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AEFJN calls for a moratorium on imports of some agrofuels

AEFJN asks the European Union and the Members States for a 5-year moratorium on imports of agrofuels produced by intensive monoculture on a large-scale in Africa and on any kind of support for such culture for the production of agrofuels of first and second generation. 

The new European energy policy encourages the use of agro-fuels. To reply to the growing demand, Europe imports agro-fuels produced more particularly in Africa.

Agro-fuels and Bio-fuels are the two names given to the fuels produced by the transformation of living vegetal material, in opposition to the fuels extracted from fossil material (oil) and refined. AEFJN speaks of “agro-fuels” because certain means of production and of commercialization generate negative effects on the environment and on society. AEFJN keeps the name “bio-fuels” for truly sustainable products, from their production to their consumption. 
1. What is the problem in Africa?
The rush for agro-fuels implies in Africa:
-
the expansion of intensive monoculture on a large scale for agro-fuels often conducted without respect for African inhabitants and their environment;
-
a competition for fertile land or land next to infrastructure;
-
a competition for water;
-
deforestation, land destruction, the displacement of population, the loss of bio-diversity;
-
the introduction of GMO cultures;

-
price increases of the food products, which has a negative effect on the poor people and on the countries depending on imports for their food security.  

2. How does the European Union contribute to this?
The European commission is setting up an Energy Policy with different tools which promote the intensive production of agro-fuels on a large scale on the African continent. 

Among those tools, let us mention the progressive liberalization of the import market of agro-fuels and the aid to the production of agro-fuels in developing countries, as well as the objectives (10% of energy coming from agro-fuels in transport fuels), the subsidies and the tax incentives.

The EC supports an agricultural economy which consumes a lot of energy and many raw materials.

3. Can we certify a «sustainable » production?
The European Heads of State ask the Commission to establish certification systems including some sustainability criteria. “Sustainable” means: not compromising the health and the life and development resources of the present and the future generations. . 

The economic interests and the difficulty of monitoring will not enable to establish a certification system that guarantees an effective “sustainable’ production of agro-fuels. 

The 14% of Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions allocated to the agriculture provide from the industrial agriculture. 18% GHG derive from monoculture and deforestation, and 14% from transport. Additionally, the production of fertilizer and pesticides contributes to a part of the 14% GHG allocated to the industry.

4. AEFJN calls for a moratorium
AEFJN asks the European Union and the Member States for a 5-year moratorium on the import of agro-fuels from large-scale monocultures and on any form of support to such cultures in Africa.
The objectives being:
-
to reduce the investments in large-scale monocultures in Africa;

-   to put an end to the negative effects on the environment and on the society of the African continent;

-
to stop the pressure on the prices of the food products;
-
to give the time to inform and to sensitize the populations and the leaders;
-
to give the time for research into agro-fuels that respect the environment and, indirectly, the social rights.






Christine Fouarge

Unfair relationship between the European Union and Africa countries 
We have heard about tomatoes rotting in Ghana because of the cheap tomato paste imported from Italy and Spain. We have read how Nigeria is unable to sell its onions because of those coming from the Netherlands are cheaper. We have seen the falling down of many textile factories in Africa submerged by Asian imports once custom duties for textiles were abolished and cotton production could not be subsidized. All these are results of the liberalization. 

The European Union (EU), one of the most powerful trade partners is trying to pull poor countries from African, Caribbean and Pacific regions (ACP) into and unfair relationship on trade, which they call “partnership”, imposing the liberalization of at least 80% of the ACP market. Some months ago few in Africa knew about these Economic Partnership Agreements (EPAs), but today masses of farmers, trade unions, youth, industrialists, business and civil society are campaigning against the signature of these agreements by their governments and regions. In the four regions of Africa negotiating these agreements, the Churches and civil society have been mobilized to say “NO to EPAs”, as they see that the agreements are serving the interests of the EU and not of Africa. 

