COLLOQUIUM ON CHILD RESEARCH IN AFRICA
 Dakar-Senegal, 21-22 November 2006

REPORT OF THE COLLOQUIUM
________________________________________________________________________
Introduction: 

     It is easy to blame donors of not financing research on child rights and governments of not taking into account research findings. State decision-makers are faced with emergencies and above all, have an obligation to achieve result in the field of human rights protection; they cannot build upon a research the usefulness of which they are not certain about. And yet, the multidimensional action of governments and other actors involved in the daily management of child issues can only have limited impact on the status of children, as long as it is not preceded and guided by the findings of good research on children. Consequently, one can understand the whole importance of constantly questioning the vision, skills and relevance of research in Africa, to ensure that it effectively contributes to improving the status of children in the continent. 

     Aware of this major challenge, CODESRIA, in partnership with Childwatch International Research, has organised the Colloquium on Child Rights Research in Dakar, Senegal, from 21-22 November 2006. The aim of this continental meeting was for researchers to get together and evaluate the research potential in Africa, the possibility to establish a permanent exchange network, the organisational capacities and the usefulness of research regarding the status of children. The meeting was also to assess the resources research has got, in particular the technical skills of African researchers and the issue of financing. The particular note of this Colloquium was that child protection practitioners, donor institutions and decision-makers participated in the works.
Tuesday, November 21st, 2006, 9:30
Preliminaries: 

     Dr. Carlos CARDOSO from CODESRIA welcomed the presence at the Colloquium of NGOs, international organisations and research institutions, and highlighted the fact that the organisation of this meeting corresponded to CODESRIA’s goals of creating synergy between researchers, decision-makers and child protection practitioners.
     On behalf of Childwatch International Research, Mrs Rose SEPTEMBER stressed the importance of the Colloquium. She deplored the ineffectiveness of child rights despite the firm commitments undertaken by all actors, in particular the States. She announced the general objectives of the Colloquium, namely the prospective evaluation of the capacities of child research in terms of policy, practice and monitoring, and the strengthening of the commitment of decision-makers and donors.
     Mr Jean Baptiste ZOUNGRANA, Chair of the African Union’s Expert Committee, acknowledged the importance of the Colloquium for the African continent and thanked the organising committee. Mr ZOUNGRANA noted that, despite the decisive breakthroughs made by the international community, and despite the existence of research institutions, researches do not influence policy decision and, as a result, there is no significant progress in the status of African children.
Theme I: Prospects and Approach of Child Research in Africa                                         By Steven AROJJO and Rebecca NYONYINTOMO (Makerere University, Uganda).
Statement: 
     In the past two (2) decades, child studies in Africa where confined to drawing attention on the social exclusion of children and showing the factors that deteriorate their status. Yet, however important they are, researches have had no significant impact on policy decision and, therefore, effective enjoyment of child rights. There are indeed major difficulties that should be overcome if we are to make progress.
      Firstly, there is still controversy about the very perception of the child, since in some researches, the child is the “subject” while in others he is the “object”. Besides, the “age” factor, as basis for the definition of the child, remains a very relative criterion. Therefore, we do not know exactly who is a “child” in Africa since, through various studies, the bracket ranges from birth to the age of 22. 

     As regards the very substance of researches, it is observed that the institutional nature and characteristics have strongly influenced researches, mainly because of the financing issue, for it is noted that emphasis lays more on the institutional origin of the researcher than on his discipline. One third (1/3) of all the studies has been conducted by groups of researchers associated with North American institutions or joint European-American institutions, and approximately half (2) by academics in the North, in collaboration with African academics.
     In short, most studies have been produced by academics, but private researchers and NGOs also participated in the researches. It is certainly this disparate nature of research that has reduced its impact on the enjoyment of children’s rights. As regards the issue of publication of research findings, the study noted that, out of a total of 61 journals, only 10 that published the studies are dedicated to research on child rights. However, the said journals do not only publish data on child rights, for only 5 out of the 61 journals reviewed are exclusively focused on publication on African children.
     From a methodological point of view, there is a wide range of research approaches. There are the longitudinal conception and the transversal conception. Preference was given to transversal researches, because they incur less spending than longitudinal researches. In short, the range of approaches depends on the nature of the issues studied as well as the expected results.
   Conclusions and recommendations: 

· Collaboration between the different research actors should be promoted, in particular between researchers in the North and in the South, and in the different research areas. 

