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TO: 

. '"' 

.... 
WORLD BANK I INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORPORATION 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
Mr. Hollis Chenery and 

Mr. Mahbub ul Haq 
FROM: William Clark 

SUBJECT: Brandt Commission 

I am working up material for a McNamara -Egon Bahr meeting 
at 8.00 a.m. February 22 (please note the last working day before 
is Friday 18th). 

The terms of reference that I read to Brandt and Bahr are 
clearly rather rough and ready and would need revision even 
if they had not said they were too "World Banky" and concentrated 
too much on the flow of financial capital resources. 

I attach a copy of the paper I read from and would welcome 
suggestions for improvement. If at all possible I would like 
to have these before the probable meeting with Gamani Corea etc. 
on Wednesday 16th. 

I should also be grateful if you would indicate whether, in 
your view, the Commission should be free to set up sub-groups 
to deal with specific items, e.g. population, trade or debt. I 
imagine there could not be more than, say, six such specialized 
groups. Which subjects do you think could be assigned to 
sub-groups of the Commission, in your opinion? 

WDClark:s£ 
cc. Mr. McNamara 
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The Commission would consiRt of a Chairman and tt-1elve n embers 
drawn equally from Part I and Part II countries. They need to lJe 
people who conrmand· support in these main constituencies: OF.CD • 
Middle Income, · OPEC ard the poorest. They should be chos n 'Primarily 
for their public influence ; their open mindedness (and the 
influence of evidence and of the fe~vr experts) would be r (dicd upon 
to ensure that they arrive at sound judgments about d veloprncnt 
problems. But no-one of their eminence will be quite open-mind d so 
people must be chosen v1ho are not dof';1nlltic, and tend to\·.'c rds the 
centre. The Part_ I representatives will have problems carrying 
their conservatives, the Part It representatives wi-ll have more 
trouble with their Left. The I'art II representatives mu~ t be able 
to get on with "western capitalista", but have the capacity to 
influence their more isolationist and radical fellow countrymen . 
They should be unofficial, i.e. not instructed by any Government 
or interest group; most important they should have open minds and 
be concerned with the creation of a more equitable world order. 

These Comm1.ssioners would be chosen by the Chairman. A 
list of possibles which might be shown to him is appended. 

The staff would also be international. On the model of 
Pearson it should be about a dozen people mostly under 45, and the 
brightest people available. The Executive Secretary (to be select d 
by the Chairman) would be responsible in consulto.tion with the 
Chairman for selecting the other members, which should be done in 
consultation with a wide number of expert hodies with which the 
S cretnriat will need to keep in touch. 

·;. r 

i;' 
Though final decisions remain with the Chairman and 

Executive Secretary it seems· likely the staff will not do orir,inal 
research but will use existing and ongoing research which they ,.,ill 
present with expert judgment to the Commission. They could also 
request or commission research from existing bodies (D.P.S., UHCTAD etc.) 

,· 

The full Commission would meet only occasionally (say for 3 
or 4 days every other month) and might decide to m et in several 
different locations including the Third Horld . But the stnff l-70uld 
be constantly at work, and would ·need offices. Their location should 
be close to good sources of information on development. Certaillly th .. 
best \vould be here in Hashing ton (with Bank/Fund resources) ; 
alternatives are Paris (OECD/DAC and CIEC). Geneva (U.N. and GATT), 
London (Commonwealth Secretariat) and Berlin (Deutsche Stiftung)~ 

To avoid all appearance of cnnflict·with the onr,oing 
North-South talks, whose success '1ould be an invaluable has is for the 
Commission, its formal work will not begin before June. 
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The uterms of reference" of the Commission should be issued by 
Chairman·, . on his own authority. 

They could cover these points: -

The ultimate. objective is: 
,!-'~ 

... ~~ 

To identify politically feasible areas of action, 
whi~h can command public and legislative support in rich 
and 'poor countries alilte, and which will hasten the 
development process. 

To this end i~ will need: 

To examine: 

(i) the present state of economic relt1tions between the 
developed and developing countries; 

(11) the discussions and negotiations currently taking place 
on this subject, and how best they can be n1ade successful 
in speeding development. 