The commitment of all these sectors to oppose EPAs as they are today has come from their awareness that these agreements will impose liberalization. This will mean the impossibility of selling many African products with a benefit, as the subsidized imports from the EU (sugar, maize, grain, tomatoes and onions) will lower the prize of the local agricultural production. Farmers foresee the reduction of food production and the loss of food sovereignty for which they are struggling today. Business people, workers and trade unions have become aware that this liberalization will cause local businesses to be wiped out by a flood of cheap imports from Europe, and the future prospects for an industrial development will be limited. Local industries will be unable to compete (plastic, paper, textiles, leather) in quality and in price with European products. The result will be the closing of factories, increasing unemployment, hindering development and worsening the living conditions, which will increase the migration from the rural to urban areas and from Africa to Europe. 

The first “visible” consequence of the EPAs will be the loss of government revenue, due to the commitment to reduce custom duties to zero for most products coming from the EU. About 30 % of African government’ revenue comes from custom duties. These will be abolished for most products from the EU once the EPAs will be signed. The West African region will have a fall in tax revenues of US$ 2.2 billions, equivalent to 2% of the gross domestic product. This will mean a decline in welfare (education and health) for the whole of ACP countries up to US$ 800 million, and more than US$ 180 million decline on gross domestic product, or GDP. The declines in the total trade balance will reach US$ 1.2 billion, and the decrease in regional trade will be of over US$ 400 million. 

The companies of these countries will have too little time to adjust to the liberalization process. Within two years the import tariffs will have to be cut to zero on 2/3 of the agricultural and industrial products coming from the EU. The tariffs for the 1/3 remaining products will be cut to zero within 15 years. The aid promised to rebuild the industry will not be enough. Even the World Bank is concerned by the long-term implications of some of the provisions which the EC wishes to include in EPAs, as they could limit the freedom of governments in promoting national and regional economic development.  Only a few sectors will benefit from the EPAs - beef and textiles in Namibia, cut flowers and fresh vegetables in Kenya, etc. 
The failure of the European Union 

Despite the great pressure put by the EU to convince the ACP countries, especially the richer (non-LDC) ones, only 8 countries from the Eastern African Community (EAC) and the Southern Africa region SADC have signed an EPA before December 2007. The EU is using the “carrot” of “aid” to blackmail ACP countries into signing EPAs. Many African countries are unwilling or unable to sign an agreement on the terms that the EU is seeking. EPA talks with West and Central Africa remain deadlocked. To face this “failure”, the EU proposes to sign EPAs in two steps: an “interim agreement only on goods” before the end of 2007, leaving the other areas that the EU wants to include in the EPAs, liberalization on services and investment, and other issues, being negotiated during 2008. 

Some countries of West and Central Africa have asked the EU for a two-year extension of the Cotonou preferences, where African countries could export most of their products to the EU market free of quota and free of custom duties. But the EU has until now denied this possibility. 

A dilemma between the short and long term benefits 

The European Commission has threatened the 31 relatively richer ACP countries among them Kenya, Cameroon, Nigeria, Zimbabwe, Namibia, that if they do not sign an EPA by the end of 2007, the EU would eliminate the Cotonou Preferences from the 1st January 2008. This means that their exports to the EU will have to pay custom duties. Pressured by some of their business (beef and textile exporters in Botswana, flower producers in Kenya and Zambia) that will be affected by these measures, the African governments have to choose between short term benefits (signing EPAs to answer the claim of exporters), and the long term benefits, as signing these agreements will be detrimental for the development of many sectors of the population. The choice is between guaranteeing markets for their agricultural exports today, and maintaining a degree of protection to promote future industrial growth - which all developed countries have done in the past. The lost of Cotonou Preferences for the 13 sub-Saharan non-LDCs represents 3.9% of their exports to the EU. This will put them in direct competition with companies in Brazil and India. The rest of the 79 ACP least-developed countries (LDCs), can still export duty and quota free under the EU's 'Everything But Arms' initiative, although with more complex rules of origin.

In exchange for the liberalization the EU will grant duty- and quota-free access for all imports into the EU except sugar and rice from its EPA partners from the beginning of 2008. This seems very good but the EU sanitary rules and technical regulations will keep many African products, especially those manufactured with “added value” out of the EU. 