· It is necessary for researches to combine the qualitative and quantitative methods, in particular by using the Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS). 

    To illustrate the issue set forth, Mrs NYONYINTOMO informed participants about the experience of the Child Mental Health Research Centre, based in Makerere University and whose goal is to make available to the public the results of research, with a view to putting in place community-based strategies. The dissemination of the results of the Centre is a major challenge. There is also the issue of the low incomes allocated to researchers and research. Generally, Ugandan authorities believe that research is not important and that if researches are to be conducted, this must be for purely academic purposes and with University financing.

DEBATES: 

Mr Ibrahim ABDULLAH, Discussant: noted that the authors of the paper have not defined the subject, nor posed parameters. Why is it that, between ages 0 and 18, there is need for reinforced protection, knowing that there are other people within society who are vulnerable? He stressed the confusion that is maintained between children and youth in Africa, and which is also reflected in the paper. Is someone who becomes a soldier, even though he is under 18, still a child? Is the issue of children in difficult situation particular to the African continent, or does it exist in other climes? One should avoid generalisations that particularise the African child and show him in inevitably unfavourable light. Instead, one should take into account structural factors, the phenomenon of mass poverty and political and humanitarian disasters, as well as the rapid urban development. These issues should be the subject of research. There was need to theorise: methods and concepts should not continue to come from abroad.
     General debate: 
     It is noted that the paper submitted does not show the regions on which the researches focused. Besides, no diachronic analysis was made to trace the evolution of the issue. 
     The participants are convinced of the necessity to go in greater depth into the issue of research tools and to combine the quantitative and qualitative methods for more effective action-research. Besides, they underline the need to see how to bring decision-makers to investing more in research and taking it into account in the decision-making process. To do so, one needs to deepen the issue of dissemination of research findings. Participants think that it will be probably necessary to prepare abstracts for State decision-makers, and that the publication issue would justify the creation of more journals that would convey research findings.
     As regards the central issue of combining the qualitative and quantitative approaches, the authors, Steven AROJJO and Rebbecca NYONYINTOMO, suggest that researchers use the Demographic and Health Surveys (DHS) that would need to be combined with the results of qualitative surveys. Still on this issue, it is suggested that, for example, one can address the issue of child labour by using child narrations. The participants regret that too large a part of research has dwelt at length on the health area only. Besides, there are many research methods that do not at all echo the aspirations of children. The other Achilles tendon is that most of the researches only concern vulnerable and underprivileged children, deliberately rejecting normality, which only leads to partial and, therefore, biased solutions. Thus, there is need, the participants stress, for an approach that can give an overview of childhood in Africa, one that takes into account children’s opinion.
     The participants deplore the fact that decision-makers are those who formulate research priorities, based on the emergencies of the moment. Thus, they are convinced of the need for research initiatives to fall into a proactive logic, since the researcher’s mission is to formulate paths in view of development. Furthermore, there is need for an endogenous approach in researches, so as to start from the realities of our societies and the group dynamics, instead of addressing issues in a stereotyped and superficial manner.
     The need for a database on African children appears like an urgent priority. It is necessary, therefore, to collect and make available data on African children.
     Thus, at the end of the debates on the issue, the participants underline:

· The need to define the concept of “African child”. See whether the African child has specificities and, if necessary, use the comparative approach to highlight them; 

· Gaps in the conduct of research. Research should take into account the positive aspects and know how a lot of other children live better; 

· The need to use appropriate methodologies and to have a research monitoring mechanism; 

· The need to create a peer review, in order to make available and visible the research findings. How to create such a review? We are part of the international community: what are the barriers and how to remove these barriers, ask the participants. 

