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INTRODUCTION

1. The Standing Committee on Economic Cooperation among Developing
Countries, at its first session (11 to 15 January 1993) decided that an
Intergovernmental Group of Experts drawn from interregional, regional and
subregional groupings as well as from the donor community should be organized
prior to the second session of the Standing Committee, to collect relevant
information from the donor community and to indicate what prospects there
might be for an improvement in assistance programmes to ECDC. As part of the
preparation for the meeting, participants in ECDC programmes and projects were
invited to submit their ECDC programmes and projects and the corresponding
external assistance requirements to this intergovernmental meeting.

2. As provided for in the UNCTAD calendar of meetings, the Intergovernmental
Group of Experts on Economic Cooperation among Developing Countries held its
session at the Palais des Nations, Geneva, from 27 June to 1 July 1994. In
the course of the session, the Group of Experts held three plenary meetings
and a number of informal meetings. This report gives a brief account of the
proceedings of the plenary meetings.
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Chapter I

REVIEW OF INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT TO ECDC: EXPERIENCES OF DEVELOPED AND
DEVELOPING COUNTRIES, THEIR PROBLEMS AND PROSPECTS

(Agenda item 3)

3. For its consideration of this agenda item, the Intergovernmental Group of
Experts had before it the following reports by the UNCTAD secretariat:

"Review and analysis of the development objectives and external
assistance requirements of ECDC participants" (TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/2 and
Corr.1).

"Scope and features of the subregional, regional and interregional
components of development assistance programmes of the donor community"
(TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/3).

4. In addition, the secretariat made available (in the series
TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc. ..) a number of contributions submitted by countries or
by organizations. (For the list of these contributions, see annex II below).

5. In her opening statement, the Director of the Division for Economic
Cooperation among Developing Countries and Special Programmes recalled that
the Intergovernmental Group of Experts had been established by the Standing
Committee on Economic Cooperation among Developing Countries in pursuance of
its decision to make the necessary arrangements for a pragmatic policy
dialogue among the donor community, subregional, regional and interregional
groupings, as well as participants in ECDC programmes with a view, in
particular, to mobilizing support for designing and implementing regional
initiatives, interregional activities and networking of integration and
cooperation schemes. She emphasized the importance of the Group of Experts’
role at a time when there was an upsurge of interest in ECDC, reflected both
in the efforts among developing countries themselves and in the increasing
willingness of the donor community to engage in a dialogue on the ways to
support ECDC efforts. In order to deepen this dialogue, several substantive
and institutional issues should be examined.

6. The first substantive issue concerned the "partnership for development",
i.e. the triangular feature of cooperation (South-South, supported by the
developed North). Another substantive issue, which had been raised at the
September 1992 OECD/DAC meeting, was the favourable stance of that
Organization towards supporting integration processes. The last substantive
issue related to ways to define the goals and priorities of both the donors
and the beneficiaries in order to better identify the ECDC policies and
programmes that were likely to secure donor support.

7. Regarding the institutional issues, the January 1993 decision of the
Standing Committee on ECDC emphasized that the pragmatic dialogue should be
based on comprehensive and constantly updated data. The Group of Experts
could examine the feasibility and the practicality of a structured mechanism
for this pragmatic dialogue. Proposals to that end might emerge on the
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coordination of information and on the support to be offered and the role to
be played by integration groupings and their secretariats for the operation of
such a mechanism.

8. The spokesman for the African Group (Kenya) considered that, in the wake
of UNCTAD VIII, the concept of ECDC had undergone an important change. Now
the developed countries, as "partners in development", were also a part and
parcel of the ECDC process. ECDC was thus no longer confined exclusively to
the developing world: it was the business of the entire international
community.

9. The African Group appreciated the factual information provided by the
secretariat on the existing status of development assistance provided by the
donors as well as on the requirements of the developing countries’ groupings
in the forthcoming period. The secretariat report (TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/2) had
faithfully provided the information supplied by the various groupings of
developing countries. He expected the developed countries to reciprocate by
providing information on what support they were willing to provide to the ECDC
process. He favoured a frank exchange of views and a proper dialogue on
several issues, including the donor-recipient consultation mechanism.