Favouring or against Regional Integration

The EU has presented the EPAs as instruments for “regional integration”. This was the reason why the poorest countries of Africa (LDCs) have accepted to negotiate the EPAs. Yet EPAs will create big problems in the regional integration, as some countries belong to more than one “regional groupings” with different trade conditions with the EU. 

The new agreements have caused splits in two of the six geographical blocs negotiating EPAs with the EU. Kenya, Tanzania, Uganda, Rwanda and Burundi that constitute the East African Community (EAC) have signed on 27 November an “interim” Agreement for goods only with a part dedicated to fisheries. The EAC had been negotiating with the 16 members of the Eastern and Southern African bloc, but they have signed a separated EPA. In the Southern African Development Community (SADC) Botswana, Lesotho, Mozambique, and Swaziland signed a similar deal on 23 November 

Impact of EPAs in Africa 

For most African countries, EPAs would lead to a drop in domestic production and a rise in imports of manufactured goods, while production and exports of agriculture, food, and natural resource products would modestly increase. Sales from ACP exporters would likely rise at a slower rate on the EU market than growth in EU exports onto ACP markets. The relatively efficient EU exports would consequently gain more from the quasi-duty-free access to the protected ACP markets than ACP exporters have to gain on the EU markets that are already quite open to them.

EPAs will have the potential to destroy the economies of these countries. Africa’s sustainable development, poverty eradication and regional integration can only be achieved on the basis of a strategy driven by the needs and priorities of the people of Africa. This should have been the bases for any relationship between the Africa and the EU.

Begoña Iñarra

Towards 2008: AEFJN Advocacy for African Countries to Control Their Own Resources

1. Africa is the richest continent on this globe endowed with huge resources of minerals and energy and a great biological and cultural diversity. Africa’s great resource is its people especially the energy and vitality of its young population. The colonialism of the past is being replaced today by a neo-colonialism, whereby the old and the newly industrialised countries are competing again for control over Africa’s resources. Winners are mainly transnational corporations and a small and often corrupt African elite. Losers are the rural populations. They are driven from their lands and lose their traditional markets, the basis of their livelihood. In search of survival the disinherited migrate into cities, and if they can, go abroad. The plight of the poor and migration movements will be even more affected by climate change in many parts of Africa. The result is raising social tensions and conflicts over remaining resources. Europe will be affected through uncontrollable migration, terrorism and organised crime. 

2. Today, in a global world, the neo-colonialism of free trade agreements, enforced through the World Trade Organisation (WTO), the Economic Partnership Agreements (EPAs), and other bilateral agreements are tools to gain access to shrinking resources, and open up new markets for products and opportunities for profitable investments. Dictatorial regimes, and corrupt politicians, often act as willing tools to give away the riches of their countries for personal gain. The promotion of the common good is forfeited for individual self-interest and maximum profit at whatever cost.
3. As in colonial times, Africa’s role is reduced to being the provider of raw materials and the consumer foreign goods. Hardly any added value is created, little genuine development takes place. The neo-colonial pattern condemns the continent to a state of underdevelopment. Today as in the past, the Church needs to be more prophetic in denouncing the injustices and causes of hunger, poverty and underdevelopment of Africa.   AEFJN, inspired by the Kingdom of God announced by Jesus, wants to denounce the glaring injustices involved in the new forms of exploitation and promote alternative respectful and fair relationships between Europe and Africa. AEFJN promotes systems of partnership and participation, which would promote the full human potential of all citizens.

4.  In the coming year, AEFJN will pay special attention to aspects of fair trade relations between Africa and Europe that are of particular importance today:

AEFJN supports the work of Food Sovereignty as the right of populations and states to define their own food and agricultural policy appropriate to their needs.

AEFJN is concerned that EU policies re Agrofuels could diminish food production, cause more hunger, lead to large-scale destruction of rain forests and thus of biological diversity and tempt government to expel local populations from their traditional lands, to make room for industrial farming of energy crops. With the help of partners in Africa, AEFJN wants to help define and enforce strict social and environmental conditions for the import of agro-fuels.

