SUMMARY OF PROCEEDINGS OF
THE AFRICAN CIVIL SOCIETY SYMPOSIUM

THE COURTYARD HOTEL
LUSAKA – ZAMBIA

13TH - 14TH AUGUST 2007

1.0
WELCOME REMARKS

1.1
CURRENT STATE OF AFFAIRS WITH SPECIFIC REFERENCE TO   PROCESS AND DRAFT OUTLINE OF JOINT AFRICA-EU STRATEGY

The chairperson, Thomas Davis, thanked all those who had responded to the invitation to the meeting.  He stressed that the meeting was a consultative meeting of non-state actors from all over Africa to study the EU-Africa strategy so that they could develop capacity to respond to it.  Participants were reminded that the strategy document had already been endorsed by the African Union Council of ministers.  The chairperson said it was important to remember that the strategy was drafted by EU and passed on to Africa to comment.  This, he stressed, meant that the driving force of the document was EU.  Participants were further reminded that although the phraseology of the strategy seemed to imply equality between Africa and the Europe Union, the latter was more functional than the AU.  The chairperson wondered why EU and AU needed another agreement when there was already the Cotonou agreement.  In that regard, the gathering was urged study the policy priority areas in the Cotonou agreement and see how different they were from those of the strategy.  It was stressed that participants should see that Africa had something to benefit from the strategy.  The need to liaise with European civil society was also stressed.  It was felt that the African civil society should reach out to her Members of Parliament to ascertain whether or not they had the capacity to work with their European counterparts.  In light of the foregoing, participants were encouraged to conduct the discussion seriously.  The gathering was urged to end the meeting with a communiqué that would be used in lobbying.

The gathering was acquainted with the genesis of civil society involvement in the discussion on the strategy.  The gathering heard that a meeting of civil societies on the issue was first convened by C.I.D.O in Accra - Ghana in March 2007.  This was followed by another one in Germany in April which was followed by a minister’s troika a month later.  The AU then met over it.
It was observed that the document left out many of the recommendations of the Accra meeting.  The chairperson felt that involving Civil Society as enshrined in the strategy document should mean taking on board its recommendations.  It was further observed that the greatest weakness of the document lay in its silence on time frames and task allocation (who was going to do what).
1.2 COMMENTS ON OPENING REMARKS
Participants wondered how they would ensure that their deliberations were incorporated into the Africa-wide consultations.  Responding to this concern, organisers said that the recommendations of the symposium could be passed on to C.I.D.O.  Participants also wondered whether they had another forum to engage the process they had began.  Organisers said although there was little time before December 31st, few meetings could be organized if they were mandated.
Some participants suggested that African civil society should work on the strategy with their European counterparts who were leaps and bounds ahead of them.  Others welcomed the idea with a pinch of salt.  They argued that although the idea was a good one, it was necessary that the motives of the EU civil society on the strategy be ascertained first before leaping into cooperation with them.
Participants agreed that since the strategy had been discussed in other meetings by African C.S.Os, the symposium should add the voices of the C.S.Os that were not in earlier meetings by endorsing what was endorsed, especially by the Accra meeting.  In this regard, it was agreed that the Accra recommendation to suspend E.P.As negotiations for at least 3 years to enable African governments to consult their nationals be endorsed.
After this discussion, the meeting broke into two panels: one was to discuss Development Cooperation and Trade and Regional Integration while the other was to cover Peace and Security, and Democracy and Human Rights.
2.0 PANEL DISCUSSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

2.1 PANEL ON DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION, TRADE AND REGIONAL INTEGRATION

2.1.1
OBSERVATIONS

The panel began by observing that since Europe was already developed and Africa was not, there could not be equality in the partnership between the two.  The panel feared that the strategy was not going to improve the rider-horse relationship that had always characterised Africa’s relations with the West.  The chairperson wondered why there was a need for a new agreement between Europe and Africa when most of the previous ones had not been fulfilled.  It was observed that previous commitments had not addressed trade imbalances.  It was further observed that globalization had not brought fairness to Africa as it had turned Africa into a dumping ground for products from other continents and killed local industry.  The gathering was reminded of how Western multinationals invested in Africa but externalised all their earnings.
2.1.2 RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations were made:

· The framework for the voice of C.S.Os should be strengthened.
· EU should encourage the integration of Africa and not work against it by negotiating with some countries as a block while at the same time negotiating with some countries as individual entities.  It was observed that EU was negotiating a separate agreement with South Africa from what it was negotiating with other members of SADC.
· Africa should be allowed to consolidate her own regional integration before she is forced to open up to Free Trade Areas (F.T.As) with Europe and other economic blocks.

