management. The
management was expected to examine the possibility of expanding the Learning Group to
include all African countries and to articulate an African-based and owned strategy for
poverty reduction. The Committee identified the need to go beyond identifying gaps and
focus also on what should be done by all concerned - people, governments, civil society
and partners and leam from both success and failure stories. Development of country
owned strategies was viewed as crucial for accelerated economic and social advancement
in Africa.

The Committee welcomed the plan by illEP to organize client-specific training
programmes in Southern Africa in collaboration with SRDC-SA.

Reports by Cooperating Partners

The Committee adopted the proposal to link the ZMM-GT to the exrstmg
transport corridor development programmes as an approach to deepening economic
integration driven by the private sector in the implementation of New Partnership for
Africa's Development (NEPAD).
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Reports on the New Partnership for Africa's Development (NEPAD)

(a) Progress report

The Committee emphasized the need for more information dissemination on
NEPAD and noted that NEPAD was being publicized more outside Africa than within
Africa,

In light of the several ongoing development initiatives adopted by African
countries, the Committee wondered about the novelty 0 f NEPAD and expressed concern
on whether NEPAD was not duplicating some of the ongoing initiatives.

Regarding the NEPAD Secretariat, the Committee sought clarification on the
relationship between the AU/OAU, NEPAD Secretariat and the institutional setup.

The Committee recommended the organization of sensitization workshops,
considering the critical importance of public awareness of the roles of NEP AD and the
African Union. These workshops should include dissemination of best practices to
African countries.

(b) Governance

The Committee expressed concern over the multiple indicators being used in the
questionnaires for the African Governance Report, some of which were very difficult to
comply with by the member States.

Questions were also raised on enforcement mechanisms with respect to non
compliance with the codes and standards on economic and corporate governance as well
as how to deal with some sensitive issues in the governance report.

The Committee was also concerned about the fact that the report put more
emphasis on progressive taxation. while most policy programmes were addressing the
issues of indirect taxation.

With regard to the Governance project, the Committee requested information on
the findings in the first round of countries.

(c) Infrastructure

The Committee urged that the infrastructure strategies formulated should
highlight best practices. A case in point was the experience of the Maputo Corridor
Project, a private sector project, which had proved successful in many respects, including
the generation of other significant private sector investments in the area.

On the source of funds for implementing infrastructure projects, the Committee
observed the difficulties that would arise in financing regional and sub-regional projects.
especially as most were expected to be private sector funded. It expressed its conviction
that whereas the main infrastructure projects would be very attractive to the private
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sector, there still was a need to intensify the sensitization of and the engagement with the
private sector and develop that partnership.

Noting the capacity constraints of the regional communities in performing that
task and possible impact on the establishment of priorities, the Committee appealed for
capacity building support for the RECs and the engagement of other actors within the
RECs.

In considering the criteria for the selection of projects, the Committee
recommended that the approach for the selection of projects should not lose sight of the
regional dimension of national projects.

Other concerns expressed by the Committee included the risks, political or
otherwise, involved in stalled projects. Secondly, facilitation projects were considered
unlikely to attract private sector funding. Therefore, it would be necessary to identify,
from the outset, to whom such projects would be directed for funding.

The Committee stressed the need to explain clearly the NEPAD reporting
channels and provide more information on the funding of Short-Term Action Plans. The
coordination process also needed to be clearly elaborated. In this context, the Committee
'observed that the ADB needed to interact more with other actors, particularly the sub
regional Development Financing lnstitutions (DFls) in its coordination activities. ADB
could 'also consider delegating some of its responsibilities to other key players in the sub
regIons.

(e) Environment

Regarding the environment, the Committee sought clarification on how the
different organs with responsibility for the environment were interacting in dealing with
issues ofthe environment.

(f) Information and Communications Tecbnology (lCT)

The Committee noted the need to emphasize national ICT strategies in the
NEPAD digital inclusion agenda. It was recommended that the ICT sub-programme
should make effort to reach public and government institutions in member States through
embassies and diplomatic missions in Addis Ababa in addition to contacting institutions
directly.

It was also noted that the dynamics of information and communication
technologies makes investment on ICTs very expensive, as the majority of the equipment
gets obsolete very quickly. In this regard, it was emphasized that research in the ICT field
would be critical to optimize existing leT equipment particularly for reaching the "last
mile." The Committee noted that financing ICT projects would be the next challenge.

The Committee requested information on the funding oflCT Short Term Action
Plans and on the relation that existed between regional and national objectives.



ECAlSRDC/SAlICE/2002/05
Page vi

(f) Financing and Market Access in NEPAD

The committee felt that there should be programmes in NEPAD to encourage
local investment. In such cases, protection mechanisms for local investors would be a
way of helping them to engage and invest in their countries' development efforts. Issues
of risk for undertaking business in. Africa were also discussed. Collective action at
regional and sub-regional level was essential in the implementation of NEPAD in
addition to national level implementation.

The Committee noted the progress made in some countries, notably South Africa,
and in varying degrees in Mozambique, Zambia and Zimbabwe on activities for
sensitizing the public on NEPAD. The Committee recommended to member States, if
they needed assistance, to contact the ECA on sensitization of NEPAD or any other
assistance that ECA can render within its mandate.
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B. ATTENDANCE

1. The Eighth Meeting of the Intergovernmental Committee of Experts (ICE) of the
ECA Subregional Development Centre for Southern Africa (SRDC-SA) was held from
24-26 April, 2002 in Lusaka, Zambia.

2. The Meeting was attended by representatives from the following member
countries: Angola, Lesotho, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, South Africa,
Zambia and Zimbabwe. The following partner organizations also took part in the
meeting: African Development Bank (ADB), African Institute for Economic
Development and Planning (IDEP), Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa
(COMESA), Pan African Institute for Development-Eastern and Southern Africa (PAID
ESA), Southern African Development Community (Southern African Transport and
Communications Commission and SADC Employment and Labour Sector), Minerals
and Energy Policy Centre (MEPC), Technoserve and United Nations Development
Programme (UNDP) country offices of Angola, Botswana and Zambia. The list of
participants is attached as an Annex.

C. OPENING OF THE MEETING (Agenda item I)

3. Opening statements were delivered by Mr. Richard Chizyuka, Director of
Economic and Technical Cooperation, Ministry of Finance and National Planning as the
outgoing Chairperson from Zambia; Mr. Robert Okello, Director of the SRDC-SA; and
the Deputy Minister of Finance and National Planning of the Government of the Republic
of Zambia, Honourable Felix C. Mutati.

4. The outgoing Chairperson welcomed participants to the meeting and thanked the
ECA for organizing the Eighth ICE Meeting and commended the Director, the staff of the
Centre and the experts from ECA headquarters for preparations for the meeting.

5. Mr. Chizyuka observed that SRDC-SA had carried out excellent follow-up actions
on several key 'issues, notably: gender mainstreaming into national programmes including
support to the process of implementing the SADC HIVIAIDS Strategic Framework; and
National Mechanisms for Coordination of Regional Cooperation and Integration in
Southern Africa. He also noted the Centre's continued support to the activities of
COMESA and SADC in areas such as transport and communications, gender, policy
harmonization and regional integration. He further made reference to the outcome of the
Third African Development Forum (ADF III), "The Consensus Statement on the Way
Ahead", which highlights challenges in the implementation of the New Partnership for
Africa's Development (NEPAD) and reminded the meeting to specially focus on this
initiative in the coming discussions.
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6. Finally, he called upon the meeting to actively support and fully participate in the
implementation of the programmes of the Centre in order for it to make significant
contributions to the implementation of the development programme in Southern Africa.

7. On behalf of Mr. K. Y. Amoako, Executive Secretary of the Economic
Commission for Africa, Mr. Robert M. Okello, Director of the ECNSRDC-SA,
welcomed participants to the meeting. He thanked the Government and the people of the
Republic of Zambia for again accepting to host the Eighth ICE Meeting. He appreciated
the high level of participation and noted that this gave the Centre the strength and
encouragement in its continued endeavour to serve Africa better. He re-acknowledged
the offer by the Kingdom of Lesotho to host the Eighth ICE meeting but apologized to
the delegates from Lesotho for the difficulties encountered mainly because of the several
changes in.dates, which had necessitated the holding of the meeting in Lusaka instead.
Mr. Okello, however, welcomed with appreciation the renewed invitation by the
Government of the Kingdom of Lesotho to host the Ninth ICE meeting in 2003.

8. The Director outlined several key events of the past one year since the last
meeting in April 200 I. He referred to the terrorist attacks on the United States of
America on September 11, 200 I and its impact on the US and African economies; the
situation in the Middle East and its possible impact on Southern Africa; the launch of the
African Union and the New African Initiative endorsed as its economic core. This
initiative was later named the New Partnership for Africa's Development (NEPAD).

9. Mr. Okello noted the instability and civil strife in Angola and the Democratic
Republic of Congo and on-going efforts towards peace. He further made reference to the
elections held in Zambia and Zimbabwe in which it was demonstrated that African
people have begun to exercise their rights to fully participate in the selection of their
governments in a peaceful manner.

10. The Director then highlighted the agenda of the meeting in which NEPAD was
the major theme. He noted that the meeting was called to discuss how ECA could
contribute to the implementation of this very important initiative. He called upon the
experts, as advisors to the policy makers of Africa, to engage every African in the
NEPAD process, to inform and consult them on the process of its implementation. He
hoped that at the end of the meeting clear and concrete recommendations for conceited
action to attain the goal of sustainable development inAfrica, as articulated by President
Thabo Mbeki in the vision of African Renaissance, would be made.

II. Honourable Felix Mutati, the Deputy Minister of Finance in the Republic of
Zambia, officiated at the opening of the meeting. In his keynote address, he noted that
economic development in Africa has been achieved as a result of economic reforms. He
in particular emphasized the role of the private sector as an engine of economic growth,
and cited the following challenges in the development agenda: (i) lack of economic
diversification; (ii) inadequate physical infrastructure; (iii) the external debt; and (iv)
HrV/AIDS.
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12. In order to respond to the development challenges, he recommended the need for
collective realization and consensus building on key development priorities and these
include promoting the private sector and enhancing regional co-operation and integration
with a view to eradicating poverty. Honourable Mutati underscored the role of ECA in
contributing to the development of the subregion.

