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MALAWI AND THE REGIONAL
OVERLAP PROBLEM

Trade policy options

by George Naphambo

n 2008 COMESA, is supposed to groduale

from being a free trade orea lo being a
cusioms union. Whether this will be possible,
is doubthul. Cne of the problems thal could
impede the formation of the customs union
is the fact that some members of COMESA
belong to SADC, Malawi being ane of them.
That being the case, Malowi finds itself at a
crossroads of whether to toke the COMESA
route or the SADC route. This brief locks at
the ditterant optians available 1o Malaw: and
the key players which have helped shape it
position on its dual membership. It hrst locks
at Malawi's trade profiles; then the respective
roles of gevernment, and the private sector, It
concludes with some policy aptions.

Why dual membership is a
problem

A country cannct belong simultanecusly to
w0 customs unions as this is echnically not
possible For instance, it would meon thol o
country would have o have two toniff schedules
- one in terms of the SADC agreemen! and
another in lerms of the COMESA agreement.
This would cause complications especially
to third parties wfshfng to export to that
country,

The problem of dual membership has
also been of concern at the recent Eastern
and Southern African-European Union (ESA-

EU] negotiations on the Economic Parinership
Agreement [EPA] held in Mombasa. The
European Commission [EC) was warried
that dual membership of countries affected
the transparency and predictability of the
negetictions and made it hard to assess how
far regional integration hos progressed and
the pririties of states. Currently it is widely
believed that regional integration is widening
even more within COMESA rather than SADC
so couniries that belong 1o both regional

Dual membership of countries
affected the Iransparency
and predictability of the EPA
negefiations and made it hard
to assess how far regiondl
integration has progressed.

economic communities have a schizophrenic
approach in that they have fo engage certain
gears when it comes ko SADC and different
ones when it comes fo COMESA.

The EC further raised the cancern that,
since the EPA text is going to be a legally
binding agreement, o be ratified by the EU
parlioment, the ESA grouping is prablematic
as it is not a legally recognised entity: there
are no documents creating ESA sa if an EPA is
signed it would be invalid ! It hos been argued
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Figure 1: Malawi: lakes and rivers, roads, and railwerys
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‘Table 1: Exports by Main Commodity (% share of Total Exports)

Main commodity 2000 2001 2002 2003 __
Tobacco 78.0 61.4 58.6 50.3 541
Tea 17 84 B.4 9.2 5.9
Sugar 3.8 84 11.2 12.2 8.3
Colten 2.9 1.1 0.8 1.2 a9
Cither 36 20.5 21.0 27.1 23.4
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Sourca’ Resarve Bank of Malmwi Repart and Accounts for 2004

that for countries fo side-step this issue while
negotiating EPAs as a group, each country,
can sign the EPA agreement as o bilateral
ogreement, not as a group of countries.

From these sentiments it seemed the EC
would have prelerred o negotiate separately
with COMESA states without any addifional
states, (be they SADC members or not] as one
cluster and with SADC states as another cluster.
Those members such as Malawi which belong
1o bath groups would have to make a choice
and leave one group.

This is also impartant because European

Development Fund (EDF] bunding will now be
based on a regional ecanomic community
(REC) and a country cannot receive EU funding
from both RECs as this would meon it having
double access to funds compared 1o other
states,
From the foregoing, il is clear that should
both COMESA and SADC become customs
unions, Malawi will have o choose which REC
1o belong 1o, In fact the pressure is already
mounting for it to belong to one REC even
before any customs union is formed. It is
therefore no wonder that rads circles have
started dthe EBAting the issue in light of
Malawi's trade interests.

Malawi's Trade Profile

Malawi is an ogricullural economy, with the
bulk of its exports comprising agricultural
gcu:ls. The kvyesq:nrh ore lobocco, tea, sugar
and cotton, with lobocoo accounting for more
than 50% of total exports. [Refer to Table 1.]
These exparts are primarily destined for the
Sauth African market, with SADC neighbours
Mozombigue and Zimbabwe {alse o COMESA
member] featuring in the top 10, European

destinations - particularly farmer colonial
master, the UK — are cumulatively more
important than African destinations, whilst
the United Stotes is also on important pariner.
The question is what bearing these trading
relationships will have on the Malawian
govarnment's final decision concerning which
REC o join — should it come fo that.