10. Commending the choice of panellists who were to make presentations to the
Group of Experts, he said that their contribution should be discussed in an
informal brainstorming setting to arrive at concrete and practical proposals.
In that connection, he emphasized the importance of the policy recommendations
in the secretariat report TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/4 and expressed the hope that the
Group of Experts would come up with concrete and practical proposals for
mobilizing international support to various initiatives for reinforcing
economic cooperation among developing countries.

11. The representative of the Food and Agriculture Organization of the
United Nations (FAO) provided information on the support rendered by his
organization to economic and technical cooperation among developing countries
at interregional, regional, and subregional levels. He appreciated the
inclusion in the secretariat report of some of the FAO collaborative
activities in support of the integration process. He particularly stressed
FAO’s support, inter alia , to develop a "Common African Agricultural
Programme" (CAAP) for the African Economic Community, MERCOSUR and South
Pacific Commission.

12. He cited examples of various FAO activities and technical assistance with
regional and subregional groupings relative to: (a) formulation of regional
and subregional development strategies and policies; (b) inter-country food
security arrangements; (c) promotion of economic cooperation in agricultural
trade; (d) nutritional improvement, food quality control and safety; and
(e) promotion of intra-regional and interregional cooperation in the areas of
capacity building and manpower training. He also provided information on the
FAO Director-General’s initiative in launching a Special Programme of Food
Production in support of Food Security in the Low-Income Food-Deficit
Countries and the role of ECDC/TCDC in its implementation. FAO had also
promoted over 100 networks for joint research, exchange of experiences,
technologies, planting materials and publications, and training technicians,
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and in many of these networks collaboration with economic groupings had been
excellent. The plant quarantine networks for SADCC as well as Eastern African
countries with headquarters in Harare and United Republic of Tanzania
respectively were specifically cited as examples of collaboration with
regional and subregional groupings.

13. In conclusion, he underlined the importance and primacy of the developing
countries and their institutions in the promotion of ECDC. He vouchsafed the
FAO Director-General’s determination to pursue innovative ways and modalities
to strengthen and expand the links of cooperation.

14. The representative of the Arab Maghreb Union (AMU) described the AMU’s
successful efforts towards regional integration (i.e. the progressive
realization of a free-trade area, a customs union and a common market) despite
an unfavourable external environment. He also provided information on AMU’s
integration programmes in the framework of four specialized Ministerial
commissions (infrastructure, economy and finance, human resources, food
security), several councils of Ministers and working groups. Out of the 36
Conventions adopted by the Presidential Council of the Union, five had been
implemented. The institutional structure of AMU included the General
Secretariat, the Consultative Council, the Judiciary Authority, the University
and the Academy of Sciences. The Maghrebian Bank for Investment and Foreign
Trade would be set up soon.

15. The countries of the AMU conducted a small percentage of their foreign
trade among themselves. Therefore, efforts should be made to strengthen
intra-AMU trade and create common development strategies. For this purpose,
AMU authorities required external assistance for the conduct of studies in
seven priority fields (compensation for loss of trade due to the trade
convention, investment promotion, monetary and fiscal policies, promotion of
the construction sector, industrialization and industrial complementarity,
standardization, and the stages of the regional development strategy). Of
these seven studies, two had already received technical assistance from UNDP.

16. Other intra-AMU projects identified for donor support were the fight
against desertification (a study had been undertaken with the assistance of
the Intergovernmental Committee on the Negotiation of an International
Convention on Desertification), road transportation (a study had been
supported by the Arab Fund for Economic and Social Development), railway
transportation and telecommunications.