To determine: 

(1) · the overall volume of additional ai~ and trade support 
that the developed nations should supply, and any policy 
changes which may be .necessary for these developed nations 
to guarantee this support; 

(11) the policy and structural changes that the developing 
nations need to undertake. to make additional assistance 

H., . 

contribute fully to development. 

(iii) ' the structural changes in prevailing international 
economic relations necessary to acl1ieve greater global 
efficiency and equity. 

(iv) 
r 

how to apply these mutually supporting efforts 
effectively to meeting the basic human needs of the 
absolute poor. 

The report of the Commission should be published in about 12 mont1s. 
ahould be written so as to appeal to' a wide audience, and should seek to 
create the' political will and commitment to make changes necessary to 
produce a long-term (5-10 year) drive to speed up the developme11t process. 
It would be open to such bodies as the Development Co~nittee (or U.N. ECOSOC) 
to put the report on their agenda for action. · · 

' I 
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The Pearson Commission cost $932,000. With inflation this would 
probably mean $2 to ~.5 million for the "Brandt" Commission. 

~ 
) 

This amount ~~ should ·be guara.ntf.ted in advance by the sponsors 
and should be at the sole ·disposal of the Chairman. Should a prudently 
managed Commission exceed this amount the guarantors should be prepared 
to meet the deficit. 

Pearson was paid $1,700 per month plus travel expenses and 
the members of the Pearson Commission received $200 per day plus 
expanoes. This would translate into about $3,000 a month for the 
Chairman and .$300 a .day plus expenses for the Commission tnembers • 

. . 
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Today's Le Monde has a paper by Jean Schwoebel on CIEC. The 

fragment deals with the Brandt Commission: 

"Mr. McNamara for many years thundered against the paucity of US aid 
and obtuseness of the past Administration. He will certainly have an easier 
life with the new one. But LDCs are not merely seeking more aid -- they 
want better terms of trade and less economic dependence. Despite the 
esteem they have for McNamara, they gave a cool reception to his proposal of 
January 14: a commission including top people from rich and poor countries, 
having a wide experience in development but being out of government respon
sibilities, that will meet under the chairmanship of a man such as former 
Chancellor Brandt, in order to find a means to come out of the dead end of 
North-South negotiations, by drafting basic proposals "on which a global 
compact is essential and possible". 

Mr. Perez Guerrero replied that "Unlike Mr. McNamara, I think that 
there is a chance of concrete results in North-South Dialogue, and that 
there is a need to strengthen the opportunity the governments have to 
express their political will in the positive atmosphere of this year. 
I am sure that Mr. McNamara will recognize that now it should be emphasized 
that the Paris Conference needs a happy end.'' 

It is obvious by this reply that the 19 are well decided to .'test 
the US political goodwill. Nevertheless, it seems difficult that a minis
terial meeting at CIEC will take place soon. Mr. Giscard d'Estaing in 
Riyadh wished that it would take place after the summit of developed coun
tries, scheduled for May or June. Mr. MacEachen, Co-Chairman of CIEC for 
Developed Countries, just asked that the summit be held at the end of April 
or early May: the US indeed think that a Western summit before the minis
terial North-South meeting will raise false hopes in LDCs and will give 
them the impression that there is an attempt to establish a t:ive-member 
world directory. The 19 prefer to take a short cut." 
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Cable from Cl~ude Cheysson to Mr. McNamara Februar 

As I was due to meet Willy Brandt in Bonn on February 10, I 
reply immediately to your telegram dated February 3. 

As I have cabled earlier, I agree with the demonstration in your Boston 
speech, stressing that financing action promoting development in the Third 
World is the least inflationary method to contribute to economic advance [?] 
at world level. This approach to which I attach. great importance should be 
better understood (or even simply understood) by political forces, represen
tatives of workers, public opinion. It is in that respect that a Willy 
Brandt Committee, composed of men of great authority, who have at present no 
direct executive responsibility, has a determinant role to play, It is not, 
therefore, adding another comm~ttee, however impressive, to draft another 
report, however intelligent. Willy Brandt seems to agree entirely with this 
argument and I know he will discuss it with you in a few weeks in Washington. 

With regard to financing the costs, I cannot commit my institution for 
the time being, but I have already stated that I am sure that we can help 
in some way when the time comes, Personally, I do not think that it is 
proper to insist on that aspect now, as it may give the completely wrong 
feeling that one wants to set up still another institution, May I add that 
I am not personally convinced that a secretariat or standing group is needed, 
However, I shall reserve my position on this point until I have met you, 
I intend to be present at the Development Committee on April 27. Could we 
have a long discussion immediately before or after1 



• • > 

• 

I ', \ 



-.· 
.. 