AEFJN will support social and environmental standards for the extractive industries. Such industries cause environmental damage and social disruption: inhabitants are driven from their land without proper compensation, forests are destroyed, land and water are polluted and rendered unusable. 

5. AEFJN will continue working on other aspects of economic justice that threaten the well-being of peoples in Africa:

Water: AEFJN wants to make access to water a human right, and prevent any form of privatisation of water supplies that would endanger the access to water for poor people. 

Medicines: Considering the pandemic of HIV/Aids and the prevalence of malaria effecting millions of people in Africa, AEFJN will go on calling for access to affordable medicine, and for the production of neglected medicine for rare deceases.

Arms: There is a crying need to enforce strict controls on arms exports at all levels. AEFJN will push the EU member states, to make the “EU Code of Conduct” on arms export, binding for all members. It also supports the Arms Trade Treaty (ATT), and new UN process, for creating an effective international convention for the control of arms exports.

Trafficking in People: is a contemporary form of slavery and a violation of Human Rights. This global problem finds its roots in poverty, power, patriarchy, pornography, pleasure, and profit. AEFJN commits itself to promote awareness and legislation to prevent, suppress and punish trafficking in Persons.

6. The unremitting destruction of nature and the growing divide between the poor and the super-rich is a threat to world peace, even to the survival of the human race. The preservation of God’s creation that was meant for all humanity, and for all generations and the creation of a global society in which all peoples and all persons can live their lives in dignity, is a challenge to all people of good will. Humankind is not given ownership of the earth but rather called into the stewardship of all creation. AEFJN, believing that world peace is about the restoration of right order among peoples and within all creation, wants to motivate all members to dedicate their efforts through concrete actions to this common aim. 

For AEFJN

José Augusto Leirâo SVD (Portugal), 

Brian O’Toole C.S.Sp. (Ireland)

Wolfgang Schonecke (Germany)
An increased vigilance for the control of arms must study their transport and their final use

At the end of November 2007 MEPs have adopted with an overwhelming majority (588 votes for, 14 against and 11 abstentions) the revision of the Directive on firearms. The Commission and the Council strongly support this Directive which will come into force next January. The member states will have 2 years to enable them to integrate it in their national legislation. There will then be more harmonization in the national legislations of the member states.


The Directive updates and, to a certain extent, replaces the much weaker version of 1991.It tackles more the movement of firearms within the Union than the export of arms. One needs to underline that the new Directive has rather progressive clauses and that could be useful in the pleas and the lobbying in other regional groups like that of the CEDEAO, of Latin America, once it is possible to say that the European Union itself has taken strict measures to reduce violence through arms within its own borders.

What are the clauses in this Directive that will have an important impact in the European legislation of the member states of the EU in the field of arms?

People who will acquire a weapon will have to have a license (a permit) and will also have to declare any newly acquired weapon. All countries should set up a computerized arms register and this for 2015. Anyone wanting to buy a firearm must provide a valid reason to justify such a purchase and the national authorities must decide that the buyer represents no threat, either to himself or to public safety. The “replica guns” and the compressed-air guns that can be transformed into firearms are now also included in the law, which tightens the loophole that criminals exploited in the past. The minimum age for the possession of a firearm is now set at 18 in all member states.

The European Union, in its Directive, centers more on the movement, acquisition and registration of weapons within the Union. Certain member states already have a legislation that attempts to hinder the much too easy circulation of weapons and their acquisition without the slightest control. But the problem of the circulation of arms within the Union, from or to bordering countries and of course to countries of other continents, remains.