13. The Deputy Minister further stressed the importance of the New Partnership for
Africa's Development (NEPAD) which constitutes Africa's vision and commitment to
alleviate poverty and place Africa in a path for sustainable development. He called for
Africa to redefine its relationships with the international community and take full
responsibility on Africa's development.

14. He concluded by calling on the ICE meeting to push the NEPAD agenda forward
and assist to lift the subregion from poverty to sustainable development in the 21sl

Century.

D, ACCOUNT OF PROCEEDINGS

Adoption of the Agenda and Work Programme (Agenda item 2)

15. The following Agenda and Work Programme were adopted with amendments:

1. Official Opening
2. Adoption of the Agenda and Work Programme
3. Election of Officers
4. Report on Activities of SRDC-SA, 2001-2002 and Work Programme for

2002-2003
5. Report on the Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa, 2001-

2002
6. Reports on activities of other ECA Programmes in Southern Africa
7. Reports by Cooperating Partners
8. Report on the New Partnership for Africa's Development (NEPAD)
9. Any Other Business
10. Date and venue of the next meeting
11. Adoption of the Report
12. Closure of the meeting

Election of officers (Agenda item 3)

16. The following bureau was unanimously elected:

---~--,'

Chairperson
Vice Chairperson
Rapporteur

Zimbabwe
South Africa
Namibia
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Report on the work of the SRDC-SA (Agenda Item 4)

17, The Secretariat presented the Report on the Work of the Economic Commission
for Africa Sub-regional Development Centre for Southern Africa (ECA/SRDC
SA/ICE/2002/03) for the period 3 April 2001 to 24 April 2002 highlighting activities to
be undertaken for the remainder of2002 and 2003.

18. A follow-up to the recommendations from the Seventh Meeting of ICE, held in
Lusaka, Zambia, from 3 to 5 April 2001 was presented as given below:

• The Report on Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa 2002, a
technical publication to be delivered at the end of this year, will include a
special study on the Economic Impact of Environmental Degradation in
Southern Africa. It will also include analysis of the performance of the
manufacturing industry as well as exchange rates and monetary policies.
Preparatory work is already underway;

• Issue Number 10 of 31 December 2001 of the Development Bulletin
published by the Centre focused on Sustainable Development in view of the
upcoming World Summit on Sustainable Development to be held in South
Africa from 26 August to 4 September 2002;

• With respect to HIV/AIDS, after extensive consultations with relevant UN
agencies, including ECA Headquarters, the Centre noted that the Second
African Development Forum (ADF II) was entirely devoted to the issues of
HIV/AIDS. In addition, IMF has undertaken a similar study centered on
Southern Africa: "The Economic Consequences of HIV/AIDS in Southern
Africa", The study was published in February 2002. In view of the above,
the Centre did not undertake any further study on this subject;

• On Gender mainstreaming, the Centre, in collaboration with the African
Centre for Gender and Development (ACGD) of ECA, initiated a
comprehensive gender mainstreaming process in Namibia's national
development programme;

• Regarding the high prevalence of HIV/AIDS, the Centre continued with
follow-up activities to the November 2000 Ad-Hoc Expert Group Meeting
on Gender Networking to Control HIV/AIDS in the sub-region. The Centre
and its cooperating partners have worked on Gender mainstrearning of the
SADC Mining, Employment and Labour Sectors. A publication has been
prepared on Gender and Human Rights Response to HIV/AIDS in Southern
Africa. A training workshop for officials from the SADC Mining,
Employment and Labour Sectors is scheduled for 16-17 May 2002 in
Lusaka, Zambia. UNIFEM, Commonwealth Secretariat and ECA are co
financing the workshop;
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• On National Mechanisms for Coordination. of Regional Cooperation and
Integration in Southern Attica, the Secretariat commissioned six (6) country
case studies as a basis for preparing the report. An Ad Hoc Experts Group
reviewed and finalized the report. The report was presented to the Eastern
and Southern Africa Preparatory Meeting to ADF III in Nairobi, Kenya,
from 18-20 February 2002. Major conclusions and recommendations would
be incorporated in the Annual Report on Integration in Africa 2002, which is
currently under preparation;

• On Sustainable Development, ECA collaborated with UNEP and other
organizations in convening sub-regional and the African region preparatory
conferences for the World Summit on Sustainable Development. The
preparatory meeting for SADC was held in Mauritius from 17 to 19
September 2001, while the African preparatory conference was held in
Nairobi, Kenya from 17 to 18 October 200 I and adopted an African
. '''HO[t;, ial Statement to the World Summit on Sustainable Development;

• The Pilot Project in Zambia on the Promotion ofInforrnal Sector for Africa's
Development was terminated at the end of 200 I. Some aspects of the
Project, including a few project staff, have been combined with another on
going project in Zambia;

• On the need to adequately inform the member States of services, products
and documentation the Commission produces, the Centre has organized for
the relevant publications from ECA to be distributed at the ICE meetings.
ECA plans to launch ERA 2002 either in South Africa or Zimbabwe some
time before end of July 2002. Furthermore, ECA publications can be
accessed on the ECA website, www.uneca.org;

• ECA has mobilized some resources within its development partnership
framework, which will be used to support training activities included in the
programme of work of the Centre; and,

• On the recommendation of the meeting on holding ICE meetings annually,
ECA Conference of Ministers decided that it would henceforth hold annual
Joint meetings with the Conference of African Ministers of Finance.
Consequently, the ICE would also meet every year.

19. During the reporting period, the Centre continued to provide technical assistance
to the [GOs and advisory services to member States. It played a major role in the
reinforcement of programme coordination between COMESA and SADC in the
development of transport infrastructure and services, and in Gender Mainstrearning.

20. The Southern Africa Transport Network Study on modalities for reducing transit
transport costs in Southern Africa, supervised by a Steering Committee composed of
IGOs, Technoserve, Road Transporters Associations and Freight Forwarders
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Associations was completed. This study has since assiste.. operators in selecting their
route on the basis of tum around time and costs.

2 I. The Centre also undertook a study on Road Sector Performance Indicators for
Selected Corridors in Southern Africa and produced an Action Plan for implementing an
"Axle Load Limit Control Programme" in Eastern and Southern Africa. Assistance was
also rendered to SATee on the revision of a road safety proposal for the ADB funded
multinational technical assistance project.

22. ECA, in collaboration with SADC and COMESA, participated in a ministerial
workshop on the implementation of the Yamoussoukro Decision in Maputo,
Mozambique in March 2002. The workshop made various recommendations and stressed
the need to implement the decision by 12 August 2002, the end of the interim period of
two years as previously agreed in 2000.

23. The Centre, in collaboration with the Development Management Division at ECA
Headquarters, is currently assisting COMESA in undertaking a study to prepare a
Compendium on Investment Opportunities in the COMESA Region.

24. In collaboration with the Economic and Social Policy Division (ESPD) at ECA
Headquarters, the Centre is organizing a Workshop on Growth Strategies for Poverty
Reduction in Southern Africa in Gaborone, Botswana from 8-9 August 2002. It is
designed to strengthen the analytical capacity of Southern African countries in designing
appropriate strategies and policies for pro-poor growth in the implementation of national.
sub-regional and regional development programmes.

25. The Centre, at the invitation of the ECOWAS Secretariat, participated in a
technical' meeting held in Abuja, Nigeria from 25 to 28 March 2002, on Capacity
Building in Gender Mainstreaming and presented a paper entitled "ECOWAS and
Gender Mainstreaming: Lessons from Southern Africa".

26. Advisory services and technical assistance were rendered to Zambia and
Mozambique on ICT, Zambia on population and development and Namibia on Gender
Mainstreaming in National Policies, Programmes and Processes

27. With regard to facilitating networking and information exchange, the Centre
organized an Ad-hoc Experts Group Meeting on Natrona! Mechanisms for Coordination
of Regional Cooperation and Integration, from 15 to 17 October 2001. In collaboration
with ECAJSRDC for Eastern Africa, the Centre organized the Third African
Development Forum (ADF III) Preparatory Meeting for Eastern and Southern Africa in
Nairobi, Kenya, from J8 to 20 February 2002.

28. The major reports prepared and disseminated by the Centre during the reporting
period are (i) Southern Africa Development Bulletin (Issues No.9 and 10), (ii) Action
Plan for Axle Load Co~trol Il1 Southern Africa; (iii) A Comparative Study on Urban
Administration in Southern Africa; (iv) Assessment of National Mechanisms for



EC AISRDC/SNICE/2002/05
Page 7

Coordination of Regional Cooperation and Integration in Southern Africa; (v) a Study on
Harmonization of Definitions and Selection of Performance Indicators for the Road
Sector in Selected Transit Corridors in Southem Africa (vi) Report on 'Economic and
Social Conditions in Southern Africa 2000/200 I.

29. Regarding the future work programme, the following meetings will be organized
by thc Centre: Ad-Hoc Experts on Labour Markets and Employment in Southern Africa
(October-November 2002); Ad-Hoc Experts on Land Tenure and Sustainable
Development (2003); Ninth Meeting of Inter-governmental Committee of Experts
(2003); Special Event: Forum on Information and Communications Technology and
Governance (October-November 2002).

30. Workshops, seminars and symposia will be organized as follows: (i) Workshop on
Gender Mainstreaming Response to HIV/AIDS in the SADC Mining, Employment and
Labour Sectors (Lusaka, Zambia, 16-17 May 2002); (ii)Workshop on growth strategies
for poverty reduction (Gaborone, Botswana, 8-9 August 2002); (iii) Seminar on the
implementation of the Population, Environment, Development and Agriculture (PEDA)
model in Southern Africa (2003); (iv) Workshop on issues and trends in decentralization
for improved local governance (2003); (v) Symposium on trade and investment
promotion in Southern Africa (2003); and (vi) Workshop on customs as a tool for
economic integration (2003).

31. I'he following technical publications are programmed to be produced during the
current biennium: (i) Report on Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa
(2002, 2003); (ii) Southern Africa Development Bulletin (2002, 2003); (iii) Labour
Markets and Employment in Southern Africa (2002): and (iv) Land Tenure Systems and
Sustainable Development in Southern Africa (2003).