Membership in Different Trade
Arrangements

Malawi is involved in a number of trade
and development initiatives within Alrica. It
is @ member of COMESA and is part of the
COMESA FTA

Malawi 15 also a member of SADC
and most of its imporhs originate from this
region especially from South Alrica. Being o
landlocked country, Malawi is dependent on
SADC members' ports, notably Mozambique
and South Alrica - neither of which are
COMESA members,

Malawi also has duly free acoess to South
Africa under the so-called “MMTZ Agreement” *
A.cmrding e Gavernmant officials, most of the
Irade between these two countries is dane in
terms of this agreement rather than the SADC
trade prolocol. Howaver, the agreement was
meant ko lermingte in December 2004 but has
now been extended 1o March 2007, when the

SACU's durability was
rooted in SA's self-inferested
willingness fo play a leading
role in administering the

customs union.

_Country Valve
RSA 11,038,871,799
UK 4,831,180,649
LsA 45,433,479,134
Germany 4,458 720,804
Switzerand 4,158,539177
Netherlonds 2.565,814,344
Russian FE 2,154,804 488
Mozombique 2,059,722, 165
Egypt 1,842,364 498
Zimbabwe 1,331,929 562

Source: Ministry of Trade and Private Sector
Development

parfies will conclude talks of whether or not o
extend the agresmant. Should parties refuse
to extend the agreement, the SADC trade
protocol will inevitably become mare impartant
for exporters unless another agreement with
SACU is entered into. Furthermare, since the
MMTZ Agreement allows for the export of
textiles and cottan anly, then one must conclude
that the rest of the trade between South Africa
and Malawi is under the SADC Protocol

Malawi is also o signafory Io the lomé
Convention and has enjoyed preferential
treatment under the Colonou agreemenl.
Exports of sugar have especially benefited
from this ogreement. As this agresment will
expire in December 2007 Malawi is currently
negotiating the Economic Partnership
Agreemant (EPA) under the ESA configuration
in preparation for the expiry

Being an LDC, Malawi also has duty free
access to the EU morket under the Everything
But Arms {the EBA] preference scheme. This
scheme creates an alfernative for maintaining
duty free occess os Malawi con opt not fo sign
the EPA agreement [which i3 reciprocol] end
maintain ifs access to the EU market through
the EBA. However, some critics have nrgund
that Malawi has not benefited from market
access under the ERA as its rules of origin are
too strick. [Ftrue = and this has to be considered
on a product-specific basis which is beyond
the scope of this paper - it would make sense
ko enfer into an EPA since in principle Malawi
and ifs parmers can negoliate terms that are
more advantagesus and relevant fo Malawi

South African Institute of International Affairs - Trade Policy Briefing Mo 16
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Furthermore. the EBA does not have | Table 3: Exports fo COMESA and SADC in million US Dollars from 2000-2005

o development component o it while the Region Year 2001 2002 2003 _2004 2005
EU hos ogreed in principle fo incorporate COMESA B4.3 36.8 76.6 74.4 443
development os part of the EPA agreement SADC 795 738 87.2 116.5 139.5
sinica ESA countries refused to enter info the Source: Ministry of Trade and Private Sector Devalopment
EPA agreement if development was not a part . s — .
of it, However, the value of this agreement is Table 4: Top 3 exports and their main deskinatians. 4
contestable given that tha Commission has 2003 2004 2005
also displayed great reluctance to provide ~ 1obacce Germany Germany Switzerland
addificnal funds, and weuld really ike to USA UsA Germarny
programme support under its existing vehicle Japan Egypt USA
{ECF 10} Egypt Metherlands Russia

Chher critics have mentioned that since the Netherlands - Switzerland Netherlands
EBA is perpetval, Molawi con use itas afall 7@ UK UK RSA
back option for exporfing o the EU and can RSA RSA UK
still enter an EPA in arder ko crecte anather Kenya Kenya Kenya
option for exporting to the EU. However, since USA UsA UsA
the EBA. is o unilateral ogreement rather than Pakistan Egypt Pakistan
o contractual one, some fear that it could be Sugar Kenya Kerya UKk
renounced ot anyhime and that would leave RSA UK RSA
Malawi in a bad situation. It is therefore, Netherlands Spain Spain
believed that signing an EPA will cover this UK RSA Pertugal
risk. France Belgium USA

The queskion of Malawi's status as an LDC
and the foct that it can opt out of signing the
EPA agreement is a crucial one, especially
when one censiders that Malawi is too small
an economy o enler inko a recipro:u| trade
agreement with the EU. Therefore the option
of not signing an EPA ogreement saems o be
altrachve.”