TO : 

FROM : 

SUBJECT: 

.. 
WORLD BANK I INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORPORATION 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
Mr. Robert S. McNamara 

William Clark ~ · .. 

Conversation with Mr. Magnussen and Mr. Aase 

Magnussen told me of his visit to Oslo last week and his 
conversation with Stoltenberg (who attended the like-minded meeting 
for Norway) by phone this morning. 

The net of it was tblt Norway was sceptical about Brandt 
Commission because it doubted results, but would support it in 
public and would be prepared to finance it in part. They wish they 
had been more fully informed of the purposes etc. and still wish to 
hear more so that they can support it. 

They both felt a discussion in the Board at this time would 
be counter-productive, but wished they could have a piece of paper 
from you explaining the motives behind your personal initiative. 
(Making the same points I had been making about how do you get a 
strategy worked out which may command support; it cannot be done 
in adversary, official negotiation). They could use this paper 
with their Governments, which were frankly puzzled by the initiative. 

I gather that one sore point is that several E.D.s did not 
notice nor inform their Govern ments of the sting in the tail of 
the Boston speech; therefore Governments were taken by surprise 
by the rather massive publicity it received in Europe. 

I feel sure we could only gain by some such statement not 
for debate, because this is not yet a Board matter, but to clear up 
misconceptions. 

WDClark:sf 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

WORLD BANK I INTERNATIO~L FINANCE CORPORATION 

OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
Mr. Robert S. McNamara DATE : February 8, 1977 

Mahbub ul Haq, Director, PP&PR 9vJv 
Conversation with Perez Guerrero 

1. At the suggestion of William Clark, I got hold of Perev-ftiP 
and tried to see whether he could meet you before leaving for Pa 
Unfortunately, his plane was leaving at 4:30pm from Dulles and he was 
about to leave for the airport. He would have liked to speak to you on 
the phone but you were in the Board Room. 

2. Perez Guerrero suggested that the best form of consultation at 
this time would be to arrange a meeting with Willy Brandt either on 13th 
evening or 14th when he, Gamani Corea and Akhund could get together with 
Brandt and you and your team. By then, he would also have a feedback 
from his Paris meetings on 10-12th February. He said that his present 
thinking was to take as given the idea of the Commission and Willy Brandt 
as Chairman but to discuss the form and timing for the implementation of 
this proposal which could best work in the interest of the Third World 
and help mobilize their support. When I pressed him that his negative 
stand was already hurting the chances of the Commission, he protested 
that he had absolutely no intention of embarrassing you or Brandt and that 
the idea of the Commission could emerge in a 11more positive and stronger form11 

after there was a process of consultation on it. 

3. It appears to me that a meeting in Europe with Willy Brandt on 13-14 
February is becoming more and more crucial to clear the present confusion 
and confl ~cting statements and stands. If all goes well, it could result 
in Willy Brandt making a public statement about accepting to lead such a 
commission after having consulted the Third World representatives and with 
their full support. If the differences cannot be resolved, at least we 
would know much better as to what the various options are and how to chose 
between them. 

cc: Mr. William Clark 

MHaq:veb 



-.· WORLD BANK I INTERNATIONAL FINANCE CORPORATION 

• OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
TO: Mr·. Robert S. McNamara DATE: 

FROM : William Clark 

~15j 6/tto 

C~IJ..J. 
--
February 8, 1977 

SUBJECT: The Hague Telegram 

Since receiving Van Gorkom's telegram (copy sent to you 
in the Board) I have talked to Van Gorkom who is going to see 
Prank as soon as he gets out of a Ministers' Meeting about noon 
our time. 

I asked him why he thought the reactions had been so 
disappointing. He said it was the result of: 

(i) Real sceptieism on the part of officials as to 
what non-officials could do. This was magnified on the 
part of those Governments (such as Norway) which do have 
the "political will" inside their existing Governments, 

I I . 

I 
I 

and so feel rather left out. Jl-a.r ~dJ ~~ r ~ t,......,, 
(ii) The urgings of Perez Guerrero through Venezuelan 
Ambassadors. 