 
Theme II: Institutional analysis of child research in Africa:                                               By Kelvin MWABA, University of the Western Cape, RSA
Statement:
      Despite the general consensus on the ideal of reinforced child protection and the fact that many child research institutions were created since 1990, there are still challenges because the problems that undermine children’s well-being are multifaceted. And while it is true that a lot has been achieved during the past decade, there is still need for harmonisation of the policies of research, dissemination and follow-up of research findings, and for collaboration between research actors, practitioners and political decision-makers.
     In broad outline, the institutions involved in child research in Africa range from academic organisations with permanent multidisciplinary teams to nongovernmental community organisations that combine child research and field work. Some of these institutions work in close collaboration with international or regional organisations which themselves are working on childhood. There are the “recognised” academic institutions, the “not recognised” academic institutions, the “dedicated” and “non-dedicated” non-academic institutions, the “community-based” nongovernmental organisations and the national “coalitions”. 

   While child issues are integral part of the research themes for all academic institutions, only a few such institutions in Africa have established a convergence of programmes on child rights research. As regards the non-academic institutions like CODESRIA, they are first and foremost non-state organisations working on commissioned research relating to children. 

     As for the nongovernmental community organisations, they are fully involved in the conduct of child research in many countries in Africa. These organisations combine research and practice, and work on child issues from the grassroots level.

     As regards the coalitions, their mission is mainly advocacy for child rights in different areas.
     Conclusions and recommendations:
· It is fundamental to intensify training for researchers; 

· The consultation and collaboration between the different actors involved in child research must be increased. It is on this condition that our researches will be able to really influence policy decision and, in fact, contribute to improving the status of children. 
 
DEBATES: 

Mrs Maylene Shung KING, Discussant: There is a common understanding of issues and a convergence of points of view. Children represent in total 220 million of the whole African population, and it is good that, in finding out solutions to the problems of this important component of the population, we work in cohesion.
     The categorisation proposed by Mr MWABA could have been refined. In fact, the 5 categories he indicates are not all institutional categories strictly speaking, since Kenyatta and Western Cape Universities, for example, are rather research poles. It is necessary, therefore, to distinguish clearly between the institutions that are doing research to find out solutions to problems and those that are solely action-oriented. Synergy is essential to influence policy decision. The issue of implementation of the conventions is a recurrent one. It is easy to say that governments lack political will. In actual fact, States are faced with real difficulties and emergencies related to the endemic poverty of the populations. Mr MWABA could have described the picture of the grouping of institutions. What are the existing groupings? Do we have to form more of them, or not? What are the accumulated successes and failures, and why these failures and successes? What are the possible linkages between the NGOs and institutions operating in Africa, and those operating in the West? How to establish, strengthen and optimise the partnership between our institutions and those in the North? What are the changes between the different programmes for children in individual countries, so that researchers can inspire each other? The basic question is how to link research to policies, in other words, which methodologies to use, in order for our researches to be consistent with the needs of child rights and influence policy decision? 

     General debate: The participants are convinced that the research is “balkanised”, as a consequence of linguistic barriers. There are in fact so many untapped studies. The linguistic problem makes communication difficult. Researchers only work on publications that are available in their language and in their sub-region.
     The participants are unanimous in acknowledging the importance of collaboration and large dissemination of the research findings. 

   There is a difference between a “researcher” and an “intellectual”, the participants stress. The “researcher” is often accused of not being in phase with the society he lives in and of doing art for art’s sake. He is also very often perceived as a tool that produces what he is asked to produce. On the other hand, the intellectual is someone who makes use of his intelligence to anticipate or face problems. Why not adopt an intellectual approach and make our researches consistent with issues that are real for the well-being of our children? Our institutional framework is outdated: there is now a new and very complex stage with main actors that can no longer be ignored. Shouldn’t we develop a consistent agenda and original institutional forms that can gradually change the existing institutions? Following these questionings, the participants stress the urgent need for a comprehensive institutional study.

