ANNEXURE C

Minutes of the of the Fringe Meeting

at Montevideo, Uruguay

17th April, 2002

1. Introduction

The IDRC had organised a Research Scoping Meeting on Competition Policy at Montevideo, Uruguay on 18-19 April, 2002. A fringe meeting of the 7Up Project was held on 17th April 2002 at the Montevideo Sheraton Hotel, taking advantage of the presence of some members of the  7Up Project Team at the IDRC-organised meeting. The purpose of the meeting was to take stock of the work progress vis-à-vis the activities of the 7-Up Project and to plan the next Seven Up project meeting. Present at the meeting were:

1. Ms. Malathy Knight-John, Law & Society Trust, Colombo, Sri Lanka;

2. Dr. R. S. Khemani, Law & Economic Consulting Group, Paris, France; 

3. Mr. Christian Rogg, Department for International Development, London, U.K;

4. Mr. Pradeep S. Mehta, Consumer Unity & Trust Society, Jaipur, India;

5. Mr. Allan Asher, Consumers Association, London, UK;

6. Dr. Peter Holmes, University of Sussex, Sussex, U.K;

7. Mr.George Lipimile, Zambia Competition Commission, Lusaka, Zambia;

8. Dr. Garth le Pere, Institute of Global Dialogue, Johannesburg, RSA; and

9. Mr. David Ong’olo, Spellman & Walker Company Ltd., Nairobi, Kenya.

2. Phase 1 Country Reports

2.1.Discussion:

The discussion centred on the format for publishing the Country Reports.  Dr. le Pere suggested that in the case of RSA, even though TIPS is not currently involved in the project it would be desirable to acknowledge their earlier involvement in the preparation of the Desk Study report for RSA.  Mr. Mehta indicated that the copyright of the published documents would vest in CUTS. Dr. Holmes indicates that there is need to distinguish between authorship of the reports and the copyright/ownership. Authors who were involved in preparation of the papers should be duly acknowledged and it would be desirable to give prominence in the document to national partner organisations.

2.2.Conclusion/Actions:

It was agreed that:

· Each Country Report will be published as an app. 40-page document and would include both the Summary of the Phase 1 Synthesis Report and the individual Country Report on the National Reference Group (NRG) meetings.

· CUTS will be the publisher/copyright holder for citation/cataloguing purposes. 

· The national partner organization will be given prominence on the cover of each individual Country Report. Researchers would be given due acknowledgements.

· Approximately 500 copies will be sent to each partner organization for local distribution.

· CUTS will explore the possibility of preparing CD ROM copies and PDF copies of the reports.

· National partner organisations should endeavour to circulate the reports widely within the Country. The Phase 2 NRG meeting would be a good venue to “launch” or introduce the reports.

3. Phase 1 Synthesis Report

3.1.Discussion:

Participants expressed the desire to receive the revised Annex Tables to the report. Mr. Mehta informed the members that it was planned that the tables would be circulated together with the draft recommendations once Prof. Basant receives comments and thereafter incorporates them in the revised draft.  In this regard, members were reminded that the extended deadline for sending comments to Prof. Basant was 30th. April 2002.  Mr. Asher pointed out that the conclusions of the report would be an important channel for CUTS’ use in accessing constituencies for resources, as a basis for policy dialogue amongst the international trade community in Geneva, and as an important source of information dissemination on competition policy and law. Dr. Holmes asked about the planned timetable for the next few months.

Mr. Mehta informed the members that it was planned to hold a meeting in Geneva in early July that would focus on the following:

a) Discussion of the Country Phase 2 Case studies (3 per country);

b) Interim Progress report for the Seven Up Project;

c) Information dissemination and discussion forum for trade delegates attending the UNCTAD IGE meeting.

3.2.Conclusion/Actions:

· Members were reminded that the extended deadline for sending comments to Prof. Basant was 30th. April 2002;

· CUTS to circulate the revised synthesis report as soon as it is ready.