We can rejoice at such a Directive but we should not forget the other major elements that are part of a more efficient control of light and small-caliber arms (LSCA). We should for example think of the problem of the transport of arms; how can we establish a strict regulation of all types arms transport? We should be able to take the least possible risks to ensure that arms reach their destination via the previously planned routes. This could help reduce the number of diverted arms before they reach their officially recognized destination. What is more, as many areas of conflict (for instance in many sub-Saharan African regions) are not accessible by land or by sea; air transport is largely used and is often illegal for the transport of arms and ammunition to danger zones. Even if, at the start, the transport is legal, the situation often changes under way; the use of differences in the national systems for the control for example, the multiple landings for the fuel supply, even the unloading of goods from the first plane to a second aircraft, the use of forged documents, all this helps the corrupt heads of transport to benefit from the complicity of certain state agents lured by dishonest gains, even as far as the certificates of the end user are concerned. In many countries where there are conflicts, the technological equipment, the training and the resources of national agents concerning the regulation of private air transport are insufficient and create a void exploited by those who reap the fraudulent benefits of the illegal transport of arms and ammunition.

The importance of the reinforcement of controls of the end user should also be underlined. The member states of the EU have recently shared their interest in an exchange of information for the progressive elaboration of a common understanding of national practices about the inspection of supply and of other controls of the end user in the field of technology and of the military equipment exported from the member states. It would almost be more important to control the “after supply” to reinforce the control of arms exports. It is of vital importance to know the country of end destination, the type, the quantity and the value of the exported equipment. What is also essential is the signature, the name, the position of the end user, the date of the v-certificate and any indication as to the end use of those goods. One must also make sure that the goods will not be re-exported and that the “exported goods will not be used for any other end than the one declared”.

The exporting authorities should be vigilant when granting the license and, when it turns out to be necessary, when checking who the end user is. This would avoid many diverted or forged use of exports. If diverted or forged uses are recognized, the information should be exchanged between the member states of the EU and the application of sanctions envisaged in such cases should be implemented by each State. The collaboration between States has started, we should encourage and amplify it for it would mean that the EU could contribute more widely and more efficiently in preventing the export of arms and ammunition that could be diverted or used in an illegal way.

Agnès Charles (translated by Yves Devolder)

Access to Quality Medicines in Africa

The reality of HIV patients dying without having seen a doctor, the great number of medicines sold in the markets, the decreasing quality of public health and the increase of traditional medicine are some of the consequences of a deeper problem, the lack of access to quality medicines for all in Africa.

Despite the efforts done by national and international institutions, most patients in Africa still face difficulties to access quality medicines. We will look only at neglected diseases with a main incidence in African countries e.g. malaria, TB, HIV, lashmaniasis, sleeping sickness, etc. 

In the last decade the international environment related to medicines has gone through significant changes. New barriers have appeared with fatal consequences for individual and public health in Africa, but there have been also new initiatives and successes. We will look at the different aspects that impact on the Access to Quality Medicines in Africa; Research and Development (R&D); quality of medicines; appropriate delivery; cost of medicines and financial access; and lack of financial accessibility. 

Research and Development of medicines

Research and Development of medicines is linked to intellectual property. Patents grant a monopoly on the production and sale of the invention, as a way to recover the cost of research. This means that the enterprise that produces a new medicine has 20 years of monopoly where it decides on the price and the countries where this medicine will be sold. The pharma industry prefers to invest in rich countries where the market and profits are big, while it neglects the needs of people in poor countries, because of the small market with minimum profits. *Of a total of 1.556 new medicines only 18 (1.3%) are dedicated to tropical diseases, while there are 55 millions persons at risk of suffering from sleeping sickness, and 350 millions from lashmaniasis. A new approach is needed, open to innovative initiatives. Charitable foundations, NGOs, among them AEFJN have done a big effort through field programs and advocacy. Specific research private-public partnerships programs have been developed with different stakeholders, though still most of the funding comes from philanthropic organizations. Governments have a responsibility to ensure funds in proportion to their Gross Domestic Product (GDP). Research programs should ensure that the product outcome of the research is actually delivered to the target population. The report of the World Health Organization (WHO) on these issues urged the states to secure sustainable funding for developing and making accessible products to address diseases that affect mainly developing countries. 