      It is noted that child right researches are minor researches, since those who should carry on such researches don’t do it, finding this field uninteresting and preferring to get concerned with adult issues. What can we do so that researchers do not lose interest in research in order to become civil servants, as is currently observed in Cote d’Ivoire, the participants wonder? 

     The participants agree upon the fact that research organisations are faced with a number of challenges, in particular compliance with an appropriate methodology and above all, scientific rigour. Often, because of the urgent nature of the problems and the impatience of the research beneficiaries, the results have no real impact on the situation lived by children. Therefore, there is need for a comprehensive and representative case study of the whole continent, in order to know what the real impact of the researches was, on policy decision as well as children’s daily life. 

     The participants agree on the importance of a comprehensive typology of research institutions, which will make the network to be established more efficient. Moreover, lobbying will have to be exerted if institutions are really to influence policy-makers in their policy-making. To do so, there is need to strengthen the collaboration between researchers. The idea of collaboration within the coalition is essential. 

     Attention is drawn to the primordial importance of the ethic factor. It is indeed to the African child that researchers must think in elaborating agendas as well as in field activities, the participants agree. 

     To conclude the deliberations of the day, the participants congratulate themselves for the fact that the Colloquium started well.

1. For Theme I, they underline the following:

· The paper presented by Steven AROJJO and Rebecca NYONYINTOMO on the research prospects in Africa is not complete, some issues were not dealt with and additional data will have to be incorporated; 

· Child rights research is still a challenge. The specificities and context of each country should be taken into account; 

· The issue of methodology is fundamental. The comparative approach should be central to any approach;
· It is necessary to further the reflection on the impact of research: what is the relationship between research and policy?
· There is need for a genuine “research policy” that entails networking, collaboration of all the actors involved in research, tapping and publication of the results. 

     
2. For Theme II, they stress the following: 

· The typology of institutions is not exhaustive. Mr KELVIN could improve it; 

· There is need to think to new forms of institutions; 

· There is need for comprehensive thinking on the status of research on child rights in Africa; 

· Certain strategies need to be refined, in order to make effective and fruitful the collaboration of research institutions between them on the one hand, and with other international institutions and NGOs on the other hand. 

 
November 22nd, 2006, 9:00
Theme III: Mechanisms and priorities in financing child research in Africa                                                                                                                           By Maureen MWERU and John N’GASIKE, KENYATTA University
Mr John N’GASIKE
     African states, which are faced with widespread poverty of their populations, have priorities and emergencies other than the rights of children, and they hesitate to release funds for research, except for extremely urgent health issues such as HIV/Aids and food. Researchers must manage, therefore, to convince donors, in particular the State, about the need to fund research, if field action is to have a significant impact on the fate of children. 

     The immediate effect of the lack of public funds is that the impact of child research can only largely depend on external donors who, unfortunately, tend to impose research priorities.
Mrs Maureen MWERU 

     Child rights research is mainly funded by the governments of industrialised countries (see list in Appendix B). Generally speaking, to the exception of South Africa, governments in African countries do not fund research. The major funders of research are the United States of America and some international organisations like UNICEF, WHO, the World Bank and Foundations like ROCKEFELLER, etc (See Annex B). There are also private donations and other various products of research institutions such as the sale of publications. 

     In total, international organisations have granted 42 million dollars out of a global amount of funding of 528 million dollars. 

     With regard to the funding beneficiaries, it is noted that academic research institutions tend to have the confidence of donors and to sweep off most of the funds. Individual researchers and NGOs are the poor relations as far as funding is concerned.
     As for the financing mechanisms, they are many, with often constraining procedures. The study could identify, among others: 

· The scholarship requests by postgraduate students; 

· The fund requests for the organisation of national and international seminars, workshops and conferences; 

· The fund requests for the organisation of joint researches between researchers in the North and in the South; 

· The grants provided by the International Development Research Centre (IDRC), for example with a view to participating in the XVIth International AIDS Conference in 2006; 

· Spending for the creation and operation of research projects, etc. 