However, the lact that the ESA grouping
conkains developing and least developed
counlries complicates the issue since couniries
like Kerya have no option but ko negoticte an
EPA as they are not beneficiaries of the EBA,
This is despite Article 37.4 of the Cotonou
ogreement which provides thak

In 2004, the [European] Community
will assess the situation of the non-
LDC [Least Developed Countries]

which, after consullations with the

Malawi has not benefited from
market access under the EBA
as its rules of origin are foo
strict.

Source: Ministry of Trade ond Privote Sector Development

Community decide that Ihey are not
in o pasition fo enfer inte economic
partnership agreements and will
examine all alternative pessibilities, in
order fo provide these counlries with
a new framework for frade which is
equivalent o their exising situation
and in canformity with WTO rules,

Malawi therelore finds itself in o situation
where it hos to ask itself whether 1o betray ik
fellow ESA partners in pursuit of its interests
or to stick with the group and iry to get the
best out of the negotiations. it would seem that
Malawi has chosen the latier ophon

Malawi has also signed o number of
biloteral agreements with Mazambique,
Zimbabwe and Botswana. The Zimbabwe
and Mozambique bilateral agreements are
of particular signiﬁcuncn as they offer less
stringent rules of origin than the COMESA and
SADC agreements do. Therefore it would seem
that exporters would prefer exporting under
these agreements.

However, it is -.‘:Llrr|:|1r|;|r unclear as fo how
effective these agreements are, mostly becouse

stalistics are scant ond the rules of origin for the
Malawi-Mozambigue bilateral agreement anly
ceme into effect in August 2006, In addition
ko this, the Malawi-Mozambique agresment
exempts wgar and tobocco imanufaciured ond
unmanufactured) from preferential freatment, *
As Table 1 shaws, these wo products account
for most of Malawi's trade. According to
the TRALAC report, the Malawi-Botywana
agreement is basically defunct

Finally, Malawi has also benefited from
AGOA, textiles ond ogricultural products
being the two most important exports to the
US under this programme.

SADC is a major export
destination and one that
surpasses COMESA et east
from 2002-2005.

South African Institute of International Affairs : Trade Policy Briefing No 16
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Key Players

The first key player is the private sector which
is already in support of COMESA as it fesls
the rules of origin under COMESA, provide
better market access than the Rules of Origin
under SADC. Also, Malawian exporiers have
o comparative advantage within COMESA
which has enabled them o export competitively
tor this market such that COMESA is now a
significant market for Malawi (see Table 3).
The private sector has championed its support
for COMESA thraugh the National Trade
Policy Working group (NTPWG) which is an
organisalion through which the private sector
engoges the government on issues of trade
policy. It is headed hy a member of one of
the axporting companies and supported by
a secrefariat,

Howaver, stafistics seem fo show that
SADC is @ major export desfinalion and one
thet surpasses COMESA at least from 2002-
2005. As Toble 2 shows, in 2005, South
Africa was the key destination for Malawian
exports, accounting for almost twica the
amount of goods exparted to the US or the
UK. Table 3, which compares exports o SADC
and COMESA clearly shows that Malawi
exported more to the SADC region rather
than COMESA in the years between 2001 and
2005. Table 4 olso shows the importance of
South Africa — o key SADC member — as it is
within the top live deslinations for sugar and
tea. According to media reports, Kenya might
na longer be as important o destination for
tea as tea production in Kenya is recovering
from the drought which affected Kenya from
2003-2005 and which created demand for
Mualawi's kea as Kenya's domestic production
was curtailed.

These statistics clearly contradict the views
of the Private sechor that COMESA is the kep
export destination atter the EU, and when
one takes into deeount that some COMESA
members also belong o SADC, it is deor that
SADC is on important morket for exporters
and pulling out of SADC may mean putting
theze exparters aut of business and entuiling
significant job losses.

Furthermore, most investment comes from
the SADC region; South Alrica accounting for

Hee= s mann

the bulk of this. This is not surprising because
there is a growing trend of Seuth African
campanies that are moving into the rest of
Africa to find extra markets. In addition South
Alrica is seen by investors from other countries
as the launch pad inta investing in Africa, That
being the case, South Alfrica is impartant to
Malawi's investment priorities and the Private
sechor is eager o mainkin its relalions with
South Alrica; belanging ke SADC solidifies this
relationship.*

Malawi, ot least in the short
term, will not be leaving either
of the bwo RECs.