17. He felt that AMU’s experience demonstrated the difficulties and
complexities encountered in mobilizing external resources for regional
projects. He stressed the need for a direct and continuous dialogue between
donors and regional groupings which would facilitate an exchange of
information on regional projects and activities and an accurate definition of
the external assistance requirements. He favoured efforts to foster a new
partnership for development and to establish dialogue among regional and
subregional groupings, and invited the donor community to create a technical
and financial assistance fund for the Maghreb region.
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18. The representative of the South Pacific Forum Secretariat introduced the
contribution of the Forum secretariat (TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.4), which detailed
the Forum’s experience regarding cooperation with international development
partners. He drew attention in particular to the Pacific Island
Countries/Development Partners Meetings, which had been held three times
since 1991. At one of those meetings, the World Bank had pointed to the
"Pacific Paradox", namely that the region had been unable to secure sustained
levels of economic growth despite the high levels of external assistance.
This was partly due to the difficulties faced by small countries in
establishing links with the global economy, and therefore regional cooperation
was deemed to be very important. Although the smallness of the member States
of the Forum might mean that the experience of the other groupings was not
directly applicable to them, and although the experience of the Forum in ECDC
was limited, he hoped that useful lessons could be learned from the exchange
of views in this Group of Experts.

19. The representative of the Central African Customs and Economic Union
(UDEAC) described briefly the structure and aims of UDEAC as well as its
various areas of cooperation such as fiscal affairs, customs, industry,
agriculture, and livestock, transportation, post and telecommunications,
tourism, human resources, and scientific and technical research. He mentioned
some of the achievements and cited a number of causes underlying UDEAC’s
failures. Faced with the lack of real progress in the subregional integration
process and in view of the international environment, UDEAC had been seeking
fresh approaches to integration in Central Africa based on: (a) a new
definition of the role of the State; (b) the Regional Reform Programme (RRP)
aimed at simplifying fiscal and customs systems, instituting a procedure for
inter-State transit (TIPAC), and developing monetary cooperation; (c) the
strengthening of the institutional framework to help ensure the success of the
RRP, one stage of which was the recent establishment of the Central African
Economic and Monetary Community (CEMAC); and (d) sectoral policies, with
priority being granted, in the current transitional phase, to agriculture, the
environment industry, trade and transport.

20. The success of the RRP depended also on the implementation of
accompanying measures. Among those measures that needed financing, the most
pressing were: (a) the fight against customs fraud, smuggling and dumping;
(b) the training of an independent professional body of accountants and tax
officers; (c) the installation of technical devices for controlling the weight
of vehicles and the strengthening of the physical infrastructures for transit
routes; (d) the organization of cross-border markets; and (e) the
computerization of national and subregional customs services, the
harmonization of methods for managing computer systems and the training of the
required personnel.

21. In conclusion, he said that, in view of the current economic crisis and
the attendant structural adjustment programmes, the efficacy of the new
approaches to subregional integration in Central Africa demanded the
mobilization of a manifold external assistance through negotiations undertaken
either sector by sector or in a comprehensive manner in the framework of a
round table with all the donors at an appropriate stage, depending on the
development of the CEMAC project.
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22. The representative of the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization (UNIDO) stated that ECDC had been brought to the forefront in the
recent restructuring of UNIDO. There were several reasons for this: in some
cases, cooperation was made imperative by the crippling lack of resources; the
donor orientation had changed in favour of ECDC; and the conclusion of the
Uruguay Round would also give a certain impetus to ECDC. UNIDO was involved
in many of the assistance programmes listed in TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/2 and he cited
several examples. The most important question now was how to proceed from
here, since yesterday’s paradigm was no longer valid. Institutional changes
were needed, but no single institution could address the whole range of
questions and the approach must be holistic; for example, cooperation should
be considered not only in trade relationships but also in investment and in
backward and forward linkages in production. Accordingly, the organizations
of the United Nations should work as a composite whole and, given the limited
resources, the activities currently under way should be considered before new
initiatives were looked into. He considered that additionality was one of the
biggest problems, and some ways should also be considered to expand the
resources. But above all, he stressed the need for a concerted approach by
all the United Nations organizations in tackling this problem.