     As for the priorities, there is health and its sub-areas, in particular the HIV/AIDS prevention programmes, education, researches related to the physical and legal protection of the child, such as the fight against the worst forms of labour, the fight against violence and all forms of discrimination, research aimed at reducing poverty and social exclusion of children (for the details, see Appendix C of the paper).

Conclusions and recommendations: 

· Financing child research is not a priority for States. The programmes that received a lot of financing are those that were conceived starting from the Millennium goals, such as HIV/AIDS control and health in general; 

· Universities receive more financing because they are supposed to continue and complete the research;
· The fact that donors are quite exclusively governments of industrialised countries apparently leads researchers to trying to identify the areas that are among the priorities of these governments and international organisations. This has a major impact on the volume of research in Africa, while the Westerners do not necessarily have an accurate image of the African child;
· It is essential for African researchers to collaborate, so as to influence governments; if academic institutions are allocated a lot of funds, the results of the university studies should not remain in university libraries;
· External donors should only provide financing to Africa, and not impose research protocols.
DEBATES:

Mr Guy MASSART, Discussant: We would have liked more precisions about the distribution of the funds earmarked for research, as well as an overview of the strategies that were implemented to have these funds released. Likewise, the authors should have given an outline of the allocation of the funds to the different research themes, region by region, which would have informed us about the priorities of donors. They could have proposed a positioning strategy for capturing more funds. This would have served at least as a basis for our discussions.

      The diktat of donors should have been clearly highlighted right at the beginning of the paper. It would have been best to describe the conflict between researchers and donors from the start: the tendency of donors to decide on the relevance of themes. Therefore, it would have been more interesting to give us a more political analysis on research financing. The authors should have told us what researchers should do, and what is conceivable for governments and donors to take researches seriously. 

      The paper presented does not identify the problems of current research. It should have indicated a number of difficulties that hamper research and inhibit financing: the content and quality of the training received, the difficulties faced by younger researchers in written communication, the disconnection of researchers from the realities of the environment, etc. 
     In the light of the above, there are, therefore, a number of challenges:

· The quality of research should be the first concern; 

· Creativeness and reflexivity so as to try to produce researches that are not a full reproduction of the views of donors; 

· Empiricism; 

· The need to include a communication and result dissemination strategy. Researchers must fully play the role of intellectuals and assume their political responsibilities as members of civil society. 

   The paper did not address the deep changes of the moment. There are indeed new actors and research is increasingly being financed by new investors. Who are those investors? Private entities, foundations, international NGOs, associations in the Diaspora, etc? What are these new investors looking for? There is high competition and strong media coverage of interventions. It is necessary to adapt to these new realities. 

   General debate: The participants make the following contributions: It is advisable to complete the paper by including a geography of research and financing. This could help in the prospect of financing of the network. There is need to distinguish between empiricism and utilitarianism. Very often, the researches initiated target an immediate goal and this is where empiricism merges with utilitarianism: concrete solutions are wanted, and in this process, the need for theorisation relatively to the data available is underestimated. The issue of social breakdown becomes important. Empiricism is something that pursues us as African researchers, the participants convince themselves. 

   It is observed that African research has become extremely conservative and does not involve the public. Yet, research should also serve the field actors, and needs to be a tool for evaluating the different actors. There is a feeling that African research has shut itself away in a sort of ivory tour. Which leads to the syndrome of besieged citadel: we blame others and we are in conflict with stakeholders in the North, while we should shake our governments, the participants agree. 
    
Moreover, the participants find it necessary to evaluate the supply and demand of research financing. Identify for the last 10 years the research areas that received most financing, and those that received less, and see what accounts for this situation. 

    
The paper should have analysed the tendency of governments not to assume their responsibilities, while the States, in signing the international conventions, made a firm commitment. In short, the participants are convinced that, since governments have emergencies and priorities, it is the relevance of researches that should bring them to intervening in financing research.
Concluding session: 12:00
     It is reminded that the Colloquium had 4 objectives, namely, to question the research capacities, to demonstrate the research capacities, to demonstrate the research potential both in practice and in policy-making, and to establish a permanent network. There were very useful and dynamic discussions based on the 3 papers presented. There were exchanges of experience and knowledge sharing. 