The privale seclor as one of the ke;,r p|uyers
in the dihe EBAle would, therefors, ke reluctant
to withdraw from either SADC or COMESA
as there are economic benefits in belonging
to both.

Another key player is, naturally,
government and the crifical person is the
President himsell, Dr Bingu Wa Mutharika,
It hos been speculated that since he was
instrumental in the craation of the COMESA
FTA, as he wes Secretary General of COMESA
at the time, he would favaur COMESA.
Hawever, lacking at his vision for the country,

the piclure is not so clear.

IF Malerwi left SADC, it could
lose fiscal revenue as most
of its imports come from the
SADC region.

This is because Ihe President, together with
key gavernment officials within the Ministry of
Finance and the Ministry of Trade and Private
Sector Development {MITPSD) have come up
with a plan for Malawi's growth which has
so far earned dividends as wilnessed by the
recent cancellahion of 0% of Malawi's extemnal
debt by the World Bank, e Paris Club and
other multilateral donors. His plan alsa
includes the improvement and development
of infrastructure in order to reduce sugply-

Briefing 3
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side constraints especially fransport cosks by
impreving the couniry’s road network which is
currently government's main priority,

Ancther major infrasiructure project which
the President has proposed is the construction
of the Shire-Zambezi waterway which 1s
estimated to cost US34 billion, The waterway
will stretch from the Shire river to the Zambezi
river and connect to the Indian Ocean
through the port of Chinde in Mozambigue.
It is expected that if this project becomes a
success; Malawi will ranspart the: matjarity of
its goods through this waterway and thus will
cut fronsport costs and in um reduce costs for
most exporters, Currenily most of its goods
enter or exit Malawi by rood which is quike
expensive especially due to increases in fuel
prices and the low tonnage that rucks con
carry. It is, therefare, expected that should
the walerwoy become a success the cost
of ransportation will be mere significantly
reduced, especially because goods will Iravel
o sharler diskance.

A pr'e-l"easihih'ly smdy on the waterway
project has already been conducted and the
green light has been given. However, more
funds need to be saurced and the President is
eveing both SADC and COMESA o provide
exira funds,

Far instance, the Director of Trade
in the MITPSD was recently quoted® as
stafing that COMESA would partly fund the
waterway project. Furthermare, the President
bemoaned the lack of enthusiosm from the
SADC secrefariat as it has not expressed its
support for the project. It would seem that
the President and other key players believe
SADC is mors capable of providing the funds
for such projacts than COMESA espscially
through South Africa’s regional banks such
as the Development Bank of Southern Afica.
It is therefore most likely that Malowi will nat
be pulling out of either SADC or COMESA,
as long as the waterway is one of Malawi's
priority projects,

Indeed the President hinted about this
on o recent visit to South Africa in October
2004 when he proposed that COMESA should
kocus en trade while SADC sheuld Focus on
development espacially becouse SADC was
eriginally formed to promote development

South African Institute of Intarnational Affairs - Trade Policy Briefing No 16
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ond the trade protocol only came in of a laker
stage. Furthermore, SADC has o security
dialogue while COMESA doesn't. If this was
to happen it would mean Malawi would skl
belong ta both RECs without any conflicrs as
itwould puUrsue o dw&lopmenl c:gendu under
SADC and o trade agenda under COMESA,
This is a clear sign that Malawi, at least in the
shert term, will not be leaving either of the
wiz RECs.

Ancther glement to factor in when it
comes ta the prob|am of dual membership is
that if Malawi left SADC, it could lose Riscal
revenue as most of its imports come from the
SADC region. Muchwould depend on how its
trading parmers reacted, although given that
it is companies, not governments that trade, a
wholesale withdrawal of exports would seem
to be very unlikely, et according to a recent
study by TRALAC?, this would be ene of the
negalive impocts of leaving SADC os Malawi,
like most other least developed counlries, relies
on customs duties for its revenues. This study
points out that this is ane of the reasans why
Malawi has missed its tariff reduction targets
under the SADC Trade profocol. However,
Malawi will stll lose revenue if it remains in
SADC because it will be obliged to reduce
its tarifls under the SADC rade profocol. So
gither way Malawi could lose revenue.