23. The representative of the Republic of Korea stated that donor countries,
particularly his country which was relatively new to the role of assisting
other developing countries, might be unfamiliar with the modalities of this
form of development assistance. In this context, he felt that the work of the
UNCTAD secretariat was pioneering and also extremely pragmatic in listing the
development objectives and priorities of many of the ECDC participants. He
therefore considered that UNCTAD was an appropriate body for the further
discussion of this issue.

24. The representative of Zambia underscored the importance of the Group of
Experts in exploring ways and means to make ECDC activities more effective and
operational. He welcomed the renewed interest in ECDC among donor countries,
and felt that there was a strong need to incorporate regional aspects into
their assistance programmes. He also called for assistance from relatively
advanced developing countries to the least developed countries in the
framework of ECDC/TCDC. However, he recognized that the prime responsibility
rested on the developing countries themselves.

25. Referring to the experience of the Southern African Development Community
(SADC), he said that the active involvement of development partners in
designing, evaluating and implementing the programme of action was very
important and the developed partners had not been passive providers. The
annual consultative conferences with development partners in SADC provided
good opportunities to evaluate the performance of the programme of action as
well as to agree on future plans. These conferences had proved useful in
identifying regional projects which deserved assistance; in involving
development partners in policy formulation; in finding financial and other
resources for assistance; and, in recognizing the need for assistance in
increasing the institutional capacity of the SADC secretariat. Ultimate
success depended on the degree of commitment of member States, whether
financial or political; otherwise, partners might find it difficult to
appreciate the priority and importance of regional cooperation. Finally, he
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pointed out that regional cooperation should be consistent with, rather than
contradictory to, the structural adjustment programmes. He urged the
developed countries and international organizations, particularly the World
Bank and IMF, to recognize this need.

26. The representative of the Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the
Pacific (ESCAP), describing the promotional and operational activities within
ESCAP’s subprogramme on Regional Economic Cooperation, said that ESCAP’s role
was largely by way of providing support and assistance in promoting ECDC and
TCDC among the developing countries of the ESCAP region. In the area of TCDC,
ESCAP sponsored workshops, study tours and other activities which were
designed to exchange experiences. The contributions to TCDC had remained
modest and limited. In its support for the ECDC, ESCAP’s emphasis was on
subregional groupings which, by experience, had proved themselves to be growth
centres. He listed those groupings in his region with which ESCAP already
maintained cooperation (SAARC, FORUM, ECO) 1 / and with which such
cooperation was under way (ASEAN). In those groupings the priorities ranged
from privatization, transport corridors for landlocked countries (ECO) and
poverty alleviation (SAARC).

27. ESCAP had recently held a meeting of the executive heads of the
subregional groupings. In its forthcoming programme, ESCAP envisaged
supporting intra-subregional cooperation in the fields of trade and investment
for which the region had tremendous potential. Finally, in approaching the
work of the Group of Experts, he supported a wider United Nations system-wide
approach to ECDC matters.

28. The representative of Nigeria , drawing attention to the difficulties
faced by the Economic Community of West African States (ECOWAS), called upon
UNCTAD to provide technical assistance for the identification of regional and
subregional projects requiring international support. He wished to see more
cooperation at the private-enterprise level included within the scope of
international assistance. He stressed the need for the donor community to
give greater emphasis to regional aspects in their development assistance
programmes.

1/ SAARC: South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation. ECO:
Economic Cooperation Organization.
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Chapter II

RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE IMPROVEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL SUPPORT
FOR ECDC PROGRAMMES, PROJECTS AND NEW INITIATIVES

(Agenda item 4)

29. For its consideration of this agenda item, the Group of Experts had
before it the following report by the UNCTAD secretariat:

"Preliminary suggestions regarding the improvement of the scope and
effectiveness of subregional, regional and interregional components of
development assistance programmes of the donor community"
(TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/4).