32. Progress reports will also be prepared on key development issues related to:
mainstreaming gender perspectives; implementation of national information and
communications infrastructure policies and plans; informal sector for development; skills
development in the mining sector; women's access to and ownership of land; food
security and sustainable development; and regional cooperation and integration in the
Southern African sub-region.

33. A field project will be formulated on the Promotion of Informal Sector
Development. This represents an effort to extend the Pilot Project in Zambia to other
countries in the sub-region. The Centre will also continue to provide technical assistance
to the RECs and member States in key areas of regional cooperation and integration.

34. The meeting congratulated ECA on the impressive performance achieved in the
implementation of its programme. In the ensuing discussions, proposals were made on
the need to:

(1) Report on activities underttkcn in the implementation or projects on
regional integration and cooperation such as the Zamhia-Malawi-
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Mozambique Growth Triangle in its report of work undertaken during the
reporting period;

(ii) Undertake monitoring and evaluation of past technical assistance rendered
to RECs and member States in 2002-2003 biennium work programme;

(iii) Continue to involve COMESA in the preparation and implementation of
workshops on Gender Mainstreaming in HIY/AIDS and Growth Strategies
for Southern Africa;

(iv) Organize sensitization workshops, considering the critical importance of
public awareness of the roles ofNEPAD and the African Union.

35. With regard to the ZMM-GT project, the secretariat informed the meeting that
there was need to extend the concept underlying the project to other areas and, where
applicable, assure its implementation in concert with and complimentary to spatial
development initiatives.

36. The meeting took note of the report .

.Report on Economic and Social Conditions in Southern Africa (Agenda item 5)

37. In reviewing developments in economic and social conditions in the sub-region
during 2001, the report noted that in 2001, growth of the world economy was generally
dragged down as a consequence of the slowdown of the world's major economies of
United States of America (USA) and the European Union (EU) throughout the year,
particularly during the last quarter. However, in Africa growth performance rose to 4.3
per cent in 2001 from 3.3 per cent in 2000. .

38. Three major issues were at the centre of economic debate in Africa during the
year 2001. These included: the need to eradicate poverty and to place African countries
on a path of sustainable growth and developmerit, the fight against HIV/AIDS, and the
entry into force of the Constitutive Act of the African Union.

39. The report showed that economic performance in Southern Africa continued to
improve in 2001 as compared to 2000. However, the overall positive performance was
eroded by the negative growth rate recorded in Zimbabwe estimated at 6 per cent, which
greatly affected average gross domestic product (GOP) growth rate of the subregion.
Preliminary data for the eleven Southern African countries served by the Centre indicates
that aggregate output grew by 3.3 per cent in 2001, compared to 2.9 per cent in 2000.
Nevertheless, considering the overall goal of reducing poverty by half in the year 2015,
the average GOP growth rate for Southern Africa still falls short of what is required to .
improve the living conditions of people and to sustain the subregion's structural
transformation. Only two countries, Mauritius and Mozambique, succeeded in surpassing
the GDP growth requirement of (, per cent for reducing poverty by half in 2015, the target
which was agreed to in 1995 at the World Summitfor Social Development.
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40. Macroeconomic policies in most countries in 2001 continued to emphasize
structural, institutional and governance reforms in order to provide a conducive environment
for private sector-led growth, and restricted monetary and fiscal policies to achieve internal
and external balances. In addition, governments in the sub-region were mindful of the need
to maintain realistic exchange rates, given the inflation differential with major trading
partners and the need to enhance their international competitive position. In countries such "
as Angola, Botswana, Malawi, Mozambique and Zambia, there were significant reductions
in inflationary pressures between 2000 and 2001. In Angola, for example, although
inflation rate is estimated at 128 per cent in2001, this marked a major improvement on the
2000 figure of 325 per cent. In Mozambique, tight monetary policy reduced broad money
growth from 35 per cent in 2000 to 16 per cent in 2001, thereby curbing inflation rate from
11.4 per cent in 2000 to 8 per cent in 2001.

41. In 200I, economic integration continued to be an imperative factor for Southern
African countries to achieve accelerated development. Two important issues dominated
the debate on regional cooperation and integration during the reporting period. The first
was the operationalization of the Common Market for Eastern and Southern Africa Free
Trade Area (COMESA-FTA). The second was the entry into force of the SADC Protocol
on Trade in January 2000 and the corresponding arrangements made to launch a Free
Trade Area (SADC-FTA) by the year 2012. Prospects for 2002 presented mixed signals.
The weather, unpredictable as usual, seemed to be more unfavourable in 2002, with poor
agricultural production being anticipated in Zambia and Zimbabwe. This situation
suggested that average GOP growth was unlikely to change for the better in 2002 as
compared to 200I.

42. In the discussions that ensued, the Committee commended the secretariat for a
concise' and informative report. It suggested that the report should have cross
comparisons between sub-regions and should highlight the key role of the private sector
in promoting economic growth especially on account of the critical importance it plays in
attracting foreign direct investment and resource flows into the sub-region.

43. The Committee expressed concern over the insufficiency of statistics in the report
and strongly recommended that statistics should be given due importance as reflected in
the NEPAD and the Millennium Development Declaration. Specifically, the Committee
urged that the SRDC-SA should liaise with SADC and COMESA, in developing
statistical capabilities in the subregion, and that the role of the ECA Committee on
Development Information (CaDI) in promoting statistical development should be
strengthened.

44. On prospects for 2002, the Committee observed that poor agricultural production
would also be recorded in Angola and Malawi in addition to Zambia and Zimbabwe. As
three of these countries used the same sources and routes for acquiring maize, the staple
food crop, the Committee cautioned for awareness on the long term impact of the
evolving situation.
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45. In response the secretariat underscored the role of statistics in decision-making
and the importance ECA attached to the development of statistics in Africa. To that
effect ECA had deployed statisticians to each SRDC in order to enable these centres work
closely with member States, regional economic communities and other development
partners such as PARIS2l (Partnership in Statistics for Development in the 21st Century)
in promoting the improvement of the quality and range of statistics. The secretariat
assured the Committee that the next report would contain more statistics.

46. Concerning gender and development, the Committee noted that several processes
still remained before fully mainstreaming gender in the development process. Therefore,
there was need for it to be treated as a stand-alone section in the report.

Reports on activities of other ECA Programmes in Southern Africa:
(Agenda Item 6)

47. There were three presentations on ECA programmes and one on the African
Institute for Economic Development and Planning (IDEP).

48. The committee first considered the document "Report on ECA Major Initiatives
and Programme Developments in 2002". The report indicated that the Economic

.Commission for Africa is involved in forging partnership for Africa's Development;
providing support to the implementation of NEPAD; producing major flagship
publications; convening major events; and providing websites and reading materials.
Successful implementation of all these require African nations and institutions to be
actively involved. ECA seeks synergies with IGOs, RECs, UN bodies, cooperating
partners and other UN agencies.

49. Among the initiatives on forging partnership for Africa's Development are:

• Poverty Reduction Strategy Papers Learning Groups (PRSP - LG);
• The African Development Forum (ADF);
• The launching of ECA'S Project on Monitoring Governance;
• The Annual Regional Consultations of United Nations Agencies working in

Africa; and
• North African Investment Forum.

50. The framework of ECA's Partnership programme aims at: facilitating consensus
building, e.g. through the ADF; ensuring civil society participation; enhancing
international competitiveness and regional integration; integrating gender considerations
in economic and social development processes; linking population, environment,
agriculture and development; and promoting information services for Africa's
development (lCT). This part of the presentation ended by recalling that all efforts are
being made by the Commission to forge effective partnerships to review the development
strategies of the continent and to create possible synergies with member States, IGOs,
RECs and the agencies of the UN, cooperating partners, African universities, and CSOs.
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51. As for the flagship publications of the ECA, it was explained that as a result of the
new policy orientation of the Commission, four major publications would be published in
2002 and 2003. These are: the Annual Report on Integration in Africa (the first one will
be published in 2002); the Economic, Report on Africa (ERA), the 2002 issue will be
launched before July 2002; the African Governance Report (the first issue will appear in
2003); and the African Women's Report (the first issue will be published in 2003).

52. During the discussions, the Committee recommended that the next report on
poverty reduction strategy papers learning group should be on best practices. There was
concern that the weak institutional capacity in member States limited the implementation
of policies and prograrnmes thus the issue of institutional capacity needed to be addressed
urgently.

53. It was stressed that there was need to go beyond identifying gaps and focus also
on what should be done by all concerned - people, governments, civil society and
partners and learn from both success and failure stories. The need for country owned
strategies was viewed as crucial for accelerated economic and social development in
Africa.

54. Following the request by participants on decentralizing the Poverty Reduction
Strategy Papers-Learning Group (PRSP-LG) Forum, the meeting was infonned that this
recommendation will be brought to the attention of ECA Management in order to
examine the possibility of expanding the Learning Group to include all African countries
and to articulate an African-based and owned strategy for poverty reduction,

55. The Committee then considered a Report on the ECA Programme on Harnessing'
Information for Development. The report highlighted that the role of information arid
communication technologies as a potential force for economic and social development is'
increasingly being recognized worldwide. However, despite interest in the "digital
divide" and the progress made so far, opening access to information, knowledge and
options to millions of Africans was marginalized by distance, disability, gender, age,
ignorance, poverty and bad governance remainS a daunting challenge. It was noted that
the ECA sub-programme that is implementing the African Information Society Initiative
has been working on these issues of African "digital divide". The work of the sub:
programme focuses on three major areas namely, information and communication
technology for development, geo-information and development, and library and
information systems.

56. The aim of the sub-programme is to strengthen national capacity for the
utilization of information and communication technologies, including strengthening
capacity in the development and use of bibliographic, referral and spatial databases as
decision support tools for socio-economic development. In the area of ICT for
development the sub-programme focuses on raising awareness of member States on the
development of the national ICT strategies and how to use ICT to build competitiveness
of national economies and enhance human development. The sub-programme provides
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regional advisory services, training and capacity building, field projects and promotion of
international cooperation.

57. in the area of geo information the sub-programme focuses on raising awareness
of the importance of national geographic information systems in socioeconomic planning
and development; on encouraging African Governments and institutions to invest in the
production, maintenance and management of geo-spatial data, as well as in promoting the
development of integrated data sets and data standards in order to make relevant
information available to governments and the public.