The TRALAC study identified three aptions
for Malawi;

= |t could either remain in COMESA and
SADC and not participate in the processes
for the formation of & customs union: or

= Malawi can stick 1o COMESA as far as
trade is concerned and opl out of the
SADC Trade Protocol while adhering to
other SADC programmes and protocols;

or

* |t could participate in negatiations for the
Farmetion of both the COMESA custems
union and the SADC customs union while
conducting further research on which REC
is the better option.

The TRALAC study favours the first option

and this is in line with the President's stonce.

roanMEarnnm

Recertly ha made stetements iri the medic that
Malarwi is not rec:dy ta belong to any customs
vnion be it SADC or COMESA. He even shaled
that had he been Prasident ar the time the
deadlines for creation of the Customs Union
were agreed to, he wouldn't have allowed
Malarwi to sign on to the agreement. His fear
is that joining @ customs union before Malawi
has s.'rrengH'\ened its manufacturing, and hence
export capacity, would only turn Malawi inks
a market for Ioreign goods and would not
open up markets for Malawian exports. Since
this stance is also in landem with the Private
Sectors interests, the President is likely ®o get
support and stand firm an his position.

Alernatively, it has been questioned
whether the creation of a manukacturing
base is o realiskic goal for Malawi taking into
considerafion the foct that Malawi will be
pitting itself against countries such as Ching,
These critics have stated that it would be
better for Malawi 1o open to imports that are
not domestically produced, taking due care
of revenue considerations, and fo liberalise
core infrastructure services with o view ko
affracting investment o support more general
economic growih, sspecially in agriculture and
tourism.

Policy Options

When one locks at the full picture therefore,
one can reasonably conclude that Malawi will
remain in the SADC and COMESA FTAs as
|ong s rhe)v remain FTAs as this option best
serves Malawi's interests, at least in the shart
term. However, the impact this will have on
the EPA negotiations needs o be locked ab. It
is clear that if itis ko benefit kom EU hinding
it has to belong fo one REC only unless the EU
comes up with a formula for funding couniries
which belong to more than one REC. IF this
formula is not developed, there will be pressure
on Malawi to leave either one of the RECs
before the end of 2007 and when push comes
to shove, Malewi will have to make a decision
because it cannet ferege EU funding.

EDF funding is relevant to Malawi in
the forms of budget support and project
finance. For instance, in the 2005/6 budget

Briefing

July 2007

> 8 B & F @ ¢ 8 0 F & 8 @8 @

Malawi’s Budget waos pegged ot US$%14
million.? However, Malawi wes only able
raise US$482 million internally, with US$383
million dellars coming in the farm of grants
fram dener countries, Fram this US$383
million, the EU contributed US$55 million
dollars representing 15% of all grants, It alsa
funded road construction projects ko the hune of
US$50 million, This grant for road construction
meant thet money which would have been
granted for reconsuction of roads under the
budget, could ha diverted to other arecs. In the
2006,/ 2007 hscal yeor Malawi's budget has
been pegged ot US$984 million and cut of this
U54284 million is expected to be in grants.
Alrsady the EU has granted U5$10 million.*
From these stalistics it is clear that the FU i one
of Malawi's major denors having contributed
atotal of 1414 million Euros'® in 2005,/2004
fiscal year, Withaut this funding Malawi would
have had problems raising money fo support
its budget and to fight the famine which has
gripped the country from 2003. EDF kunding
is therefore important to Malawi,

Another problem is that should Malawi
shll push for the propasal that SADC should
focus on development and COMESA on trade
as @ reasan for remaining in both RECs, it
would entail an end to the trade profuoo|
under SADC, This would possibly draw a lot
of opposition because some countries such as
Mozambique and Tanzania hava given up
their COMESA memberships fo focus on SARC
in its entirety and it is therefara unlikely that
thay would want o SADC agreement without o
trade protoco], as this provides market access
fo other SADC members for these countries,
despite the restrictive rules of origin.

Only tirme will tell how long Malawi wall
continue to sit on the fence, And as events
keep unfelding, its posifion will undoubtedly
vary, For instance, it remains to be seen what
the impact of the debt cancellation will be
on Malawi's investment aftroctiveness and
thus development and how this will impact
on the decision te belong fo either SADC or
COMESA, if ot all.