· Development cooperation should not be linked with aid.

· EU should quantify aid targets.
· The strategy paper should state Europe’s plans as regards African debt.

· The strategy should also state Europe’s role in the 20 point Brussels Programme of Action on Least Development Countries’ commitments.
· The strategy paper should state EU’s role in ensuring that Africa is represented equitably in the United Nations, the World Bank and IMF to promote equitable global governance.
· Africa should generate her own development agenda.  In this regard, it was agreed that Africa needed to identify projects she considered priorities as well as quantify the funding needed.
· Africa should harmonise all development accords she had entered in as well as those she will enter in future to avoid entering in processes that just brougt back what was rejected in earlier agreements such as was the case with some sections of the E.P.As which brought back to the very issues Africa had rejected in W.T.O.
· Africa should link all the current processes to the Millennium Development Goals (M.D.Gs)

· EU should support trade integration in Africa which aimed at a fully integrated continental market through harmonisation of trade, trade facilitation, customs, agricultural and industrial policies, laws, regulations and procedures as well as through simplification and rationalisation of institutional framework within the AU framework.  In this regard, it was agreed that Africa should have the right to impose capital controls as well the right to create an investment environment favourable to her citizens first.
· There should be continued promotion of market access of goods and services to the EU by eliminating all trade obstacles for products with export interest to Africa.
· EU should allow Africa to add value to the raw materials exported to the block.
2.2
PANEL ON PEACE, SECURITY, DEMOCRACY AND HUMAN RIGHTS
2.2.1 OBSERVATIONS
It was observed that Africa had a unique conflict typology as exhibited in Rwanda, Burundi, Sudan and Congo where the conflicts were characterised by genocide.  It was also observed that the cost of interventions both in monetary and troop terms was too astronomical for Africa alone.  Statistics revealed that between 2006 and 2009, interventions required US$21.8 billion and 50,000 troops.  Below is the breakdown of the monetary cost as was presented:
2006 5.4 
2007 6.7

2008/9
7.6

In light of the amount of money AU allocates to peace keeping (6% of annual subscription), the figures above could not be sustained by Africa alone.  The panel stressed that what made the money even more insufficient was the fact that some countries defaulted on their annual subscriptions.  This reduced the value of the 6%.  It was observed that although AU had the permanent Security Council and a military committee, both were just on paper.
It was stressed that there could be no peace and security without addressing the root causes of conflict such as the economic development and justice.  The panel also stressed that elections alone were not a measure of democracy in Africa as they tended to be marred by such vices as rigging, intimidation and so on.

The panel noted with interest that a hybrid AU-UN peace keeping mission was soon to be in place in Darfur.  It was stressed that recent conflicts were mostly a result of rushed democratisation.  Most African countries went into democracy without understanding how democracy worked.  It was also observed that many countries used sovereignty as an obstacle to AU’s interventions in the area of peace.  The panel wondered how countries could be calling for integration without the willingness to make concessions.
It was observed that C.S.Os working in the area of peace and security had failed to deliver largely because they went to meetings, made recommendations without passing on the information.  It was also observed that C.S.Os were more reactionary than proactive in national and continental debates.  Yet, it was clear that C.S.Os could play a role in mediation, peace keeping, elections, monitoring, information disbursements and so on.
On human rights and governance, it was observed that most anticorruption commissions were nothing but facades because they were either corrupt or toothless.

2.2.2 RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations were made:

· Africa should focus on conflict prevention and management rather than peace keeping.

· The security think-tank that AU had authorised on paper should become a reality.
· African C.S.Os dealing with peace and security should provide input in the annual African Chief of Defence meeting.

· African C.S.Os dealing with peace and security should be involved in peace and security roadmap logistics, budgeting, evaluation as well as conflict management and prevention.

· AU member countries should adopt a common defence policy.

· The AU should put in place a mechanism to research and evaluate member nation policies on peace and security.

· The effectiveness of the AU-UN hybrid mission in Darfur should be evaluated by C.S.Os on behalf of the two bodies involved.
· C.S.O s should not just be involved in sensitisation of the masses before elections; they should also monitor and evaluate the post-election democratic process.
· The African early warning system should work with grass root C.S.Os to get information and knowledge on potential threats to peace.

· C.S.Os working in the area of peace and security should be mapped and evaluated to identify which ones were mature enough to work with AU.

· Anticorruption commissions should be given real power to effectively arrest and prosecute the corrupt.