58. ECA is also implementing a fully integrated library information system that will
enable it become a veritable socioeconomic information and knowledge dissemination
and exchange hub for the region. It launched the African Virtual Library and Information
Network (AVLIN) that intends to help bridge the digital divide between Africa and the
developed world. AVLIN focuses on capacity building at institutional, national and
regional levels and on building regional cooperation especially on standardization and
system development, and the facilitation of research and developmental activities in both
infrastructure and development of digital and virtual libraries.

59. The report highlighted specific areas in which Southern Africa benefited from the
ECA sub-programme in harnessing ICT for development. In addition to direct technical
assistance to countries such as Malawi, Mozambique, Swaziland, Zambia and Zimbabwe
in the area of national information and communications strategies, the sub-programme
provided opportunities for member States to participate in various conferences and
workshops. Southern African countries have participated in the meetings of the
Committee for Development information (CaDI) and the African Virtual Library
Network. The Information Technology Centre for Africa has provided training for
women -entrepreneurs from Lesotho, Malawi, Mozambique, Namibia,South Africa,
Swaziland and Zambia.

60. Regarding its future activities, the sub-programme intends to provide technical
assistance to member States on the development of national ICT strategies. It also plans
to work with SADC and COMESA in elaboration and implementation of regional ICT
strategies. The sub-programme will work with member. States in the development of
spatial data infrastructure and the realization of the African Virtual Library and
Information Network.

61. The Committee noted the need to emphasize national ICT strategies in the
NEP AD digital inclusion agenda. It was recommended that the sub-programme should
make effort to reach public and government institutions in member States through
embassies and diplomatic missions in Addis Ababa instead of contacting institutions
directly. It was also noted that the dynamics of information and communication
technologies makes investment on ICTs very expensive, as the rnajority-of the equipment
gets obsolete very quickly. In this regard, it was emphasized that research in the ICT field
would be critical to optimize existing lCT equipment particularly for reaching the "last
mile." Participants noted financing ICT projects will be the next challenge.
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62. The Secretariat then reported on the work, strategy and programmatic focus of the
Sustainable Development Division of ECA (SDD). It was reported that the main thrust
of SDD's work is to assist countries achieve a viable equilibrium in development by
ensuring sound environmental management, the attainment of manageable human
populations and by meeting the food security needs of the people. A number of outputs of
the division programmed for 2002-2003 were highlighted, including the component on
technical advisory services in the two areas of environmental management and food
security policies.

63. Finally, the Director of IDEP, Dr. Diery Seck, briefed the Committee on the
Institute's activities. IDEP is an ECA sponsored institute and was established in 1962. It
is based in Dakar, Senegal and serves all African countries. The Institute organizes short
courses on various topics for African middle-level and senior policy-makers. It also
offers a degree-granting master's program in Economic Management and Development.
IDEP's mission also includes conduct of policy-relevant research, dissemination of the
output and provision of advisory services to member States on request. Among the main
themes covered by IDEP are: regional integration, trade policy and trade negotiations,
economic growth and development. Many countries, including those from Southern
Africa, have benefited from the training at IDEP.

64. IDEP plans to play an active and supportive role in new continental-wide
initiatives such as NEPAD, African Union and Africa's participation in the WTO
negotiations. In this respect, it will continue its policy of skill-enhancing training for
African policy-makers, and assume scientific leadership aimed at providing technical
support for African governments and RECs. It will also contribute to the formulation of
an African position on global issues and help maintain Africa's intellectual independence.

65. In the ensuing discussions, the Committee welcomed the plan by IDEP to
organize client-specific training programmes in Southern Africa in collaboration with
SRDC-SA

Reports by Cooperating Partners (Agenda item 7)

(a) COMESA

66. The representative of COMESA reported on the ongoing collaborative
programmes in infrastructure development and promotion of the private sector. The areas
of cooperation in infrastructure development in which ECA/SRDC and COMESA have
cooperated in the last two years included preparation of the project proposal in road
safety, study on performance indicators for the Beira Corridor, study on comparative
costs of transport in Southern Africa and UNTACDA II Evaluation in 2001. These were
ongoing programmes. Future activities in this regard included preparation of the Terms
of Reference for a Master Plan on priority projects in transport infrastructure and
services, implementation of the Yamoussokro Decision on Air Transport Liberalisation,
and development of performance benchmarks in transport and communications.
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67. As previously reported, under private sector promotion and investment, the ECA
designated two senior regional advisors to undertake a study on Investment Opportunities
in COMESA. Preparatory work is underway.

(b) SADC/SATCC

68. The representative reported on the collaboration programmes developed by the
SA'DC/SATCC, COMESA and ECA/SRDC-SA. SATCC informed the meeting on the
ongoing restructuring exercise of the SADC Secretariat, which would be completed by
the end of this year. The representative requested the Committee to assist in securing both
financial and technical resources for implementing the strategies derived from the SADC
protocol on transport, communications and meteorology.

(c) MEPC

69. MEPC indicated that they had been participating in the ICE meetings for several
years and were appreciative of ECA's invitations to the meetings. They bemoaned the
fact that ECA does not have adequate programmes in minerals and energy and indicated
that MEPC stood ready to support the Centre and its activities in mining and energy as
they have and continue to develop programmes in mining and energy.

(d) UNDP

70. The Resident Representative of UNDP and Resident Coordinator of UN System
in Zambia, Ms. Olubanke King-Akerele, commended ECA for the work it undertook in
the sub-region in the area of regional integration. UNDP indicated its readiness', to
continue to work closely with ECNSRDC-SA, SADC and COMESA.

71. The Resident Representative highlighted the ongoing cooperation with
ECA/SRDC-SA in the following areas: ECA/SRDC's role as an effective member of the
UN Country team including in the formulation of the UN Development Assistance
Framework (UNDAF), a framework for UN System support to Zambia over the period
2002-2006. SRDC-SA also rendered assistance to the UNDPs Country Offices on the
reprofiling exercise in Zambia and Malawi.

72. UNOP also noted the Centre's active participation in the Launch in October 2001
of its UNDP/SADC Regional Human Development Report with its focus on deepening
Regional Integration. UNOP looked forward to the Centre's continued involvement in a
follow-up workshop to the report.

73. Close collaboration was also achieved in the implementation of the UNOP
sponsored Zambia-Malawi-Mozambique Growth Triangle Project, for which ECA was
serving as executing Agency. Given the significance of the initiative for the
implementation of NEPAD, it was felt that the ZMM-GT could be promoted as a
mechanism for fast tracking of regional integration and cooperation. In this regard,
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UNDP proposed linkages between the transport corridors and the ZMM-GT as an
approach to "deepening" economic integration driven by the private sector. It was seen
as a concrete follow-up activity that ECAlSRDC might encourage in the implementation
of NEPAD. Similarly, COMESA and SADC's next regional integration frameworks
could promote the implementation of the ZMM-GT as a concrete response to the
imperatives of regional integration with private sector participation, serving as model for
application elsewhere on the continent.

(e) TECHNOSERVE

74. The representative of Technoserve reported that his organization was working on
a Regional Trade Analytical Agenda in pursuit of the implementation of policies to
promote food security. To achieve this goal, Technoservc had established a network of
African researchers, policy makers and business persons to analyse, disseminate and
pursue implementation of recommendations that lead to reduction of transport costs,
increased cross-border trade and increased incomes for the disadvantaged. Technoserve
was working closely with ECAlSRDC-SA, ECAlSRDC-EA, COMESA, SADC/SATCC
TU, Transporters and Freight Forwarding Associations to ensure implementation of
transport policies that yield results at the national, sub-regional and regional levels.

75. In the discussions that followed, it was suggested that modalities be developed for
disseminating the research findings to universities, research institutions and govemments.
This could develop and enhance learning in the area of regional integration in Africa.
With respect to the private/public sector interface in regard to integration, the need to
strengthen the private sector capacity to ensure its adequacy in implementing NEP AD.
was aiso stressed.

76. The meeting expressed apprcciatron for the eollaboration by the partners and
encouraged them to eontinue their support to ECA's activities in Southern Africa.

Report on the New Partnership for Africa's Development (NEPAD) (Agenda item 8)

Progress Report (Agenda item 8a)

77. The Director of SRDC-SA presented a progress report on the New Partnership for
Africa's Development (NEPAD). Recalling the origins and objectives of the Millennium
Partnership for African Recovery Programme (MAP) and the Omega Plan, the meeting
was informed about the challenges Africa faces in its bid to integrate into the global
economy and the transformation of the Organization of African Unity to the African
Union (AU) as an effective continent-wide instrument for economic and political
unification. Coinciding with the UN Millennium Development Goals, and in view of the
desire of Africa's political leaders [or a unified African initiative as a basis for collective
interaction with the international community, both MAP and Omega Plan were merged.
At a meeting of African Heads of State Implementation Committee held in Abuja,
Nigeria in October 2001, the New African Initiative was renamed the New Partnership
for Africa's Development (NEPAD).
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78. The meeting was informed that the long-term objectives of NEPAD included
among others, eradicating poverty in Africa and to place African countries, both
individually and collectively, on a path of sustainable growth and development and thus
prevent the marginalization of the continent in the globalization process. The goals are to
achieve and sustain an average Gross Domestic Product (GDP) growth rate above 7 per
cent per annum up to 2015 and to ensure that Africa achieves the agreed Millennium
Development Goals. It was emphasized that what differentiated this initiative from
former initiatives on Africa is the fact that NEPAD is based on an African agenda, owned
by Africans themselves, led by a committed African leadership at the highest level and
based on a concrete framework for interacting with the rest of the world. Also examined
were the strategies, priority sectors and resource mobilization actions needed to
implement NEPAD.

79. Priority areas identified in NEPAD included among others, restoration of peace,
security and stability; entrenchment of good governance; rehabilitation and construction
of infrastructure facilities; bridging the digital divide between the North and South;
strengthening human resources development (including reversing brain drain); supporting
agriculture and the environment; and redefining the relationship with partners.