Action by the Intergovernmental Group of Experts

30. At its 2nd (closing) plenary meeting, on 1 July 1994, the
Intergovernmental Group of Experts adopted the conclusions and recommendations
which the Chairperson had circulated as a result of informal consultations.
The conclusions and recommendations were available to the meeting in a draft
text in English only. (For the text of the conclusions and recommendations as
adopted, see annex I below).

Statements made at the closing meeting

31. The representative of Algeria said that the outcome of the session of the
Intergovernmental Group of Experts had been very positive. The impact was
perhaps not immediately visible, but she felt sure that the exercise would
lead to concrete results in the future.

32. The spokesman for the European Union (Germany) welcomed the very
important and highly satisfactory outcome of the session.

33. The representative of Argentina associated his delegation with the
sentiments expressed by Algeria and the European Union. However, the Group of
Experts had merely laid the foundation for the considerable work that lay
ahead. He emphasized the support and contribution which Argentina was
prepared to give to this undertaking once the Standing Committee had decided
on the next steps. His country was ready to provide to the secretariat all
the information that it might require on regional, interregional, bilateral or
multilateral integration.

34. The representative of Kenya was pleased to see that the work of the Group
of Experts was now under way. As the representative of Argentina had rightly
stated, this session was just a beginning to the work that lay ahead. Frankly
speaking, his delegation was disappointed. It had expected that the Group of
Experts would do a better job. In his view, the Group of Experts had not made
maximum use of the excellent documentation made available to it by the
secretariat. There were concrete proposals in those documents which were
supposed to be discussed, but this had not been done. If the participants in
the Group were to function as true experts, they must in future do full
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justice to the mandate given to the Group by the Standing Committee. He
strongly believed that ECDC was not just the business of the developing
countries - it was also the business of the international community. If there
were to be further sessions of the Group of Experts, he hoped that there would
be a better organizational arrangement that would enable the participants to
act as genuine experts. The mere fact of adopting a consensus text did not
mean that the Group had necessarily done a good job. Consensus was meaningful
only if it was translated into concrete action. Finally, he said that the
full statement of position of the Kenyan delegation would be communicated to
the secretariat and he requested that that text should be made available to
the Standing Committee on Economic Cooperation among Developing Countries at
its second session in November 1994.

35. The representative of Honduras presented, on behalf of the Sistema de la
Integración Centroamericana (SICA), the SICA contribution entitled "El
Proyecto de Centroamérica: Programma de Solidaridad Centroamericana"
(circulated to the meeting in Spanish only under cover of
TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.14). The international community had expressed its
support for this project as a means of consolidating a firm and lasting peace
in Central America, given that SICA was the subregional integration framework
that made it possible to promote overall development in an effective, orderly
and coherent manner.

36. The representative of China welcomed the successful results achieved by
the Group of Experts. ECDC and regional and subregional cooperation were an
effective form of South-South cooperation. Regional economic cooperation was
contributing to the enhancement of ECDC generally. This was a global trend
which the international community would do well to follow. The Group of
Experts, for its part, had adopted its conclusions and recommendations in a
cooperative atmosphere, even though there had been divergent views in some
areas. His delegation hoped that understanding between donors and developing
countries would be enhanced and that more resources would be provided for
regional cooperation. He wished to see such assistance focusing on the
development objectives of the developing countries and on improving the cost
effectiveness of the relevant programmes.

37. The representative of Ethiopia expressed the hope that understanding
between donor and recipient countries would be further strengthened in the
context of international economic relations. More transparency was required
in analysing in particular the triangular relationship to which the Director
of the ECDC Division had drawn attention in her introductory statement.
Particular emphasis should also be laid on those aspects where cooperation and
integration should be stepped up.
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Chapter III

ORGANIZATIONAL MATTERS

A. Opening of the session

38. The session of the Intergovernmental Group of Experts on Economic
Cooperation among Developing Countries was opened on 27 June 1994 by the
Director of the Division for Economic Cooperation among Developing Countries
and Special Programmes.