     With regard to the 3 communications, it is retained that the authors will bring the necessary changes according to the debates and will resubmit to the organisers the 3 papers that will be able to be considered as final. 

 
The participants admit that they are faced with a number of challenges which, however, are not particular to Africa. They are convinced that what matters is to see how to handle researches, how to make progress, how to bridge gaps. They resolve to pool the competencies they represent and create synergy between researchers in Africa, to come to a research network that assumes child research. The international context, the context of their respective countries and the institutional context will have to be taken into consideration. How will they define the African child? How to identify what is important to define a coherent and relevant research programme, do they ask? 
The participants find that, even if there were many questions about the methodology, none of the papers could make a general review of the methodologies used in the researches. There is need to create interaction between the different actors, if researches are to have impact. How then to build their capacities to publish their results, in such a way as to raise public interest and convince donors, the participants ask? Do their researches develop the continent? What are their new challenges as researchers? How then to make all their initiatives function? As a group, how are they going to make things change, the participants constantly wondered? 

     While the participants unanimously acknowledge the need for large dissemination of the results, they find that publication supposes means. They recommend that the 3 background papers continue to be enriched, in particular by including data provided by Francophone journals. The 3 papers are indeed fundamental for the work in the network. They must be reference papers, the participants stress. 

The participants consider it necessary to find out mechanisms that make it possible to represent the African continent as a whole and to bridge the gap between researchers and policymakers. To do so, it is necessary to know whether there is enough interest for research users, policymakers and children. When all is said and done, children should be the engines of the work of researchers, the participants agree. The participants recommend that the division between Sub-Saharan Africa and North Africa be eliminated, for Africa is one.
     The participants stress the importance of elaborating a relevant approach in order to strengthen their capacity of analysis of child issues in this changing world. The present debates will have to provide them with the focal points on which they must concentrate, in order to better deal with African child issues. Consequently, they constantly wonder about how to conduct research. Is it possible to have key areas for the researches their structure is going to conduct? Why to choose such or such area? 

     The participants discuss the nature of the network to be established. Will it be a network of researchers, of institutions, or of best researchers in the continent? What will be the scope of this network? Which are the activities to be conducted? Will it be a network for improving research, establishing collaboration between researchers, setting the research agenda, disseminating research findings, or a network that will serve as a bridge between researchers and non researchers? 
      The fact remains that it is necessary to manage to form a society of researchers that covers all the linguistic blocks of the continent, since there are skills across the continent.
Closing session of the Colloquium: 16:00
On behalf of CODESRIA, Dr. Carlos CARDOSO is pleased about the fact that the goals set by the participants were achieved. Since the day before, indeed, the capacity and potentialities of research in Africa have been questioned. The participants managed to set up a consultation structure that will enable researchers to exchange and evaluate each other. 

     With regard to the major goal of bringing researchers, decision-makers, NGOs and donors around the same roundtable, a good start was made. 
      Dr. CARDOSO thanks all the partners who devoted their precious time to supporting the Colloquium. He specifically names Mr Jean Claude LEGRAND from UNICEF, Mr Guy MASSART from PLAN INTERNATIONAL, Mrs Gisèle MITTON from the ILO, Mr Jean Baptiste ZOUNGRANA, Chair of the African Union’s Expert Committee. He also thanks participants who made the effort to come to Dakar, namely the representatives of Togo, Cote d’Ivoire, Uganda, Chad, Zimbabwe, Kenya, Ethiopia, Cameroon, Benin, Mali, South Africa and Sierra Leone. He particularly thanks Mrs Rose SEPTEMBER and Maylene SHUNG KING of South Africa who have been accompanying for a year the idea of this Colloquium, as well as the authors of the different communications. All this would not have been possible, he stresses, without the financial support and close collaboration of Childwatch International Research, Codesria and UNICEF. 