80. The institutional framework of NEP AD includes a Secretariat in Pretoria. South
Africa (although it was stressed that it is an integral part of the African Union); an
Implementation Committee of 15 Heads of State and Government (3 from each of the 5
sub-regions including 5 Initiating Presidents); and a Steering Committee of 5 Initiating
Heads of State. Technical backstopping and support is provided by regional institutions,
with the ECA responsible for the cluster on economic and corporate governance, the
ADB on capital flows and infrastructure, and the OAD (AU) on peace and security.

81. The meeting was informed that recent activities with regard to NEPAD included
the holding of two meetings of the Heads of State Implementation Committee (HSIC) in
October 2001 and in March 2002. Both meetings underlined the importance the Heads of
State attach to the work assigned to ECA on' developing guidelines and codes on
economic and corporate governance. Major thrusts on the international scene to scll
NEPAD have taken place in Western capitals such as London, Paris, New York, Genoa
and Monterrey. On the continent, regional meetings have been held in Kampala. Pretoria
and Dakar with the latter devoted on the participation of the private sector in funding
NEPAD.

82. Upcoming acuvitres with regard to NEPAD include a Steering Committee
Meeting scheduled for Maputo on 15-17 May 2002, a meeting with the leaders of the GS
in June in Canada, the Summit of Heads of State scheduled in South Africa in July 2002
to usher in the African Union (AU), and ECA Joint Conference of African Ministers of
Finance and Planning later in the year in South Africa.

83. .The meeting was further informed of the role of thc ECA in support of the AU
and NEPAD. The work on economic and corporate governance is at the center of
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NEPAD, and ECA is undertaking a major study in this regard. Furthermore, the mandate
of ECA and the instrument of the ADF process in support of thc AU is proof that ECA. ,
has important role to play in the implementation of NEPAD. The UN Secretary General,
at a recent ACC meeting in New York, con tinned that ECA should be the focal
institution for the UN support to NEPAD in Africa and that it would report to the High
l.evcl Committee on Programmes (HLCP) in this regard.

84. The meeting agreed that general discussion on NEPAD would follow after the
presentation on the governance component.

Governance (Agenda Item 8b)

85. The Committee considered the presentation by the Secretariat on Governance.
The report covered three important aspects: the issue of Good Governance as contained
in NEPAD; the ECA Project on Monitoring Progress Towards Good Governance: The
African Governance Report; and the African Peer Review (APR) mechanisms.

86. The report indicated that NEPAD acknowledged the fact that development is
impossible in the absence of true democracy, respect for human rights, peace and good
gOY crnance. The core components of good governance include: political representation,
insntutional capacity and economic management and corporate governance. The report
further noted that the emphasis on democracy and good governance in NEPAD is to
contribute to strengthening the political and administrative frameworks of African
countries, in line with the principles of democracy, transparency, accountability,
integnty, respect for human rights, and the promotion of the rule of law.

87 The report stressed the fact that State capacity building is a critical aspect of
creating conditions for development. The State has a major role to play in promoting
economic growth and, development, and in the implementation of poverty reduction
programs. It is for this' reason that African countries undertook a series of commitments
tow ards meeting basic standards of good governance and democratic behaviors, while at
the same time, giving support to each other through the APR.

88. The report highlighted three major aims of good guvernance: (a) the creation of a
capable and effective state; (b) the securing of an enabling environment for development
founded on a state that works; and (c) an environment where the public sector, the private
sector, and the civil society play their respective roles in a mutually reinforcing manner
for desired development outcomes.

89. With respect to thc ECA Project on Good Governance, the report indicated that
this project has been in existence for about 2-3 years and that the project objective is to
monitor the status of African governance and produce the Report on the State of
Governance in Africa. It was also stated that the Report was to assess progress made by
African countries towards achieving good governance for poverty reduction.
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90. The report indicated that a total of 30 countries were envisaged to be covered in
the study of which 14 countries have already been covered in the first round. These
included: Algeria, Malawi, Senegal, Benin, Mali, South Africa, Botswana, Mozambique,
Tanzania, Ghana, Namibia, Uganda, Kenya, and Nigeria. Other countries to be covered
in the second round included the following: Burkina Faso, Gabon, Niger, Cameroon,
Gambia, Swaziland, Cote dIvoire, Lesotho, Tunisia, Eritrea, Madagascar, Zambia,
Egypt, Mauritius, Zimbabwe, Ethiopia, and Morocco.

91. The methodology used in the study was through questionnaires, which were
administered by national institutions. The questionnaires were divided into three
categories namely: C1, seeking experts opinion (the elite) of the country; C2 to seek
perceptions from the general public countrywide; and C3 was to compile factual
information and hard data through documentation and investigation.

92. In addition the ECA work in the area of economic and corporate governance
underscored the important link between economic governance and political governance.
11 stressed that good political governance is a necessary complement to good economic
and corporate governance and this is captured very well in the NEP AD Framework
document.

93. In the area of prioritization of codes and standards, It was stressed that Africa
need not reinvent the wheel, but rather to adopt existing international codes and
principles. In this respect the priority codes and standards on economic and corporate
governance are the following:

Code of good practices on transparency in monetary and financial policies
Code of good practices on fiscal transparency
Best practice for budget transparency
Guidelines for public debt management
Principles for corporate governance
International accounting standards
lntemational standards on auditing
Core principles for effective banking supervision.

94. It was further emphasized that these codes and standards can be grouped into four
main categories, according to the key economic policy objectives they serve to foster;
these arc:

Promoting sound macroeconomic and public financial management and
accountability;
Protecting the integrity of monetary and financial systems;
Strengthening accounting and auditing systems; and,•Developing an effective corporate governance.

95. With respect to the African Peer Review Mechanisms, the report indicated that
the APR mechanisms wi II focus on key features of economic and corporate governance
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in the country being reviewed and, In that regard, its pnmary objectives wiII be the
following:

To enhance African ownership of the development agenda;
To monitor and track progress towards agreed NEPAD goals and codes
and standards;
To identify, evaluate and disseminate good practices;
To ensure that policies are based on the best current knowledge and/or the
practical experience of peer countries;
To assess how good practices can be effectively transferred to other
African countries;
To use peer scrutiny and encouragement to induce the adoption of good
practices and adherence to agreed codes and standards; and
To identify gaps and recommend approaches to address those gaps.

96. The report further indicated that the process for the implementation of APR
mechanism would be in three stages. Stage one- Analysis- will be to assess the
development and governance environment in the country to be peer reviewed. Stage two
will entail a mission team visiting the country under review. Stage three will be the
discussion of the outcome of the mission and to make recommendation regarding the next
steps.

97. Moreover, the report indicated that an independent, credible African institution,
separate from political processes and structures, should conduct the technical aspects of
the APR mechanism.

98. In the discussions that followed, the Committee commended the Secretariat for
such a comprehensive presentation. The Committee raised several questions related to
implementation aspects, the transfer of best practices to other African countries and the
frequency of monitoring mechanisms, given the lack of capacity in most African
governments and institutions. The Committee was concerned as to whether the codes and
standards on economic and corporate governance have been all agreed upon by African
countries and as to whether some of them were more important than others.

99 In addition, given the several development initiatives adopted by African
countries, the Committee was concerned about the novelty of NEPAD and cautioned
whether NEPAD was not duplicating some of the existing country initiatives or whether
it should not be better to consider the failures and success of the previous ones and
capitalize on them. The Committee also expressed concern over the multiple indicators
being used in the questionnaires for the African Governance Report, some of which were
very difficult to comply with by the member States. Questions were also raised on
enforcement mechanisms with respect to non-compliance with the codes and standards
on economic and corporate governance as well as how to deal with some sensitive issues
in the governance report. The Committee was also concerned about the fact that the
report put more emphasis on progressive taxation. while most policy programmes were
addressing the issues of indirect taxation. In addition, the Committee wanted to know
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about the status of the reports on Governance from the first round of countries.

100. The Committee also emphasized the need for more information c.ssemination on
NEPAD and noted that NEPAD is being publicized more outside Africa than within
Africa. Regarding NEP AD Secretariat, the Committee sought clarification on the
relationship between the AU/OAU and the NEPAD Secretariat. It was also felt that
institutional setup was causing some confusion.

101. In response, the Secretariat informed the Committee that although the issues
addressed in NEPAD were not new in the development struggle of African countries,
however, there were two important aspects, which could be considered as new in the
NEPAD initiative. These were political leadership and commitment; and the new
negotiating arrangements or strategies to securing financing and international support.

102. It was also pointed out that NEPAD was an evolving process, as such, it needed to
take into account the differences in capacities that exist in African countries, both at
governmental and institutional levels. The Secretariat also indicated that the reporting
process and mechanisms involved resources, and that modalities are being worked out to
set up appropriate reporting mechanisms. In this respect, NEPAD Secretariat has visited
the structure of the reporting mechanisms of the OECD countries and it will draw some
lessons from it.

103. The Secretariat also informed the Committee that although the report on
governance may develop additional codes and standards towards good governance, the
initial stage identified the most important eight codes and others may be added gradually.

104. Regarding the institutional arrangements, the Secretariat informed the Committee
that NEPAD was a product of the AU; therefore, they were not two separate institutions.
The only apparent confusion for now is because the AU Secretariat is not yet established
and that NEPAD has an interim Secretariat in South Africa. This is because, according to
the Lusaka Summit, the OAU will officially cease as of II July 2002 thus, the AU will
take over. Once the AU is formally established the NEPAD Interim Secretariat is
expected to be fully integrated into the AU Secretariat and they will become one.

105. The Secretariat also clarified the issue of duplication. In this respect, it was
indicated that NEPAD is based on previous African development initiatives (LPA, Abuja
Treaty, etc.) and that it was neither duplicating nor competing with any existing initiative.
It is rather intended to build on and create synergies with existing initiatives at national
and sub-regional levels. The Constitutive Act of the African Union was read out to clari fy
this issue.

106. As regards the popularization of NEPAD, the Secretariat clarified by indicating'
that this is a collective responsibility concerning all member States and that neither the
interim Secretariat of NEPAD nor any single country bears the responsibility alone to
popularize NEPAD. Some countries, particularly those involved in the Steering
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Committee, may have more responsibility to inform others about the outcome of their
meetings, but all governments have the responsibility to inform their own constituencies
about NEPAD. Some institutions, such as SADC, have already been instructed to
disseminate all the outcomes from NEPAD meetings to its member States.