(iii) The pronounced and vocal scepticism of the German 
Government in private, and through Ambassadors and through 
press briefings. (Julian confirms this from U.N. I do 
not think Janssen is guilty - I am less sure about the 
alternate;> The scepticismwas about Brandt, his ability, 
his real intentions etc. 

Van Gorkom asked me what I thought should be done next. My 
reply was: 

1. Delay could be fatal -- as I had said to Prank the 
rats would get at the Commission once it was in the process 
of being born1 ,.,.,.J;;f if ~ ~~~' 

2. Therefore I would still consider whether we could J?Ut .·,1/
out an announcement along the lines: I ~c.tl.. ~ ~..p- 1.ce. ~ ~ r ~ · 

Willy Brandt has indicated /to Mr. McNamara/ that he 
is prepared to convene and chair this Commission. He 
will be undertaking consultations with all interested 
parties about the membership and the work of the 
Commission with a view to its meeting in the Mid Year. 

There would have to be some opening reference to Prank's 
meeting and financial guarantees. Was this possible? Van Gorkon said 
he thought it might be and that Prank might well talk to Brandt about 
this,encouraging him to go ahead. But he was not sure and wondered 
whether Prank was of sufficient stature in a McNamara/Fronk axis to 
launch this. He would talk to Prank and one of them would consult back 
with Clark/McNamara, before any action. 



-.· 
· Mr. Robert S. McNamara - 2 - February 8, 1977 

He asked if there was any chance of other support in particular 
for the new American administration? It's silence was being interpreted 
as scepticism. Could not the Canadians be more forthcoming? 

(Incidentally Julian reported that the article by Novak in 
yesterday's C.S.M. quoting from Fred Bergsten's Trilateral 
Commission pamphlet on the future of I.F.I.s was being used at 
the UN to show what the real Carter proposals for the Bank and 
aid would be.) 

A further point that I did not raise with the Dutch is this: 

Akhund, Perez Guerrero and Gamani Corea are planning to meet 
in Paris on February 14-15-16, and also plan to try and see Brandt. 
Akhund, at lea.st, feels that he expects or hopes you to be there too 
(and has rearranged his return to Pakistan in that hope). Whether or 
not we nail Brandt down before then, you need to consider whether you 
cannot be in Europe for one of those days to meet with these people, 
Brandt and perhaps Pronk. It would be part of the process of consulta
tion by Brandt. 

WDClark:sf 



WORLD BANK I INTERNATIQt-JAL FINANCE CORPORATION 

-.· 
• OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

TO: Mr. Robert S. McNamara DATE: February 7, 1977 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

J. Burke ~app ~ 

This is to confirm that over the weekend Mr. Zandvliet 
Netherlands Embassy conveyed to me the following cable addressed to you 
by Mr. Pronk: 

"Thank you for your cable of February 2. I shall 
do my utmost to persuade some of the like-minded 
countries during the meeting in The Hague to join 
in co-financing the Brandt Commission. In view of 
conflicting reports from Bonn and elsewhere I will 
be most grateful if you will cable over the week
end the full text of Brandt's acceptance letter 
of January 28. Latest reports indicate Perez Guerrero 
not yet convinced. 

Sincerely, 

Pronk" 

cc: Mr. Wm. Clark 

JBKnapp:isk 
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~ Imaginary Letter from Perez Guerrero to Mr. McNamara . 
I 

Dear Bob, 

I was s~rry to miss you in my brief visit to Washington, 
but I had only just time to see some members of the new administration 
whose attitude was both unknown to me and crucial to the CIEC talks 
which are my main concern today. I did not need to see you so urgently 
because I know your attitude is stea~ily friendly to the Third World. 
As I said to the last meeting. of my Group of 19 I shall always regard you 
as my friend. 

But at that meeting we were discussing your initiative for 
setting up the so called Brandt Commission, and while there were 
general expressions of admiration for your published views on 
Development my colleagues could not agree that this proposal was correct 
in timing or even in principal. Because I hate disagreements between 
friends let me try to explain to you why there is suspicion of this 
initiative even though it was put forward by you. 

