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Accra meeting on Aid Effectiveness 
The Third High Level Forum on Aid Effectiveness (HLF 3) was held in Accra, Ghana in early September 2008. 
ICSW was represented in Accra by our Vice President, the two African Regional Presidents, the Regional Treasurer for East and Southern Africa and the ICSW Programme Coordinator from the African Office. 

For the Accra Forum ICSW prepared “Can Aid be Effective without Civil Society? The Paris Declaration, the Accra Agenda for Action and Beyond”. (On the ICSW website at http://www.icsw.org/doc/2008_Accra_ICSW_Full_Paper_FINAL_25Aug08.pdf)The paper was the ICSW contribution to the ongoing discussion and debate surrounding aid effectiveness and the role of civil society in development.  
Those in Accra who commented on the paper welcomed ICSW’s call for governments to recognise and better engage with civil society organisations. They saw the opportunity for ICSW to further develop its work in strengthening national umbrella organisations with resultant better engagement with national and regional governments. The endorsement confirms the direction of the ICSW four-year programme adopted by members at the General Assembly in July 2008. ICSW will increase its work to strengthen national umbrella organisations. 
While much can be said about the Accra Agenda for Action it is only possible to comment on limited components in this newsletter. Further detail is at http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/11/15/41380264.htm The Accra Agenda can be found on the OECD website http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd/58/16/41202012.pdf
On civil society the Accra Agenda states:

“We will deepen our engagement with CSOs as independent development actors in their own right whose efforts complement those of governments and the private sector. We share an interest in ensuring that CSO contributions to development reach their full potential. To this end: a) We invite CSOs to reflect on how they can apply the Paris principles of aid effectiveness from a CSO perspective. b) We welcome the CSOs’ proposal to engage with them in a CSO-led multistakeholder process to promote CSO development effectiveness. As part of that process, we will seek to i) improve co-ordination of CSO efforts with government programmes, 
ii) enhance CSO accountability for results, and iii) improve information on CSO activities.”

The Agenda speaks of the action necessary to accelerate progress:

“Evidence shows that we will need to address three major challenges to accelerate progress on aid effectiveness: 

Country ownership is key. Developing country governments will take stronger leadership of their own development policies, and will engage with their parliaments and citizens in shaping those policies. Donors will support them by respecting countries’ priorities, investing in their human resources and institutions, making greater use of their systems to deliver aid, and increasing the predictability of aid flows. 
Building more effective and inclusive partnerships. In recent years, more development actors—middle-income countries, global funds, the private sector, civil society organisations—have been increasing their contributions and bringing valuable experience to the table. This also creates management and co-ordination challenges. Together, all development actors will work in more inclusive partnerships so that all our efforts have greater impact on reducing poverty.
Achieving development results—and openly accounting for them—must be at the heart of all we do. More than ever, citizens and taxpayers of all countries expect to see the tangible results of development efforts. We will demonstrate that our actions translate into positive impacts on people’s lives. We will be accountable to each other and to our respective parliaments and governing bodies for these outcomes. 

Without addressing these obstacles to faster progress, we will fall short of our commitments and miss opportunities to improve the livelihoods of the most vulnerable people in the world. Therefore, we are reaffirming the commitments we made in the Paris Declaration and, in this Accra Agenda for Action, are agreeing on concrete and monitorable actions to accelerate progress to meet those commitments by 2010. We commit to continuing efforts in monitoring and evaluation that will assess whether we have achieved the commitments we agreed in the Paris Declaration and the Accra Agenda for Action, and to what extent aid effectiveness is improving and generating greater development impact.” 

The Madrid International Plan of Action on Ageing

The following UN documents relate to implementation of the Madrid Plan of action on Ageing. (Thanks to Charlotte Nusberg of AARP for drawing these documents to our attention) 
Guide to the National Implementation of the Madrid International Plan of Action on Ageing (2008) www.un.org/esa/socdev/ageing/documents/papers/guide.pdf
The Madrid International Plan Of Action On Ageing: Guiding Framework And Toolkit For Practitioners & Policy Makers www.un.org/esa/socdev/ageing/documents/building_natl_capacity/guiding.pdf
Two following two items are UN position papers:
Mainstreaming the concerns of older persons into the social development agenda (2003)
www.un.org/esa/socdev/ageing/documents/mainstreaming/positionpaper.pdf
and 

Integration and Participation of Older Persons in Development (2008)
www.un.org/esa/socdev/ageing/documents/papers/Integration_participation.pdf
World Bank Updates Poverty Estimates for the Developing World
(With thanks to Isabel Ortiz of the UN Department of Economic and Social Affairs). The World Bank stated on 26th August 2008:  

“New poverty estimates published by the World Bank reveal that 1.4 billion people in the developing world (one in four) were living on less than US$1.25 a day in 2005, down from 1.9 billion (one in two) in 1981.