107. The Secretariat also indicated that the economic and corporate governance aspects
of the African Governance Report should seriously consider taxation issues, in the
context of poverty reduction. It was also pointed out that at the recently concluded
meeting on NEP AD in Senegal, the Private Sector requested African governments to
coHectively take full responsibility for the shortcomings of the current economic and
corporate governance.

108. The Secretariat also informed the Committee that national reports from the first
group of countries are likely to be out by the end of May 2002 and that no country report
has yet been discussed in a national review meeting. The process in Namibia was
mentioned as an example of good practices where a national steering committee was
formed to address the issues. The Secretariat also indicated that once the draft national
reports arc ready, there will be a national workshop, involving all stakeholders, to
critically review the draft document and validate data and information and thereafter, the
document will be officially launched in the country.

Infrastructure, Information and Communications Technology and Environment
(Agenda item 8c)

109. Three presentations were made by representatives of the African Development
Bank and the Secretariat under this agenda item.

(i) Infrastructure

110. The presentation made by the African Development Bank (ADS) first explained
the role of ADS which has been designated lead agency for development of infrastructure
and banking and financial standards for NEPAD. It reviewed the challenges and priority
actions 111 infrastructure development in the four sectors of transport, energy, water and
ICT and elaborated the main requirements in infrastructure development as mobilizing
large investment finance needed for rapid improvement and modernization of
infrastructure, and establishing a conducive environment (good sector govcmance) to
give confidence to the potential investors and service providers. The presentation finally
elaborated the process that is underway to determine the appropriate packaged and
prioritized short-term and medium and long-term programmes of action for infrastructure
development in consultation with the Regional Economic Communities.

Ill. The Committee was called upon to:

• Take note of the ongoing work on the development of the infrastructure
programme of action in order to facilitate achievement of the NEPAD
objectives; and
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• To provide any input or -assistance to the NEPAD process, especially in
the development of the infrastructure programme of action.

112. The Committee noted that the short-term action plan was scheduled to be ready
by end of May 2002.

(ii) Information and Communications Technology

113. The Secretariat presented a report on the progress made in lCT with respect to
NEPAD. The Committee noted that the NEPAD lCT agenda emphasized the judicious
application of lCTs to create niche opportunities in regional cooperation and integration,
in trade, investment and finance and for empowerment of African citizens and
institutions. ICTs have a substantial role in enhancing the effectiveness of public
administration, in environmental management and control of disease and the HIVIAIDS
pandemic. An efficient early warning system is critical for responding to emergencies
and for monitoring of tension spots prior to open conflicts. The secretariat noted that
NEPAD's digital opportunity agenda aimed to harness ICT to:

• increase teledensity with an adequate level of access for households;
• lower the cost and improve reliability of service;
• achieve e-readiness for all countries in Africa;
• develop and produce a pool of ICT-proficient youth and students from

which Africa can draw trainee ICT engineers, programmers and software
developers; and

• develop local content software, based especially on Africa's cultural
legacy.

114. A.number of players have been promoting the digital inclusion agenda ofNEPAD
~ the Economic Commission for Africa, the government of Senegal, the NEPAD
secretariat (e-Africa commission) and the African Development Bank. Progress has been
made in converging towards identification of key challenges to ICT development - (a)
infrastructure development, (b) harnessing ICTs in theme areas identified by NEPAD and
(c) taking cross-cutting issues such as content, access, gender and youth into account.

115. The report indicated that recent sub-regional workshops on ICT programmes and
projects in East and West Africa highlighted and emphasized the key areas identified by
NEPAD namely, the need for building African infrastructure, harmonization of policies
and legal frameworks, organization and dissemination of content particularly socio
economic, geographic, and statistical data, human resources development, electronic
government and capacity building initiatives and research to raise awareness and to
make ICT relevant to local needs.

116. The Secretariat further briefed the participants on resolutions passed during the
conference on the participation of the private sector in financing infrastructure, held on
15-17 April 2002 in Dakar Senegal. That meeting had emphasized the need for:
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• Increasing Africa's capacity In design and manufacturing of
communications equipment;

• promotion of enabling policy and regulatory environment for active
participation of the private sector in delivery of services;

• harnessing opportunities provided bye-business and electronic commerce;
• creation of a regional network that brings regulators and decision makers

together; and
• analyzing the impact ofICTs for development.

117. Several financing mechanisms such as seed funding, inclusion of K'Ts in national
development plans, reversal of a small portion of military budgets, auctioning of public
resources such as radio frequency spectrum, imposing global bit tax and swapping debt
for financing education, information technology and knowledge were suggested. It was
also noted that the meeting recommended the creation of a committee of donors, a trust
fund for lCT for development in Africa and a private sector forum for Africa's digital
inclusion and resolved for the implementation of its lCT programmes within the
framework of the African Information Society Initiative and mandated ECA to prepare
the short tenn ICT programme (2002-2008) of the NEPAD.

(iii) Environment

118. A representative of the Secretariat informed the meeting that the Environment
Initiative of NEP AD had evolved throughout the formulation of the document..
Environmental issues had been incorporated in both the MAP and OMEGA Plan. the
merger of which gave rise to the NEPAD. A whole component on environmental
management and natural resources management had been included in the Compact, a
document that had been prepared by ECA at the request of African Ministers in charge of
Finance and Economic Development in November 2000, and subsequently largely
informed the drafting process for the NEPAD Environment Initiative.

119. A Global Environment Fund (GEF) Medium Grants Project had been developed
in support of this process, in collaboration with UNEP-GEF, OAUIAU and ADS. The
project has been working closely with the NEPAD Secretariat and has convened two
meetings since the beginning of this year, the first in Pretoria, South Africa in January
2002 and the second in Algiers, Algeria, in March 2002. A third meeting is scheduled to
take place with ministerial participation in Dakar, Senegal in June 2002. The outline of
an Action Plan had been agreed upon, taking into account other ongoing initiatives, in
particular the medium term plan adopted by the 8th session of African Ministerial
Conference on Environment (AMCEN) and the main elements of the draft African
Environmental Outlook. A set of criteria and guidelines on projects to be implemented
under the Initiatives have also been proposed.

120. Tile evolution of the environment initiative of NEPAD took place simultaneously
with the preparations for the World Summit for Sustainable Development (WSSD). In
this regard, the Committee noted a report on the African preparatory process for WSSD.
A Multi-Stakeholders' meeting co-sponsored by ECA and UNEP was held in Addis
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Ababa, Ethiopia, from 17-19 January 2000. An African Forum for the preparatory
process was formed at the meeting, together with an Expanded Joint Secretariat (EJS)
that was entrusted with the responsibility of organizing the preparatory process. Members
of the EJS were ECA, UNEP, OAU, ADB and the sub-regional economic communities
(AMU, ECCAS, ECOWAS, IGAD, and SADC), with UNDP Capacity 21 programme for
Africa, being co-opted as a member of the EJS at a later stage. The UN-DESA was
regularly invited to take part in the meetings and activities of the Secretariat.

121. Assessments of implementation of Agenda 21 in Africa were undertaken and
reviewed during sub-regional consultations that were held during September and early
October 2001. An Africa Regional Preparatory Conference was held at the Technical and
Ministerial levels in Nairobi, Kenya form 15-18 October 2001. An Industrial Forum and
an NGO Forum were also held in parallel sessions with the Technical Segment. Finally,
the representative of the Secretariat reported that an African Ministerial Statement was
agreed upon at the Conference outlining common positions on various issues ahead of
WSSD.

122. In the ensuing discussions the Committee expressed its commendation for the
clarity of the presentations and noted that most of the presentations related to "work in
progress", thus providing the meeting with an opportune forum to contribute timeously to
the identification of challenges and the priorities and in the formulation of short-term
action plans and related criteria and guidelines in the selection of projects. In that regard,
the Committee noted the role of the ADB in developing infrastructure programmes and
projects and in fostering implementation of bank and financial standards.

123. In reviewing the challenges and strategies, the Committee urged that the
infrastructure strategies formulated should also highlight best practices. A case in point
was the experience of the Maputo Corridor Strategy, a private sector driven project,
which had proved successful in many respects including the generation of other
significant private sector investments in the Maputo Corridor area. Further, such
strategies should include components for the provision of advisory services to member
States, upon request.

124. On the source of funds for implementing inrrastructure projects, the Committee
observed the difficulties that would arise in financing regional and sub-regional projects,
especially as most were expected to be private sector funded. It expressed its conviction
that, whereas the main infrastructure projects would be very attractive to the private
sector, there still was a need to intensify the sensitization of and the engagement with the
private sector and develop that partnership.

125. Noting the capacity constraints of the regional communities in performing that
task and possible impact on the establishment of priorities, the Committee appealed for
capacity building support for the RECs and the engagement of other actors within the
RECs.
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126. As regards the criteria for the selection of projects, the Committee recommended
that the approach to the selection of projects should not lose sight of the regional
dimension of national projects.

127. The Committee further observed that, in the selection of projects, there was a
danger of marginalizing less endowed sub-regions and thus compromise NEPAD against
the expectations of the people in those areas.

128. Other concerns expressed by the Committee included the risks, political or
otherwise, involved in stalled projects. Secondly, facilitation projects were considered
unlikely to attract private sector funding. Therefore, it would be necessary to know, from
the outset, to whom such projects would be directed for funding.

129. The Committee stressed the need to explain clearly the NEPAD reporting
channels and provide more information on the funding of Short- Term Action Plans. The
coordination process also needed to be clearly elaborated. In this context, the Committee
observed that the ADB needed to interact more with other actors, particularly the sub
regional Development Financing Institutions (DFls) in its coordination activities. ADB
could also consider sharing some of its responsibilities to other key players in the sub
regions.

130. Regarding the environment, the Committee sought clarification on how [he
different organs with responsibility for the environment were interacting in dealing with
issues of the environment.

131. The Committee requested information on the funding of ICT Short Term Action
Plans and on the relation that existed between regional and national objectives. The
Committee noted that the SADC area had made notable achievements in the ICT area and
these should have been reported upon. Information was available on the SADC Task
Force which had completed studies on e-commerce readiness in each country,
Furthermore, projects which require funding have already been prepared.