B. Election of officers
(Agenda item 1)

39. At its 1st meeting, on 27 June 1994, the Intergovernmental Group of
Experts elected its Bureau as follows:

Chairperson : Ms. Clare Birgin (Australia)

Vice-Chairman-cum-Rapporteur : Mr. Emmanuel Katongo (Zambia)

C. Adoption of the agenda and organization of work
(Agenda item 2)

40. At the same meeting, the Group of Experts adopted the provisional agenda
for its session circulated in TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/1. Accordingly, the agenda for
the session read as follows:

1. Election of officers

2. Adoption of the agenda and organization of work

3. Review of international support to ECDC: experiences of developed
and developing countries, their problems and prospects

4. Recommendations on the improvement of international support for
ECDC programmes, projects and new initiatives

5. Other business

6. Adoption of the report of the Intergovernmental Group of Experts to
the Standing Committee on Economic Cooperation among Developing
Countries.

41. Regarding the organization of work, the Group of Experts decided that,
once the formal statements had been delivered in plenary session, the further
work would be conducted in informal meetings. The informal meetings would
begin, moreover, with the presentations by the three expert panellists.
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D. Adoption of the report of the Intergovernmental Group of Experts
to the Standing Committee on Economic Cooperation among

Developing Countries
(Agenda item 6)

42. At its 2nd (closing) meeting, on 1 July 1994, the Intergovernmental Group
of Experts adopted the draft report on its session (TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/L.1), with
minor amendments, and authorized the Rapporteur to complete the final report
as appropriate.
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ANNEXES

Annex I

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE INTERGOVERNMENTAL
GROUP OF EXPERTS TO THE STANDING COMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC

COOPERATION AMONG DEVELOPING COUNTRIES*

1. The Intergovernmental Group of Experts on Economic Cooperation among
Developing Countries was established by the Standing Committee on Economic
Cooperation among Developing Countries, in accordance with its decision to
make arrangements for pragmatic policy dialogue between the donor community,
regional groupings and participants in ECDC programmes and projects with a
view to mobilizing support for designing and implementing regional initiatives
and activities.

Main points to emerge from exchange of experience under agenda item 3

2. Participants agreed that there has been an upsurge in interest in ECDC in
recent years. Developing countries have worked to strengthen and expand their
economic cooperation and integration schemes. Developed countries and
international organizations have shown greater willingness to support them.

3. Despite increased efforts in strengthening regional integration and
cooperation arrangements, there remains a broad perception that, while there
have been successes, many regional groupings are still facing difficulties in
achieving their objectives. However, the exchange of experience in the
meeting indicated that greater efforts should be made in order to reach better
commitment by member governments of regional arrangements towards the
implementation and enforcement of decisions. In several cases there has been
a discrepancy between the objectives that were put forward and the effective
means to realize these objectives.

4. Another issue discussed was the proliferation of regional arrangements
with overlapping mandates and competencies as well as the lack of policy
coordination between national and regional bodies on, inter alia , structural
adjustment programmes.

5. In spite of these problems, important positive developments within some
integration groupings, such as their move towards an open regionalism, the
increase of common infrastructure and further capacity building, are making
them increasingly attractive for international support.

6. There was also consensus that greater involvement of the private sector
was essential for the success of integration, mobilization of support for
regional integration arrangements and the implementation of their programmes.

* Adopted at the 2nd (closing) plenary meeting, on 1 July 1994
(cf. para. 30 above).
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7. From the point of view of the attitude of donors specifically, problems
in implementing regional integration and cooperation have acted as
disincentives in mobilizing donor support, particularly when many donors were
confronted with the reality of diminishing resources and were acutely
conscious of the need for prioritization to ensure that available resources
had strong catalytic and multiplier effects.