4. Phase 2 Case Studies

4.1.Discussion: 

The members were informed that Phase 2 of the project was focusing on selected case studies that were aimed at studying cross-border competition issues. Each Country was to prepare 3 case studies.

a) RSA

Two new Researchers are to be engaged by the national partner organisation, Institute for Global Dialogue (IGD). It is planned that draft reports will be ready by early June 2002.

b) Kenya 

Rough drafts have been prepared for the three reports of  Coca Cola, Stanbik Bank and Smithkline Beecham. For Coca Cola, it is not the standard cross-border Coca Cola Cadbury Schweppes merger, but specifically looks at cross-border acquisition of local bottling plants by SABCO (the parent company for Coca Cola in Africa). Drafts are expected to be ready by mid-May 2002.

c) Sri Lanka

One draft is ready and two reports are under preparation. Sri Lanka’s Competition Authority had specifically requested the partner organization to assist it with analysis of the pharmaceutical case.

d) Zambia

Cement draft report submitted, while remaining two cases are under preparation.

e) Pakistan

One  draft report submitted, while remaining two cases are under preparation.

f) India

One draft report submitted, while remaining two cases are under preparation.

g) Tanzania

No report submitted as of date of meeting.

4.2.Conclusion/Actions:

Country Researchers and partner organisations were requested to expedite the work in order to meet the Geneva meeting deadline.

5. Phase 2 Country Reports

5.1.Discussion: 

In addition to the specific case studies, Country Researchers and the partner organisations  are expected to prepare Phase 2 Country reports. Dr. Khemani suggested that the reports should include the following:

· How does the law handle cross-border competition issues?

· How were the cases studied in Phase 2 generally handled by the Competition Authority (CA)?

· What were the results of the cases as handled by the CA and what were the problems faced?

· What lessons can be drawn from the cases, and what are possibilities for cooperation amongst CAs?

Mr. Lipimile pointed out that UNCTAD has a report that contains summaries of cases handled by CAs in developing countries.

5.2.Conclusion/Actions:

CUTS in conjunction with the Core Researcher to send the outline for the Phase 2 Country reports to the country partners.

6. Phase 2 Geneva Meeting, 5th-6th July, 2002

6.1.Discussion:

It is expected that 35-40 participants will be invited to the Geneva Seven Up project’s Review meeting. This would include a selective invitation of trade officials who will be attending an UNCTAD meeting on 3-5 July, 2002. It is planned that the results from Phase 1 of the project will be disseminated to the participants.  The two-day programme would need to include the following items:

5th and 6th July, 2002

· Country reports/Phase 2 Case Studies

· Problems & Learnings  from Phase 2

· Questions/Discussions on the reports

· Dissemination Session for officials attending UNCTAD meeting

i. Results from Phase 1 of Seven Up project

ii. Lessons Learnt and modalities for information sharing

iii. Questions and Answers

iv. Brief on work-in-progress under Phase 2

6.2.Conclusion/Actions:

CUTS to prepare a draft programme incorporating the following considerations.

i. CUTS-only session to review progress of Phase 2;

ii. Need to share results of Phase 1 with trade officials attending UNCTAD meeting and to discuss possibilities of collaborating on post-Seven Up project activities;

iii. Need to inform them that  Phase 2 is still work-in-progress; and

iv. Timing of session should tie with end of UNCTAD meeting and should not be too late. CUTS should guard against delegates leaving Geneva before attending CUTS session (AB to write to Philippe Brusick).

7. Beyond Seven Up

7.1.Discussion:

Mr. Lipimile informed the members that EU and UNCTAD have financed COMESA to undertake a capacity building project focusing on strengthening and formation of national CAs. It is a one year project of which first six-months will focus on technical assistance in drafting of national competition laws and the second six months on preparation of project report. The UNCTAD support is for economic mapping of the project countries.

Mr. Mehta informed the meeting that CUTS has submitted to IDRC a 7Up Mark II project proposal aimed at replicating the 7Up project in seven more countries in Eastern and Southern Africa. The approach is not in conflict with the COMESA project and would indeed complement it by adopting a bottoms up approach, following the successful methodology adopted in 7Up project. Two of the main differences in the Mark-II project from the Mark-I project are: a) countries are being elected where there is no competition law or is under active discussions, and b) regional and national training seminars have also been built into the proposal.

Furthermore, Mr Mehta added that the needs of the existing seven countries for technical assistance and capacity building is going on concurrently. It will be finalised as part of the final project report/advocacy document. This is expected to be published by September, 2002.

7.2.Conclusion/Actions:

 Members were requested to support the proposal when it comes for discussion at the IDRC Research Scoping meeting and similar fora.  







PAGE  
1