132. Responding to the issues raised, the representative of the ADB acknowledged that
the way forward was getting clearer, and that the main NEPAD bodies were now well
coordinated. He then reviewed the different funding sources for both national and
regional projects and added that the multinational projects posed special problems
requiring an appropriate policy, regulatory and institutional environment. Further, it was
to be remembered that projects had to be supported at the national level.

133. The representative of ECA confirmed awareness of ICT developments in the
SADC area and emphasized the critical importance of national ICT projects. Regarding
the role of the private sector, he observed that government still had an important role to
play, for example in research and in the, allocation of resources. He then added that
adequately sensitized Heads of RECs were an important element in the promotion ofICT.
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134. On environment. the representative of ECA emphasized the importance of broad
consultation and reiterated the instances and processes that were being used.

Financing and Market Access in NEPAD (Agenda item Sd)

135. Under this agenda item, a representative of the ECA made a presentation which
focused on (i ) financing for development (Fro) and NEPAD, especially ODA and private
capital flows; (ii) market access and global integration; and (iii) implementation of
NEPAD as a growth and development strategy. The presentation highlighted the
following as key assets for development: (a) human capital -- indispensable for
sustainable growth in relation to skilled labour, technological advancement and
knowledge creation; investment in human capital is also essential for redistribution of
assets because human capital is the most important asset of the poor; (b) physical capital;
(c) social capital -- integrated society with stability and cohesion is critical for sustainable
growth; and (d) natural resources.

136. NEPAD incorporates all these key assets in its ten sectoral pnontics.
Advancement of human development is to be achieved through investment in education,
health and ICT. Accumulation of physical capital will be obtained through provision of
good economic and corporate governance, as well as investment in infrastructure and
rCT. Social capital will be provided by good public and economic governance. Finally,
effective and efficient utilization of natural resources is considered in sectoral issues of
environment, agriculture, and energy.

137. Increasing ODA is critical to the attainment ofNEPAD goals. ODA significantly
complements other sources of financing for development (Fro) and still accounts for the
largest source of external financing in Africa (in the absence of robust domestic resource
mobilization). However, this aid flow to Africa remained low and volatile. By the end of
the 1990s, aid had fallen to almost half of the 1991 level. DAC countries of the OECD
provide the largest source of African aid, though it is extremely volatile, rising from S1.3
billion in 1970 to $23.4 billion ill 1991 then falling to $11.8 billion in 1999. Multilateral
organisations are the second largest source. Aid from multilateral organisations is less
volatile, increasing from $0.4 billion in 1970 to $9.5 billion in 1994 and then falling to
$6.6 billion in 1999.

138. The Monterrey Consensus (March 2002) on financing for development
encourages and supports NEPAD. The Monterrey Fro consensus is consistent with
NEPAD in emphasizing responsibility and partnership of development by stressing (a)
each country has responsibility for its own development and has an important role in its
national policies and strategies; and (b) national development efforts need to be supported
by.an enabling international economic environment. The Consensus recognizes that a
substantial increase in ODA is required to achieve internationally agreed goals.
Consequently, it urges donors to take steps to apply measures (improving aid
effectiveness) ill support ofthe comprehensive strategy that is embodied in the NEPAD.
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139. The ECA, however, observes that the Monterrey Consensus lacks some
fundamental concerns among t\.lese are: new forms of partnership/peer review,
commitment to double current level of ODA, funding for global public goods such as
HIV/AIDS, new debt modalities for middle-income African countries, and commitment
to accelerate market access to Africa's exports.

140. Foreign direct investment (FDI) flow to Africa dropped from 25 per cent in the
early 1970 to 5 per cent in 2000 in the share of FDI in developing countries. An
encouraging trend of FDI is the emergence of new and diversified sources. FDl from
countries like Canada, Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, and Spain increased to 25

. per cent from less than 10 per cent in the 1990s. There is also increasing rDI from Asian
developing countries such as Korea, China, India. Malaysia and Taiwan. Finally. during
the 1990s intra-African FDI rose especially from South Africa and Mauritius.

141. The Investment Advisory Council (lAC) recently explored the role of FDI In
implementing NEPAD as well as the way to attract companies to invest in Africa
(U!\ICTAD. March 2002). The lAC recognized that the NEPAD is about making the
private sector more aware of investment opportunities which ex ist in Africa. Since
efforts to develop Africa using international aid and loans have not been successful, with
the NEPAD, Africa intends to attract more private capital by providing good governance,
free market access. and large regional market size. In this regard, lAC proposed practical
steps to increase FDI in Africa: integrating ODA and FDI; establishing a clearing centre
on projects for small and medium enterprises (SMEs); devising systematic investment
strategies for specific African countries; strengthening training capacities; and capacity
budding in banking sector.

1..12. The Conference on the financing of NEPAD (Dakar, April 2002) emphasized
th,it: (a) NEPAD is to he funded significantly by the private sector; (b) everything is
open to business; and (c) the rule oflaw must apply to everyone.

1..1;. With respect to the issue of market access, the presentation focused on recent
m.iiatives including the African Growth Opportunity Act (AGOA) and Everything but
Arms, as well as the WTO Doha Development Round. Progress on access to the markets
ot industrialized countries for African products would significantly enhance African
exports as it has been proved with the implementation of AGOA. Despite the fall in US
imports in early 2001 because of a recession, the implementation of AGOA sharply
increased African exports ~ which were covered hy the Act. The elimination of US
duties on textile imports from SSA not only increased exports but also boosted FDI and
employment in some African countries under the Act. Everything but Arms by the EU is
an important and welcomed initiative, however, it has not adequately addressed problems
in agricultural products. The new partnership under NEPAD needs to improve these
initiatives by removing conditionalities, deepening and broadening the coverage across
sectors, and including all countries, not only LDCs in Africa.

144. The presentation also focused' on the issue of implementing NEPAD as a growth
and development strategy at country and sub-regional levels. It was noted that the



___...1 ••_. _

ECNSRDC/SNICE/2002/05
Page 28

previous paradigm of development ~ the Washington Consensus - and its policies,
implemented through Structural Adjustment Programmes (SAP) in Africa during the

, "1980s and 1990s yielded limited results. The original Washington consensus focused
narrowly on issues such as fiscal discipline, reorientation of public expenditure and tax
reform, liberalization in both trade and financial sectors; and less government
intervention to the market by deregulation and privatization. The SAP, therefore, did not
include the above-rr-entioned key factors (and African specific structural weaknesses)
critical to obtain sustainable growth and development.

145. The disappointing slow growth performance and low supply-side responses to the
reforms in Africa contributed to augment the views on development and broaden the
agenda for development strategy. Under this augmented view and broadened agenda,
reforms now include governance and anti-corruption, legal and political reforms,
financial regulation with international codes and standards, and social safety nets. The
augmented Consensus includes WTO agreements as global governance in trade. The
NEPAD reflects this broadened development strategy.

146. In the implementation of NEPAD as a growth and development strategy, Africa
should not be diverted by narrowly focused conventional dichotomy on State vs. markets
as well as import-substitution vs. export-promotion considering successful cases of
developed countries, East Asian economies, and recent experiences in China, India and
Mauritius. The implementation of NEPAD at country and sub-regional levels should be
practical and pragmatic in the selection of top priority among priorities. It is also
recommended that country and sub-regional specificity should be reflected in the
implementation ofNEPAD by employing local knowledge and experiences.

147. During the discussions, several concerns were raised by the Committee. The
Committee felt that there should be programmes in NEPAD to encourage local
investment. In such cases, protection mechanisms for local investors would be a way of
helping them to engage and invest in their countries' development efforts. Issues of risk
of doing business in Africa were also discussed. Cost of doing business is generally high
in most African countries. Factors responsible 'for this needed to be addressed so as to
create incentives to attract investments. It was viewed that the implementation of
NEPAD would reduce risks by expanded markets. In this regard landlocked countries
would be expected to benefit. Collective action at regional and sub-regional levels was
seen as essential in the implementation of NEPAD, in addition to national level
implementation.

148. There was exchange of information among participants on acnvines being
undertaken by each country for sensitization on NEPAD. It was noted that South Africa
has and continues to sensitize the population on NEPAD. NEPAD has already been
presented to its parliament. A consortium, which includes the African Institute of
Excellence, has a programme on popularizing NEPAD. In Zambia, arrangements on
sensitization of NEPAD are led by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Ministry of
Finance; a national workshop on NEPAD is planned. In the case of Zimbabwe, SADC
committees have been established and these committees will address issues on NEPAD.
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In Mozambique, a committee to deal with NEPAD has been established in the Prime
Minister's office. In other countries, the process to popularize NEPAD is either being
initiated or no action has yet been taken.

149. The Committee appealed to member States, if they need assistance, to contact the
SRDC-SA Director on sensitization of NEPAD or any other assistance that ECA can
render within its mandate.

Any other business (Agenda item 9)

150. The Committee enquired on the possibility of SRDC-SA expanding the
participation to future ICE meetings to include private sector and civil society
participation in addition to government delegates. The Director of SRDC-SA responded
that invitations are sent to governments in the framework of the Intergovernmental
Committee of Experts. However, governments have the role to decide the composition
on their delegation to the ICE meetings and can include the private sector and civil
society.

lSI. The Secretariat informed the meeting of the Preparatory Regional Conference on
the World Summit on the Information Society, which will be held in Bamako, Mali, on
20-30 May 2002, and urged the Committee to solicit the participation of their respective
countries. The Secretariat further added that it would give the delegates, to take to their
respective countries, copies of letters of invitation to this conference from the President
of Mali.

152. The delegate from South Africa informed the meeting of the upcoming Planning
Africa Conference to be held in South Africa. The main objective of the Conference was
to review the role of development planning in Africa and to create a network of
development planners in Africa. The delegate promised to send more details to ECA
Secretariat in due course for distribution to member States and institutions.

Date and venue of the next meeting (Agenda item 10)

153. The 9th meeting ofthe ICE will take place during the first quarter of2003, in the
Kingdom of Lesotho. More details would be given after further consultations between
ECA and the Kingdom of Lesotho.

Adoption of the report (Agenda item 11)

154. The report of the Eighth ICE meeting was presented by the Rappoteur (Namibia)
and it w as adopted with minor amendments.