8. From the point of view of recipients, there were problems related to the
delivery of donor assistance. In some cases there was a lack of genuine
understanding of development problems of economic integration. In the
majority of cases, donors preferred to finance national rather then regional
projects: likewise, some beneficiary countries were reluctant to have funds
allocated to regional projects that were formerly available on a national
basis. Another problem was lack of effective coordination of donor
assistance, which contributed to duplication of efforts and wastage of
resources. Apprehension was expressed about conditions being attached to
assistance and procedures which led to delays in delivering that assistance.
However, it was recognized that necessary procedures and conditions are aimed
at the successful execution of projects and programmes initiated by developing
countries, which, ultimately, is the aim of donor assistance to ECDC. A major
cause of delay was the common practice for donors to consider requests for
assistance only when they had been channelled through the national government
of a member of a regional grouping.

Conclusions

9. It was agreed that ECDC was primarily the responsibility of the
developing countries and the donor community should play a supporting role in
this process. Meetings between donors and recipients were seen as useful in
bringing together development partners to exchange views and gain better
understanding of development needs on the one hand and donors’ resource
constraints on the other.

10. It was considered that greater attention needs to be given to
streamlining and rationalization of regional arrangements, donor-recipient
dialogue and the coordination of aid types and sources, as well as to the
sustainability of programmes.

11. Involvement of the private sector was seen as an additional means of
mobilizing finance and investment for regional initiatives. Private sector
involvement in dialogue could also produce greater pragmatism in cooperation
in regional integration efforts.

Recommendations to the Standing Committee

12. On the basis of its observations and conclusions, the Intergovernmental
Group of Experts recommends that:

(a) The Standing Committee support facilitation and promotion of
dialogue between ECDC entities themselves and between them and their
international partners with the participation of the private sector;
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(b) The dialogue could, inter alia focus on:

(i) Exchange of experience of various regions and programmes;

(ii) Major policy issues affecting donor-recipient relations,
including the impact of structural adjustment programmes on
regional initiatives and the evaluation of the budget
implications, taking into account the reduction of intra-
regional trade barriers;

(iii) Scope and features of donors’ programmes and policies,
including the resource constraints they face;

(iv) The medium-term programmes and projects formulated by the
ECDC entities, setting a scheduled time frame for action in
areas of priority to them;

(v) Identification of areas in which national capacity could be
strengthened in so far as ECDC is concerned; in particular,
support for training and research in the area of regional
integration through seminars, workshops, training and
information programmes provided by relevant international
bodies;

(c) The Standing Committee call upon regional and international
financial institutions to take into account in future the regional dimension
in their operation plans, especially through:

(i) Reviewing information about activities and projects decided
upon at the regional and subregional levels;

(ii) Facilitating the participation of the regional and
subregional groupings as observers in their annual meetings
and meetings of the Board of Governors;

(d) The UNCTAD secretariat should request the Development Assistance
Committee of the OECD to facilitate the collection, reporting and
dissemination of information on ECDC external support;

(e) UNCTAD should cooperate with United Nations regional commissions as
well as with other international and regional organizations in giving full
support, in particular in:

(i) Providing technical backstopping for this dialogue;

(ii) Providing, on request, assistance to ECDC participants taking
into account the available resources in formulating specific
programmes and projects considered in the course of the
dialogue;

In providing this support, UNCTAD should pay particular attention to
facilitating interregional dialogue;
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(f) The UNCTAD secretariat should undertake comparative analyses of the
successes and failures of regional integration and cooperation arrangements,
including an analysis of the areas of overlap of two or more regional
integration organizations;

(g) The UNCTAD secretariat should explore ways in which the private
sector may assist in enhancing regional cooperation arrangements, for example
by supporting regional investment projects in key sectors through Build-
Operate-Transfer (BOT) type arrangements, investment funds, etc.
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Annex II

CONTRIBUTIONS SUBMITTED BY COUNTRIES OR BY ORGANIZATIONS

Symbol Title Language

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.1 Review of international
support to ECDC:
experiences of developed and
developing countries, their
problems and prospects -
Presentation submitted by
Arab Republic of Egypt

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.2 Idem - Presentation
submitted by
Dr. Bingu Wa Mutharika,
PTA/COMESA Secretary-General

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.3 Examen de l’appui
international à la CEPD:
expérience des pays
développés et des pays en
développement, problèmes et
perspectives - Contribution
présentée par
Monsieur Gaston Itsitsa,
Secrétaire Exécutif de la
FCCAC