· The rights of the marginalised groups should not be ignored.

· Human rights should be engendered into the regional positions of leadership

On the second day of the symposium, two other panels deliberated on agriculture, food security, the environment, energy, infrastructure and migration.

2.3 PANEL ON AGRICULTURE, FOOD SECURITY AND THE ENVIRONMENT

2.3.1
OBSERVATIONS
It was observed that in this sector, trade between Europe and Africa was characterised by unfairness.  While Europe subsidised its farmers, the same was not allowed in Africa.  The result was, European farm products landed on the African market cheaper than local produce.  This protectionist policy made it easy for European farm produce to sell in Africa but not vice versa.

It was also observed that most African states had no agricultural policies while others had bad ones.  This went for the land policy too.
The European Union was commended for giving money for food in times of hunger rather than Food Aid which undermined local agriculture.
2.3.2
RECOMMENDATIONS 

The following recommendations were made:

· The EU-AU strategy should address supply-side constraints of African farmers by assisting in developing public infrastructure and utilities (roads irrigation facilities, rural electrification etc) if food sovereignty is to be attained.
· EU should recognise existing national agricultural policies in the implementation of the strategy and assist in improving weak ones.

· African governments should be allowed to continue supporting their farmers and protect sensitive products from liberalisation.

· The cooperation envisaged in the strategy should increase the amount of agricultural products entering the EU by abolishing farm subsidies to European farmers.

· The cooperation should help Africa to invest in agricultural in-put (fertiliser production, pesticides, seed selection etc) to promote food security and food sovereignty.
· The strategy paper should include patents of traditional seed bred by local farmers to protect local farmers’ intellectual property.

· The strategy paper should encourage food diversification to lessen dependence on one food crop as this rendered such communities hungry in the midst of plenty alternative food.

· The strategy should encourage African governments to develop and strengthen food security policies in light of Genetically Modified Organisms (G.M.O).

· The cooperation should help Africa develop infrastructure that will facilitate transportation of perishables within the states as well as within Africa besides movement to European markets.
· Agricultural policies in the strategy should be harmonised with those of the A.C.P agreements.

On the environment, the panel recommended that:

· Europe should review her consumption of such resources as timber and oil whose over use contribute to desertification and environmental pollution respectively.

· Europe should help African cope with climate change as well as sustain her environment because much of the pollution in Africa could be attributed to European economic activities.
2.4 PANEL ON ENERGY, INFRASTRUCTURE AND MIGRATION
2.4.1 OBSERVATIONS
It was observed that issues of energy and infrastructure were not well articulated in the strategy paper.  However, it was observed that Africa lacked infrastructure that would have promoted interconnectivity among states.  The little infrastructure that was on the continent was designed in such a way that it facilitated exports out of Africa rather than intra-African trade.
On energy, it was noted that much of Africa was not electrified.
On migration, it was observed that there was unfair migration between Europe and Africa.  While European nationals travelled around Africa as they wished, it was not the same for African nationals who wished to do the same in Europe.  In the aftermath of 9/11, terrorism was being used to further limit the movement of Africans in Europe.  Yet, Europe had relied on migrants from time immemorial whether they were slaves or economic refugees.
2.4.2
RECOMMENDATIONS

On energy it was recommended that:

· The cooperation should help Africa promote cleaner energy sources.

On infrastructure, it was recommended that:

· The cooperation helps Africa develop her infrastructure to facilitate intra-African movement of goods and services.

· Africa should raise her own resources for infrastructure development.
· Africa needed to expand existing infrastructure by identifying states that could handle certain infrastructure.  It was said, for instance, that Congo could generate enough electricity for the whole of Africa while Nigeria could handle all of her satellite needs.

On migration, it was recommended that:

· The strategy paper should include reparations to Africa for every expert that migrated to Europe to make up for the money spent on educating such nationals as well as prop up the education system so as to replenish migrated experts.  The panel heard that such a facility existed between India and the United States of America.
· African experts working in Europe should be allowed to repatriate their money just as their European counterparts working in Africa did.

· The EU-AU partnership should tackle factors that led to migration of Africans to Europe such as conflicts, poverty, irrelevance of training and lack of infrastructure to support skill.

· The AU should create conditions that should make its experts remain in Africa.
· The AU should review its curricular to make it relevant to modern times as well as to Africa.

· The AU should encourage intra-Africa migration.

· The AU should standardise education.

There being no other business, the meeting was closed at 12:00 hours by Thomas Davis after some announcements concerning delegate flights.
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