First of all the timing. I telegraphed to you about this 
when you were kind enough to inform me of your Boston speech - (two 
days before you gave it which hardly allowed for the consultation 
you mentioned.) My first reaction was that an initiative which was 
designed to break "the official impasse" must be designed to break up 
the ongoing official talks. Your telephoned response to my cable very 
greatly reassured me, but when I spoke to my colleagues in the G.l9 
I found them all very suspicious of such an initiative out of Washington, 
just at the moment the Carter administration was coming to power. 

They argued that fue G.l9 had very reluctantly postponmthe 
final meeting of the CIEC from December to allow the new American 
Administration a chance to redeem the utterly negative record of the 
Ford administration. Though there were several at that time who 
said it was a mistake to delay, and that I was gullible to believe the 
u.s. would change its spots, we did avoid a confrontational breakdown and 
I had reason to believe from the French and Canadians that every effort 
would be made to make some progress at our resumed meeting. 

The sudden initiative from Washington a few days before the 
new Administration took office, and a few weeks before our meetings 
were due to resume, reminded many of my sceptical colleagues of those 
much publicised initiatives by Henry Kissinger at the 6th Special General 
Assembly, and at the 4th UNCTAD which seemed designed to break the unity 
of the G. 77 by making vague promises o·f partial remedies of gross 
international economic inequities, which were anyway dependent on the 
very dubious agreement of Congress. 

I, of course, do not believe you had any such intentio~ but 
many of my colleagues who do not know you as I do, thought that at least you 
were trying to take the pressure off the G.B. They also had objections 
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in substance (as well as timing) to the establishment of a non-official 
Commission. 

Their argument was that ·only Governments could negotiate any 
meaningful restructuring of economic relations between the OECD countries 
and the Developing Countries. Currently those negotiations are in 
the CIEC context, where the G.l9 feels that it has ahieved some progress 
by remaining united in pressing its demands on a very reluctant G.8 
Most of my colleagues feel very strongly that this hard bargaining is 
the only way to get anything out of the industrialised world, especially 
by using the new found power of the control of energy resources. 

Certainly they feel that a group of non-officials however 
emin~~ent cannot replace Governments in this business which is critical 
for our whole future. It is feared also that any Commission of the sort 
you suggest will tend to be dominated by the OECD powers who, for 
various reasons of the present world inequity, have a so much wider 
selection of eminent persons to draw on. 

Further as my friend Ambassador Akhund once said to his group 
at the U.N.: we know what we want, and have formalised it in the Manila 
Charter and other documents of the N.E.O. We wish to hear from the 
industrialised countries that they will concede, not too slowly, 
our demands; we do not wish to hear what concessions the OECD powers have 
decided are convenient to them. 

In sum my colleagues fear that however· good the intentions behind 
the Brandt Commission it would be used by the OECD powers to escape from 
the impasse into ·which we have forced them in CIEC, in UNCTAD and in the 
General Assembly. Instead of conceding at least some of our just demands, and 
gradually more and more, the OECD would delightedly offer some voluntary 
concessions (as Dr. Kissinger so often did) that maintain their dominant 
market position ·while seeming to provide a basis ·for growth in the Third 
World. Even these concessions would be'unofficial' and would be 

. nibbled away by Governments, Parliaments and above all the U.S. Congress. 

For all these reasons, my dear Bob, I. hope you will understand 
my original reluctance to endorse the timing of your initiative, and my 
subsequent doubts about its real value. 
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Imaginary letter from Robert S. McNamara to Perez Guerrero 

Dear P.G. 

Thank you very much for your letter setting out your doubts 
and difficulties with the proposal for a Commission on Development. 
Let me respond frankly and privately by giving you my view on the 
development situation. 

I have followed carefully the CIEC negotiations in Paris and 
the UNCTAD negotiations in Nairobi and Geneva. I described them in 
my Manila and Boston speeches as having reached an impasse. By this 
I did not mean that they would produce no result, nor that there 
would be no concessions by the OECD nations. I did mean that the 
high hopes of producing a mutually acceptable strategy for development 
had been lost. 

I believed, as I have for some time even after the OPEC 
successes, that the Third World could not impose a worth while 
Development Strategy on the OECD nations by adversary negotiation 
at official or at ministerial level. I had considerable doubts about 
the yiability of the N.I.E.O. in any case, but I was sure the OECD 
would not accept it voluntarily because they believed that it would 
definitely harm the developed market economies without corresponding 
long term benefits to the majority of the poorer nations. I hoped 
that there would be concessions of the OECD nations to the G.l9, but 
I have never expected that they could form the basis of a strategy, 
for instance, for the Third Development Decade. 