The new numbers show that poverty has been more widespread across the developing world over the past 25 years than previously estimated, but also that there has been strong—if regionally uneven—progress toward reducing overall poverty.

Looking at the new estimates from the perspective of the Millennium Development Goals, a set of internationally agreed development targets, the developing world is still on track to halve extreme poverty from its 1990 levels by 2015. This is the first of eight critical goals.

“However, the sobering news—that poverty is more pervasive than we thought—means that we must redouble our efforts, especially in Sub-Saharan Africa,” said Justin Lin, Chief Economist of the World Bank and Senior Vice President, Development Economics.

Updated poverty estimates are published every few years, based on the most recent global cost-of-living data and country surveys of household consumption. Full text at http://econ.worldbank.org/WBSITE/EXTERNAL/EXTDEC/EXTRESEARCH/0,,contentMDK:21882162~pagePK:64165401~piPK:64165026~theSitePK:469382,00.html
The World Bank’s New Poverty Estimates – Digging a Deeper Hole. 

Following the release of the estimates by the World Bank this critique by Sanjay G. Reddy appeared. (Extracts only) Full text at http://www.socialanalysis.org/ The World Bank estimates of ‘updated’ global poverty are based on a new worldwide price survey and a new benchmark international poverty line of $1.25 2005 PPP which replaces earlier benchmark poverty lines (of $1.08 1993 PPP and $1.00 1985 PPP, both widely referred to as “$1 per day”) corresponding to earlier base years. The revised figures purport to estimate world poverty figures for a range of years since 1981, and thus crucially affect our understanding of the world over the last quarter century of globalization.

Many aspects of the global order, such as the movement toward freer trade, as well as national institutions and policies, are defended by referring to their effect on the poor.

The Bank’s poverty estimates are thus central to their assessment. Moreover, the

Millennium Development Goals are defined in terms of these estimates, making this revision of great importance for determining whether the world is on track to reduce poverty by the amount required by the Goals.

Can the Bank’s new estimates be trusted? Can they be trusted more than its own earlier greatly lower poverty estimates, which they are intended to replace? Unfortunately, the Bank’s new estimates are based on the same methods it used earlier and are undermined by the same problems as the earlier estimates.

Two problems are foremost, as noted in a widely cited critique by Sanjay Reddy and

Thomas Pogge (“How Not to Count the Poor”, forthcoming in Stiglitz, J., Anand, S. and Segal, P. ed., Debates on the Measurement of Global Poverty, Oxford: Oxford University Press).[image: image1.png]



The first is that the Bank’s chosen international poverty line is far too low to cover the cost of purchasing basic necessities. A human being could not live in the US on $1.25 a day in 2005 (or $1.40 in 2008), nor therefore on an equivalent amount elsewhere, contrary to the Bank’s claims. Indeed, it appears to be far too low in many countries to account for the cost of purchasing basic necessities. That this is so is self evident in the case of the United States—the base country in whose units the international poverty line is defined. One’s daily income can be a great deal higher than $1.25 and still leave one unable to fulfill basic nutritional requirements, let alone the other requirements of a minimally decent life. Since the international poverty line is defined in purchasing power adjusted units, meant to capture a constant level of purchasing power across countries, this incoherence is not easy to overcome.

The Bank’s claim that its poverty line is sufficient in other countries, despite being

insufficient in the United States, implicitly acknowledges the second problem: that the Bank uses inappropriate purchasing power parities (PPPs) to convert its poverty line. 

Global Poverty Reassessed: A Reply to Reddy from Martin Ravallion of the World Bank in the UNDP Poverty Centre One Pager Series. The author explains the improvements made to the new global poverty estimates published by the World Bank. Click here to download: http://www.undp-povertycentre.org/pub/IPCOnePager66.pdf 
New UN Publication “National Development Strategies – Policy Notes” 
The publication focuses  on employment-generating macroeconomic policies, inclusive finance for development, public enterprises, trade policy, investment and technology (industrial) policies, and social policy. They concentrate on critical areas where other sourcebooks and guidelines do not adequately reflect alternative policy options. 

The Policy Notes were reviewed by Nobel Laureate Joseph Stiglitz, Jomo K. Sundaram, Jose Antonio Ocampo and other distinguished development specialists. They were authored by Ha-Joon Chang, CP. Chandrasekhar, Murray Gibbs, Mushtaq Khan, Shari Spiegel and Isabel Ortiz. 

Electronic copies of the chapters and translations to Arabic, Chinese, French, Russian and Spanish are available at: http://esa.un.org/techcoop/policyNotes.asp
The content of this Global Newsletter may be freely reproduced or cited provided the source is acknowledged. Views do not necessarily represent policies of ICSW.
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