Key points from the Thematic Working Group on Governance, democracy and human rights

Main points raised during the Working Group:

· There should not be a standard model of governance to be applied everywhere and imposed from outside. Each country has its own definition according to its culture, tradition and history. Donors, including the EC, should respect and work on the partner country’s own governance agenda that should come from the base (bottom-up approach)

· The principle of mutual accountability should be applied: not only should Africa be accountable to Europe (based on negotiated and not imposed criteria), but the latter also should be accountable to Africa in terms of more effective aid, ensuring coherence with its other policies (mainly trade), better coordination between the EC and the member states, etc.

· There is a gap between the theories and practices of governance, such as the EC’s double standards (ex: the norms applied to Zimbabwe should not be different from those applied to China) and the unbalanced partnership on governance: the EC, being the donor, has the power to impose ‘its governance’ to Africa, the recipient.

· Given its incapacity to provide basic services (education, health, etc.) to the population, the central state is not longer perceived as legitimate. There is a large consensus in promoting local governance and accountability to the citizen (downward accountability) through civil society, local authorities, parliament, women’s organisations, youth organisations and the media. These institutions and grassroots should be empowered and strengthened for an effective accountability.

· Need to make people part of political dialogue and go beyond the formal dialogue to achieve a multi-actor dialogue that includes parliaments, civil society, local governments, women, youth, marginalised groups, etc. What kind of mechanism to have such dialogue?

· The APRM is a good and valuable mechanism, but what next? What type of enforcement process to ensure that the conclusion can be implemented? Civil society should be involved in such a process.

· We should talk not only about political governance, but also about economic governance. The central state should be able to respond to the economic and social needs of the population. The question is also how to create richness in order to come out of poverty.

· Importance of civic education, citizenship in practice and youth organisations to make sure that young people, who will be the future actors, behave like good citizens and are able to talk about governance.

· Governance profile: there are 9 evaluation criteria of governance to allocate additional funds. Some are related to trade liberalisation, migration, the fight against terrorism, etc. These governance criteria do not necessarily coincide with those of African people and civil society, which were not involved in the negotiation.

· There is a plethora of definitions of governance. How to put in place a mechanism to define governance? Who should be involved in such mechanism?

· There is a new approach of governance in Africa. In order to make its support to governance effective, the EC has to change its structural organisation and practice (ex: budget support) to be able to integrate such new approach. European civil society should help push for such change.