Quality of medicines

In each country there is an authority that guarantees that medicines are effective, safe and of appropriate quality. Unfortunately in most African countries, due to the lack of resources, these centres exert poor control on the quality of the medicines manufactured, imported and distributed in the country. Some international institutions have programs to support African governments in their choice of medicines. In 2002 the WHO started a pre-qualification project to asses the quality of AIDS, TB and malaria medicines. They publish the list of manufacturing sites and of products that have been approved. This initiative has introduced a regulation showing that international standards are applicable for Africa and warning producers that quality verification must be a pre-requisite for purchase. Clinton and Gates foundations and Global Fund also make the list of products approved for supply. The European regulatory authority (EMEA) gives scientific advice on products developed for use outside the EU. All these initiatives are specific for three diseases (HIV, malaria and tuberculosis) and do not cover the essential medicines list of the WHO. The lack of resources of most African countries prevents them to thoroughly assess pharmaceutical manufacturing sites, products and distribution channels. 

In some countries there is a strong control for medicines sold to western countries, while the medicines destined exclusively for export to poor countries do not follow the same practice. It is the country receiving the medicine that is responsible for the quality control. How can African countries that have not enough resources do this control? The losers are the patients who have no guarantee of the quality and efficacy of the medicine bought even in pharmacies. The lobby of NGOs is pushing some countries to control the medicines for export. Belgium has a new legislation to control quality of drugs manufactured for export. France has a legal procedure allowing for “public health reasons” to refuse the export of non-authorised medicines.

Linked to the quality of medicines is the lack of visibility on the consequences of not-good-enough medicines for the health of the people. This is the reason why even donors and health staff underestimate this aspect. 

In Africa over the last years there has been a growing awareness of the problem of fake medicines.  Distributed through the black market these medicines with few or none active product mislead consumers about the identity or origin of the drug. To solve this plague we need not only to fight the “street medicines”, but even more to work at bettering the access to medicines. 
Appropriate delivery in a globalized market
The globalization of the pharmaceutical sector has led to open international markets and lack international rules. New drugs, active ingredients and essential medicines are now produced and sold all over the world. The many distribution steps make it difficult to asses the “origin” of the medicine. All producers and distributors do not apply the standard regulations. As a result patients in poor countries are treated with medicines that are not sufficiently active or that cause prejudice to their health and which undermines the healthcare system. 

Often in African the centres that have to verify and enforce quality have a low budget and limited resources, and there is no guarantee that medicines will comply with appropriate standards.  The strong pressure on getting the lowest prizes, rather than the quality requirements, pushes some suppliers to reduce costs of raw materials, maintenance and quality assurance. Some donors unaware of the risks related to lack of quality, do not take into account quality requirements and medicines of unverified quality may reach the patients. A global solution should be a coordinated action of all the stakeholders: WHO, manufactures, distributors, control quality centres, governments, donors, etc. to establish international standards before the medicines reach the poor countries.

Cost of medicines and financial access

The TRIPS agreement of the World Trade Organization played a determinant role in the access to new medicines in Africa. The monopoly of the patent delays the introduction of generics (cheaper medicines that contain the active ingredient of the medicine), keeping the prices high and preventing access to new medicines. The best example is the life-saving antiretroviral (ARV) therapies, which cost a decade ago was $10,000 to $15,000 a year, beyond the means of most African countries where the need was greatest, but thanks to an international outcry led to a court challenge, the price of Aids drugs resulted in being slashed to $150 a year in July 2006 and has even decreased later on. The voluntary pricing policies put in place by the pharma companies played a role in the initial phases, though insufficient. It was only when producer countries used the “compulsory license” to produce generics that the real breaking through of prices took place.

While in 1990 only 5% of pharmaceutical products were generics, today with the explosion of India and China in the medicine market the generics are very numerous. Before, 90% of the active material was produced in Europe and USA, today 80% of these materials come from India and China. Most generics come also from these countries, some of which are of very good quality (but not all). 

The DOHA Declaration encourages countries to use the “flexibilities” of TRIPS, especially compulsory licenses, to lessen the negative impact of patent protection. But in real life countries with manufacturing capacity find many difficulties to use these rights. When Thailand issued 3 compulsory licenses the patent holder, Abbot, withdrew all its new medicines from the registration process in the country. Both the EU and the USA officially questioned the use of this flexibility by the Thai authorities. In 2006 Novartis challenged the right of the Indian Government to issue a “compulsory license” and took it to court. In August 2007 the Madras High Court ruled that the government had not violated the Indian Constitution, and was able to balance the commercial interests versus the right to health.