Another eritical issue is politics. IF Dr Bingu
Wa Mutharika leoves the Presidency in the
upcoming elections in 2009, or in 2014, will
the next presidenl have a different stance or

South African Institute of International Affairs « Trade Policy Brisfing No 16
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will he stay the course? Furthermore, as his
party struggles politically, will he be forced 1o
abandon his current economic plans in erder
to kocus on politics, and attain a majerily in
parliament, so that he can easily pursue his

economic plans?

Whatever the situation, it is clear that the
decision to leave COMESA or SADC has o
be made cn ecoanomic rather than polifical
grounds. Furthermore, as the statistics show,

Endnotes

1 Molowi being an LDC con opt out of the EPA
negotichons. Skl it seems thal the Malowi
government does not want to exarcise this
option becouse there is a feeling that Malawi
is better off signing an EPA than not.

2 The MMTZ Agreement is an ogreement
between SACU and lour other countries,
i.e. Malawi, Mazambique, Tanzania and
Zambia, all LDCs. It grants duty-free occess
fo lextiles and clothing exports destined
for the SACU markel on o non-reciprocal
basis subject ta quolas. It was expected In
expire by 2004 but the parties ogreed fo
commence negoliations in March 2007 in
order io determine whether or not to extend
the agresment. According to commeniators
resistance Io the extension could be expecied
from Lesotho, MNomibia, South Africon
clothing producers [not retallers), and mest
notably the Congress of South Alrican Trade
Unians (COSATU).

3 This view hos been crific/zed because many
econamish argue that in principle, the Irode
and investment complementarities are sirong
ond hence likey to deliver a positive impact.
This dthe EBAle is indeed on-geing and bath
sides hove merit. It is submitted that, though

S T

SADC is o much more important trading
pariner thon COMESA and thus the view
that most of Malawi's exports are going to
the COMESA region needs to be revisited.
Since the primary aim of creating an FTA or
eustams unian is o promote frode, rade ought
to be the main economic fador in determining
which FTA 1o belong to. Assuming the current
trends in trode confinue, then Malawi ought to
choose SADC over COMESA should it come

apaning up could be beneficial in the long
run, the short term impact of such o policy
could be detrimental 1o most small-scale
farmers who wouldn't be oble to compete
with subsidised EU products. Since the
agricultural secler in Malawi employs obout
90% of oll employees and the manufocturing
sector is dominoted by ogro-processing
and manufocturing, most workers would
suffer. Such loss would be exocerbated by
the lack of social safety nets such o3 the
US's Trade Adjustment Arrangement or the
EU's Globalisation Adjustment fund which

ompensate people who loa jobs due 1o
Evl‘nruhw These kunds also provide money
for refraining ex-employess. Since Malawi
can simply not offord such o programme,
job losses resulting from liberalisation could
hit workers hord.

4 See poge 22 ond 23 of Trode Policy
Options On Molowi's Regional And Biloteral
Trade Arrongements {2008) report by the
Trade Law Centre {TRALAC) This report
was commissioned by Malawi’s Minisiry
of Industry, Trode ond Private Secior
Development and is as of yet unpublished. It
was aimed al exploring the different avenues
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1o the situation where it has to choose one
aver the other.

Shill, such o decision will have significant
opportunity cosks. In the short term, Malowi is
better off not entering o SADC or COMESA
customs union and remaining in both FTAs.
This option will benefit exporters exporting o
both SADC and COMESA,

available lo Malew: in deciding whather or
not to belong to SADC or COMESA.

5 Some hove orgued thot South Africon
Companies would still invest in Malawi
whether or nat it belongs to SADC as long
s such imvesiments remain profilable.

4 See article entifed “Malawi To Use Comesa
Fund On Walerway” in the Daily Times of
6ih November 2006.

7 Ses parograph 42 of the TRALAC report cited
in foommate 4.

B See Porogroph 12 of the Minister of Finance's
2006/07 Budget Stalemen! presanied in the
Mational Assembly ovailoble ot hitp:/ /v
ﬁnrm.gmmw!domhodﬁhdgﬂ?ﬂﬂ&
pd

¥ Ses press release dated 11 December 2006
available at hitp:/ /www.dalmwi.ec.europa
eu/en/eu_ond_molawi /Delegation®:20Pres
1220Relsases/ PRES 2% 20signing % 20press,
20relecse®20111206.doc.

10 See Development Cooperotion In Malown
Overview availoble ot the EU-Malowi
government website i.e. hitp://www delmwi
e europa eu/ en/ index him
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