I have long thought and still believe that it is essential to 
have a strategy (an economic order, if you will) for the development 
of the various parts of the Third World, which is agreed and supported by 
the industrialised world. Unfortunately I do not think such an 
economic order can be produced by either side in isolation, nor will it 
emerge from adversary negotiation between Governments, for many of which 
the problems of development are secondary. 

It is for this reason that I have suggested a Commission composed 
of personalities from both the OECD and the G.77 nations, who are not 
under instructions from Governmen t s or groups of Goverments. With 
the aid of a really expert staff of development experts it would be 
their prim~~ask to find and agree amongst themselves on those political 

. " ' decisions ' :;n.~cessary for development which can command public and 
legislatlvef support in the rich and poor countries alike. 

The implementation of the Commission's report would of 
course once again be a matter for Governments and for official negotiation. 
But how much greater the chances of success if they were presented 
with proposals that had the considered support of their peers in both the 
rich countries and the poor. 
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- ? - Februarv 3, 1977 

FREETO\~: Curfew Imposed in Sierra Leone. Sierra Leone w s 
under a state of emergen-Ey-foday;iffh-aCfu-Sl<--fo--aawn curfew imrosed afteyva G 
fightinq between pro-government demonstrators anti students demandin . the r r/6 
resignation of President Siaka StevP.ns. Freetown was hit by unrest n, t c:, 
which shops and offices shut down and schoolchildren built roadblocks. ~CHt~~ 
The emergency and curfew were ordered two days after · students at the 
University of Sierra Leone demonstrated aqainst the 71-year-old president. 
No deaths or SP.rious casualties were reported in the disorders, but the 
Government ordered all schools and colleges closed until next week. (RHRS) 

BUENOS AIRES: Cost of Livino Rises in ArgP.ntina. The cost of 
1 i vi ng in Argentina rose -by-3-4"4-oercen-f-fn--fhel2""·-mo-nfhs._to Januar.v 31 , 
the Government announced. (RWBS) 

WASHINGTON: C!_~~t'!l_)l_e_l_cJ)_fllP~~ !·~cN_a_fl!i!_W:.~_c_C!_fT!mi_~s 1 q_n Prof?.!? .. s_~l· 
In response to a question at a "lress conference at the Vorld1fank 
\-lednesday, the r,erman Minister for Economic Cooneration, Mrs. ~1arie Schlei, 
_disclosed that she had just received the news from the (ierman Embassy 
here that a representative of the German (iovernment had res~onded to 
a question in Parliament to the effect that the (ierman Government welcomP.d 
the proposal. (World Rank News Service) 

TOKYO: Fukuda Wants Western Economic Conference After ~1av 28. 
Japanese Prime Minfs-ferlafeo~-Ul<uaa--safd"-fn-Tol<yoh-ewa_n_fe_d"_tne ~orooosed 
economic conference of w~stern industrialized nations to take place after 
May 28. He said he had conveyed his wish to U.S. Vice-President Halter 
Mbndale when they had talks in Tokyo earlier this week. (RWBS) 

- 0 -

P_R_E_s_s__~E_V_~EJi (Reuters-~lorld Bank Service) 

LONDON: The .. Financial Times .. today carried a brief news agency 
report from Hashinqton stati nq that the German t,overnment had notified 
World Bank President Robert McNamara it will contribute ' OM~ billion t6- IDA 
over the next two years. 

. The 20()-word i tern quoted r~r. McNamara as sayinq Germany's 
decision was the first offici a 1 action by a ma.ior aid-donor country to 
provide additional funds for the Rank's affiliate. 

The dispatch, AP-Dow Jones, added it was expected aid-donor 
countries would meet in Vienna next month to complete arranoements to 
provide over a three-year period about $9 billion to IDA. 

- 0 -

The ur,uardian" said in a renort that ministers and senior officials 
of Britain's Overseas Development Ministrv woul d be ~eetina this weekend to 
11 rethink 11 the Government's aid policy in thP. liahi: of the country's 
stringent economic situation. 

The paper stressed, however, that the impromptu "think-tank" for 
a fundamental reappraisal of Rritish aid l'llans woulr:t he 11 hiqhly informal," 
without agenda and minutes .of a final report. 