Lack of financial accessibility

As a consequence of the structural Adjustment Programs of the 80’s and the strict budgetary control imposed on the public healthcare, user fees were imposed. The cost for patients affected seriously individuals and the public health system. Patients not able to afford these charges will turn to the informal sector or lack care all together. This creates a place for the black market of counterfeit medicines and illegal health care.  Added to the fees the patient has to add transport, food, and other expenses. Access to healthcare is a social right for all. But the lack of access will be a break to the fulfillment of the Millennium Goals in Health. It is of great importance to find sources of sustainable funding.

EU-Africa Summit: Lisbon Declaration
The Lisbon Summit, bringing together the European Union and Africa, has offered us a unique opportunity jointly to address the common contemporary challenges for our continents, in the year that we celebrate the 50th anniversary of the European integration and the 50th anniversary of the beginning of the independence of Africa.

We have come together in awareness of the lessons and experiences of the past, but also in the certainty that our common future requires an audacious approach, one that allows us to face with confidence the demands of our globalizing world.

Since our first gathering in 2000 in Cairo, much has changed. In Africa we have witnessed the creation of the African Union, which offers a new continental framework for addressing African issues and has become a recognised voice for the continent, and of its economic instrument, NEPAD. In Europe, the EU has grown in membership and scope, deepening its process of integration and acquiring new responsibilities in the world. On a global scale, we have today an increased understanding of our vital interdependence and are determined to work together in the global arena on the key political challenges of our time, such as energy and climate change, migration or gender issues.

In recognition of our ambitions, and of all that we share today and have shared in the past, we are resolved to build a new strategic political partnership for the future, overcoming the traditional donor-recipient relationship and building on common values and goals in our pursuit of peace and stability, democracy and rule of law, progress and development.

We will develop this partnership of equals, based on the effective engagement of our societies, in order to achieve significant results in our fundamental commitments, namely: the attainment of the Millennium Development Goals; the establishment of a robust peace and security architecture in Africa; the strengthening of investment, growth and prosperity through regional integration and closer economic ties; the promotion of good governance and human rights; and the creation of opportunities for shaping global governance in an open and multilateral framework.

We are determined to give this new strategic partnership the necessary means and instruments that will enable it to fulfill the Joint Strategy and the Action Plan that we have adopted today, and to do so we have created a comprehensive and effective follow-up mechanism that can deliver on these goals and show us the results on the occasion of the Third Summit that shall be held in 2010.

We believe that this Summit will be remembered as a moment of recognition of maturity and transformation in our continent to continent dialogue, opening new paths and opportunities for collective action for our common future.

Africa-Europe - What alternatives? 

European and African CSOs and social movements will debate alternatives in Lisbon 
European and African civil society organizations will meet in Lisbon on 8 to 9 December, in parallel with European Union / African Union Summit. 

They will alert political leaders and public opinion of the two continents to the disasters caused by trade competition, economic exploitation of ecosystems, restrictive migration policies and contempt of the most fundamental economic and social rights.

The second European Union / African Union Summit has been held in Lisbon on 8 – December 2007. 
In the words of the European Commission this Summit should sanction the transition from a "European strategy in Africa" towards a "Euro-African strategy" based on real partnership. On the program (although the final agenda has not yet been revealed): climate change and energy issues, governance and human rights, and migrations, mobility and employment. So far as Africa is concerned, the main priorities for discussion are agriculture and food sovereignty.
The issue of the Economic Partnership Agreements, initially swept under the carpet by the Portuguese Presidency which did not want such a sensitive question to endanger the success of "its" Summit, has recently become come to the fore and will, in fact, be a core stake of the debates. Given the contentious course of the negotiations, in particular the disintegration of the regional blocks, Lisbon could well be the theatre of disruptive discussions.

� This article is based on “Access to Quality Medicines in Resource-Poor Countries” by Raffaella Ravinetto IMT Antwerp, Belgium