French

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.4 Review of international
support to ECDC:
experiences of developed and
developing countries, their
problems and prospects -
Presentation submitted by
the South Pacific Forum
secretariat

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.5 Examen de l’appui
international à la CEPD:
expérience des pays
développés et des pays en
développement, problèmes et
perspectives - Contribution
présentée par Sécretariat
Général de l’Union Douanière
et Economique de l’Afrique
Centrale (UDEAC)

French
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TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.7 Review of international
support to ECDC:
experiences of developed and
developing countries, their
problems and prospects -
Presentation submitted by
Mr. M.S. Mbonela, Executive
Secretary of the PTA
Clearing House

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.8 Examen de l’appui
international à la CEPD:
expérience des pays
développés et des pays en
développement, problèmes et
perspectives - Contribution
présentée par le Centre
Islamique pour le
Développement du Commerce et
Expérience de Coopération

French

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.9 Idem - Contribution
presentée par le Secrétariat
Général du l’Union du
Maghreb Arabe

French

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.10 Examen del apoyo
internacional a la CEPD:
experiencias de los países
desarrollados y los países
en desarrollo, sus problemas
y perspectivas -
Contribución de la
Organización Latinoamericana
de Desarrollo Pesquero
(OLDEPESCA)

Spanish

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.11 Review of international
support to ECDC:
experiences of developed and
developing countries, their
problems and prospects -
Presentation submitted by
ESCAP

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.12 Idem - Presentation
submitted by Mr. R. Faruqi,
Special Advisor, Economic
Affairs Division,
Commonwealth Secretariat

English
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TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.13 Idem - Presentation
submitted by
Mr. Francisco Bataller,
Principal Administrator,
Directorate General for
External Economic Relations
of the European Commission

English

TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/Misc.14 Examen del apoyo
internacional a la CEPD:
experiencias de los países
desarrollados y los países
en desarrollo, sus problemas
y perspectivas -
Contribución de la Sistema
de la Integración
Centroamericana

Spanish
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Annex III

ATTENDANCE*

1. The following States members of UNCTAD were represented at the session:

Algeria
Argentina
Australia
Bangladesh
Bolivia
Brazil
Burundi
China
Colombia
Costa Rica
Cuba
Djibouti
Egypt
Ethiopia
France
Germany
Honduras
India
Indonesia
Iraq
Ireland
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Kenya
Lesotho
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Malaysia
Mexico
Mongolia
Morocco
Namibia
Netherlands
Nigeria
Norway
Pakistan
Panama
Philippines
Portugal
Qatar
Republic of Korea
Russian Federation
Spain
Sri Lanka
Sudan
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Tunisia
Turkey
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland
United Republic of Tanzania
United States of America
Zambia

2. The Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific was
represented at the session.

3. The following specialized and related agencies were represented at the
session:

Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations
International Monetary Fund
World Meteorological Organization
United Nations Industrial Development Organization.

The General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade was also represented.

* For the list of participants, see TD/B/CN.3/GE.1/INF.1.
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4. The following intergovernmental organizations were represented at the
session:

Arab Maghreb Union
Arab Organization for Agricultural Development
Central African Customs and Economic Union
Commonwealth Secretariat
European Community
International Organization for Migration
League of Arab States
Mano River Union
Organization of African Unity
Organization of the Islamic Conference

5. The following non-governmental organizations were represented at the
session:

General Category

World Federation of United Nations Associations

6. The following specially invited organizations were represented at the
session:

Federation of Central African Chambers of Commerce
Forum Secretariat
Latin American Fisheries Development Organization
Preferential Trade Area for Eastern and Southern African States
PTA Clearing House
Sistema de la Integración Centroamericana

7. The following panellists participated in the session:

Mr. F.M. BATALLER, Brussels
Mr. R.A. FARUQI, London
Mr. B. MUTHARIKA, Lusaka

----------