- _J 
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-· OFFICE MEMORANDUM 
• · TO:· ~ Mr. William Clark, VPE DATE : 1977 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

· Mahbub u 1 Haq, 0 i rector, PP&PR •/)Jv 

Exe.cut ive Secretary for the Brandt Commission WBG 
tt>/( 

..,~CH\~~'0 
As we discussed this morning, my recommendation would be 

the Executive Secretary -for the Brandt Commission should be chosen 
definitely from the Third World i'f the Chairman is going to be Willy 
Brandt. My specific suggestions for this position, in order of preference, 
are as follows: 

1 • 

. 2. 

Lal Jayawardena. Currently Secretary of Treasury and Planning 
Departments in Sri Lanka. Extremely well-qualified with 
broad pract i ca·l expert ence. He is we 11-known in the Third 
World, 

1

Can be helpful with Gamani Corea and Perez Guerrero, 
knows G-77 Ambassadors on a personal basis, and has extremely 
good links with the World Bank and with institutions in 
the F i r s t Wo r 1 d • - t e • 

As I informedm~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~; week that he 

K. N. Raj. Currently Director of the Kerala Research Institute 
in India. One of the most prominent economists in the develop
ing countries. Has a wide range of experience. Also member 

· of U.N. Development Planning c·ommittee. But is -flOL keeping ~ 
good hea 1 th.. a e a a h a e to 
ste • ~ 

Jagdish Bhagwati. Currently ~r es or f economics at ~ IT. 
He is analytically superior t tdt7 but does not have as much 
practical or policy experience nd is not as well-known in 
the organized Third Wo ld. He has, however, the intellectual 
capacity to do~ a job. 

·4. Ken Dadzie. Ambassa Ghana to G-77. Currently chairman 
of the UN Restructuring Committee. Represents the new generation 
of Africans. Very intelligent, balanced and with a keen political 
sense. Don't know enough about his academic .background. · If 
there is a problem in finding a suitable commissioner from 
Africa, may become an attractive possibility as Executive Secretary ~ 

S·· Carlos Diaz-Alejandro. He is presently professor of economics 
at Yale. Extremely bright, very articulate and familiar with 
the issues that the Brandt Commission will be dealing with. 
However, he has rathe~~ inks with the organized Third World ' 
and may 11et eelftfflaru~J - confideA" end supper~ 

~· 
1;. 
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INTE ATIONAL BANK FOR 
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOPMENT 

INT~RNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 
- ·ASSOCIATION ' 

·. 
OFFICtt OF THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. McNamara: 

Summary Translation 

The speaker for the SPD National Committee, 

Mr. Lothar Schwartz, announces: 

"The Chairman of SPD, Willy Brandt, has in 

a letter told the President of the World Bank, Mr. 

McNamara, that an international commission which should 

give recommendations for the further development of 

North/South questions of course could only work under 

the premise that the pending international North/South 

negotiations will be successful. If not, there would 

be no basis for the work of the commission. 

"Naturally, in such a commission which would 

be similar to the Pearson Commission, representatives 

from the Third World would have to cooperate. It will 

not be correct to give such a commission a role as 

arbitor in current negotiations among governments." 

Egan Bahr 
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The World Bank 

February 2, 

Mr. Janssen: 

Por your information, I am seDding to 
you a copy of a letter •nd eabl which I have 
sent today to Herr Brandt. 

R. S. MeHallara 

--· 
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f11J 

r Mr. Brandt : 

F ruary 2, 1977 

y th h of Will~ Cl rk your 

• 

with you 
the taak of ding a 

of lop t. I t1t1 of 
you do &mODS d loped d 

world 

clifficolti tail d 

Finally, I hotMt you and 1 1n Mare to furt r disc 
th &1'.T&ftP ta. I U1: it vill be ary to etart eruiting 
both et ff an oaaiee n very ooa if the vor of tb eo.d.eeion 
ia o begin in ·J 

With beet vie 

Hr. Willy randt 
Pr id t 

' 

Soaial krat1 c P rt 1 
De tecblan4• 

011 1 
5300 
r eral Republte of Germany 

RMcN:mss 

Sin ly, 

RO ert S. Mc1f 


	1771345-cover-sheet
	1771345-ocr