Closure of the Meeting (Agenda item 12)

ISS. The Director of SRDC-SA. acknowledged with great appreciation the effort put
in the meeting by the participants which contributed to the successful outcome of the
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meeting, He also expressed gratitude to the government of the Republic of Zambia for
hosting this meeting.

156. The director of the Centre assured the participants that the Secretariat took note
of the areas of collaboration highlighted by the development partners and will put it into
maximum use for the development of member States in Southern Africa, He cited in
particular, the African Development Bank, the Minerals and Energy Policy Centre,
UNDP offices in attendance. TECHNOSERVE and IDEP. The director, in concluding,
thanked the professional staff from ECA Headquarters for their substantive contributions,
which added great value to the outcome of the meeting, He alsothanked all the SRDC
SA professional and support staff for their respective roles to organizing the meeting.

157, Giving the Vote of thanks, on behalf of the participants, the Lesotho delegate
expressed appreciation for ECA who organized the meeting, the Government of Republic
of Zambia for hosting the meeting and underscored the excellent and informative report
which facilitated an interactive exchange of ideas among participants.

158. The Chairman abo conveyed his appreciation to the organizers of and delegates to
the meeting and urged for continued support from the cooperating partners. The Eighth
Meeting of the ICE was then closed by the Chairperson.

, I



ECAlSRDC/SAlICE/2002/05
Page 31

ANNEX

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS

ANGOLA

Mr. Carlos Eloy, Economista, Ministerio do Planemento, Luanda. Fax: 244-2-392796, E
mail: cselov@hotmail.com

Mr. Benjamin Castello, Chairperson, Jubileu 2000 Angola, CP. 2052 Avenida cmdte
Valodia No. 64-1-12 B Patrice Lumumba, Luanda. Tel: 244-2-445837, Fax: 244-2
446634, E-mail: jubileu2000.ang@angonet.org

Mrs. Ana Maria Nascimento, Vice President for Administration and Finance of MPD 
Mulheres, Paz e Desenvolvimento, R Arnerilo Julio de Carvallho No. 116-118, Luanda.
Fax: 244-2-353884, Cell: 091-212577, E-mail: m mpd@hotmail.com

LESOTHO

Ms. 'Masclemeng' Mokose, Economic Planner, Ministry of Environment, Gender and
Youth Affairs. P.O. Box 10993, Maseru 100, Maseru. Tel: 266-311767, Fax: 266
310506, E-mail: dps(a.megya.gov.ls

Mr. Napa Sello, Economic Planner, Ministry of Communication, 3rd Floor Moposo
House, P.O. Box 36, Maseru roo, Maseru. Tel: 266-323864, Fax: 266-310003, E-mail:
rnakuenastcilesotho.com or makuenas@ilesotho.com

Mr. Matseliso Mei, Director, Ministry of Development Planning, P.O. Box 630, Maseru
100. Maseru. Tel No.: 2663111 00, Fax: 266-310281

Ms. Cecilia Selibe Ts'cpe, Principal Budget Officer, Ministry of Finance, P.O. Box 395,
Maseru 100, Maseru. Tel: 266-311101/313491, Fax: 266-310281/310964/310157.

Mr. Bonang Thoahlane, Minister Counsellor, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, P.O. Box 1387,
Maseru 100, Maseru. Fax: 266-:110178/266-311150.

MALAWI

Mr. P.D.A. Kanyengambeta, Deputy High Commissioner, Malawi High Commission,
P.O. Box 50425, Lusaka, Zambia. Cell No. 096-757925/260-1- 265768, Fax: 260-1
265765.
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Mrs. Suzgo Mandala, First Secretary (Political), Malawi High Commission, P.O. Box
50425, Lusaka, Zambia. Tel: 260-1-265768, Fax: 260-1-265765, E-mail:
suzgom@hotmail.com

MALA WI (Cont'd)

Rev. Chande Mhone, Counsellor, Malawi High Commission, P.O. Box 50425, Lusaka,
Zambia. Cell No. 096-437573, Tel: 260-1-265768, Fax: 265765.

MAURITIUS

H.E. Mr. John Harold Dacruz, High Commissioner, Mauritius High Commission, 1163
Pretorious Street, Hatfield, 0083, Pretoria, South Africa. Tel: 27-12-342-1283/4, Fax: 27
12-342-1286. E-mail: mhcpta@mweb.co.za

MOZAMBIQUE

Mr. Frederico A. Sitoe, Deputy Director of Economics, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural
Development, Praca Dos Herois, Maputo, Tel: 258-1-460069 Fax: 258-1-460187/460065,
E-mail: sitoe(a)map.gov.mz

NAMIBIA

Mrs. Penny T. Akwenye, Director, Development Planning, National Planning
Commission, Private Bag 13356, Windhoek. Tel: 264-61-2834111/2834140, Fax: 264
61-226501/2834233, Email: pakwenve@npc.gov.na

Mrs. M.K. Tsheeharna, Chief Economist, Development Planning, National Planning
Commission Secretariat, Private Bag 13356, Windhoek. Tel: 264-61-283411112834120,
Fax: 264-61-226501, Email: mtsheehama@npc.gov.na

SOUTH AFRICA

Mr. H.W. Short, Deputy Director, Economic Development, Department of Foreign
Affairs, Private Bag X152, Pretoria 0001, Tel: 27-12-3510434, Fax No: 27123510449,
E-mail: hwshort@lantic.net

ZAMBIA

Mr. Tobia Mulimbika, Agriculture Economist, Cabinet Office, Gender in Development
Division, P.O. Box 30208, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-253497, E-mail: gidd@zarnnet.zm

Mr. Samuel Mutale, Acting Specialist, Information Management, Cabinet Office, Gender
in Development Division, P.O. Box 30208, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1251858, E-mail:
gidd@zamnet.zm
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Mrs. F. Chongola, Chief Economist, Ministry of Finance and National Planning, P.O.
Box 50062, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-250886, Fax: 251078, E-mail: chongolaf@\rahoo.com

ZAMBIA (Cont'd)

Mr. John Mulongoti, Senior Economist, Ministry of Commerce, Trade and Ir dustry,
Trade Department, P.O. Box 31968, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-226954 Fax: 260-1-226954, E
mail: jmulongoti@mcti.gov.zm

Mr. Nebwe Chilekwa, Economist, Ministry of Commerce, Trade and Industry, Trade
Department, P.O. Box 31968, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-226954-223273, Fay: 260-1-226673,
E-mail: cnebwe@mcti.gov.zm

Ms. Susan Ngoza Mpande, Economist, Ministry of Commerce, Trade and Industry,
Trade Department, P.O. Box 31968, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-227332/097-783651, Fax: 260-1
226673, E-mail: smpande@mcti.gov.zm

Mr. C. Mapani, Eoonomist, Ministry of Commerce, Trade and Industry, Indus.try
Department, P.O. Box 31968, Lusaka. Tel No.: 260 I 226954, Fax No.: 260 I 226954,
E-mail: cmapani@mcti.gov.zm

Mr. Davies J. Mwanza, Ministry of Information and Broadcasting Services, P.O. Box
51025, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-252285/253456.

Mr. Russell Mulele, Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, P.O.
Box 50197, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-254645.

Mr. Augustine Mutelekesha,
Cooperatives, P.O. Box
amutelelusha@maff.gov.zm

Senior
50197,

Economist,
Lusaka.

Ministry of Agriculture and
Tel: 260-1-253520, E-mail:

Mr. Sylvester Mundanda, Economist, Ministry Foreign Affairs, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1
250240, Fax No: 260 1 250240, E-mail: munstek@yahoo.co.uk

Mr. Norbert M. Bukoka, Documentalist, Gender In Development Division, Cabinet
Office, P.O. Box 30208, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-251858, E-mail: gidd@zamnet.zm/
mweneb@yahoo.com

Mr. E.C.J. Kalaba, Chief Planner, Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, P.O. Box
50197, Lusaka. Tel: 260-1-250504, E-mail: eckalaba@mafIgov.zm

ZIMBABWE

Mr. Thomas Tongafa Musingarimi, Principal Administrative Officer, Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, Harare, Zimbabwe. Tel: 263-4-703293/727005, Fax No: 263-4-703293/705161.
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ZIMBABWE (Cont'd)

Mr. Eria Hamandishe, Chief Economist, Ministry of Finance and Economic Development
PIB 7705, Causeway, Harare, Zimbabwe" Tel No: 263-4-705765/734780, Fax: 263-4
793998.

Mr. Munesushe Munodawafa, Director, Ministry of Transport and Communication, P.O.
Box CY595, Causeway, Harare, Zimbabwe. Tel: 263-4-250693, Fax: 263 4 732568.

INTERNAnONAL ORGANIZAnONS

COMMON MARKET FOR EASTERN AND SOUTHERN AFRICA (COMESA)

Mr. Erastus 1.0. Mwencha, Secretary General, COMESA Secretariat, P.O. Box 30051,
Lusaka, Zambia. Tel: 26-1-229725, Fax No: 260 1225107, E-mail: secgen@comesa.int

Mr. Gilbert Maeti, Senior Transport Economist, COMESA, P.O. Box 30051, Lusaka,
Zambia. Tel: 26-1-229725, Fax No: 260 1 225107, E-mail: gmaeti@comesa.int

Mrs. Tidenekialesh Asfaw, Coordinator Technical Cooperation and Resource
Mobilization, COMESA Secretariat, P.O. Box 30051, Lusaka, Zambia. Tel: 260-1
229726, Fax No: 260 1 225107, E-mail: tasfaw@comesa.int

Mr. Richard Randriamandrato, Chief Administrator, COMESA, P.O. Box 30051, Lusaka,
Zambia. Tel No: 260 1 229726, Cell: 097-874452, Fax No: 260 1 225107, E-mail:
rrandriainandrato@comesa.int

SOUTHERN AFRICAN DEVELOPMENT COMMUNITY (SADC)

Mr. Sakhe K. Silo, Principal Policy Officer, Southern African Transport and
Communications Commission (SATCC) Av. Martieres de inha, minga 170, Caixa Postale
2677, Maputo, Mozambique. Tel: 258-1-427202/420246, Fax: 258-1-420214, E-mail:
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