     On behalf of the African Union’s Expert Committee, Mr Jean Baptiste ZOUNGRANA welcomes the good idea of the Colloquium on child rights research in Africa. He finds the themes relevant and the debates very rich. Likewise, the orientations and the results reached are very promising. He expresses his deep gratitude to the Colloquium’s organising committee. He wishes every encouragement and promises to go to Addis Ababa and report to the Expert Committee. He promises increased support to the Network that has been established. The Network could attend the meetings of the African Union’s Expert Committee, as Observer.
CONCLUSION:
     Exchange, self-criticism, discussion, conclusions and orientations, this is, in a nutshell, what the pan-African Colloquium on child rights research, organised in Dakar on 21-22 November 2006, was. Three interactive consultancies served as a lever to the deliberations of the Colloquium: the prospects and approaches of child research, the institutional analysis of research, and the mechanisms and funding priorities of child rights research in Africa. 

     The two first themes of the Colloquium consisted in a sort of self-criticism of African research. Preventing the syndrome of besieged citadel, a group more or less representative of Africa gathered together to evaluate objectively the realism, relevance and usefulness of child researches in Africa, which is a fully professional and responsible attitude. If indeed it turned out that, in addition to not being in phase with our society, we work in a disorganised manner, have no appropriate methodologies and, above all, do not disseminate our results, could we still blame decision-makers at the State and international levels not to rely on and take into account our profession? What new orientations should we take for our researches to improve significantly the status of children in the continent? These were the constant interrogations of the participants in the Colloquium. The third theme, namely the issue of research financing, was a continuation of the previous debates since, as the participants were unanimously convinced, the release of funds depends on the quality and usefulness of the research. Thus, after resolute and rich debates, the Colloquium has decided on the following major orientations: 

· Maintaining permanent consultation between researchers and an opening to the general public and the international community, through “peer review”; 

· Need to think a new type of child research institutions, taking into account the contextual data of the moment; 

· Intensification of training for African researchers, as far as the new research approaches including empiricism are concerned; 

· Permanent dialogue with politicians, international organisations and donors; 

· Building the partnership between African research institutions and research institutions outside the continent; 

· Renewed initiative and adoption of a proactive approach. 

     It is the importance of these undertakings that justified the setting up of a permanent Network of African child rights researchers. 

     The Dakar Colloquium has been an appropriate framework for African researchers to discuss, criticise and decide on orientations, towards assuming their responsibilities in the transformation of the African continent. The analytical reflections and prospective criticisms have resulted in the emergence of the synergy required to overcome the barriers set by applied research on child issues. This heralds better enjoyment of the rights of the African child. 
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November 22nd, 2006 

14:25, Session setting up the “African Child Research Network”
      After discussions, the participants, gathered together at the Colloquium on the status of child research in Africa, unanimously decide to create the African Child Research Network whose aims are the following:

· Building research capacity; 

· Dissemination and dialogue; 

· Collaborative research; 

· Dialogue, commitment towards the key actors; 

· Influencing the continent’s decision-makers. 

      The participants discuss the scope of the Network. The latter will require a lot of energy, since it will cover the whole continent. Linguistic barriers and financing problem are likely to exist. The participants wonder whether everybody should be included in the network. 

The participants consider that there is need to be inclusive by opening the Network to the whole continent. It is proposed to start with a small group in order to define the vision of the Network, even if the latter has a continental vocation. 
Finally, the participants decide to create a “research Network” with a reference group open to the participation of other actors.

The composition of the initial group is set at 10 people: Rose SEPTEMBER, Rita-Félicité SODJIEDO HOUNTON, Rebecca NYONYINTOMO, Meheret AYENEW, Carlos CARDOSO, Moussa SISSOKO, Tatek ABEBE, Almon SHUMBA, Marthe ATANGANA ABOLO (Central Africa) and one representative of North Africa (to be designated).

The participants stress the need for terms of reference for what has to be done for now. It is decided to develop a paper that could be modified as necessary. With regard to the issues of financing, of physical inputs and of the statutes of the network, the participants decide to give responsibility to one or 2 persons for making proposals to the rest of the Network members. Dr. Carlos CARDOSO accepts that the secretariat and coordination of the Network be ensured by CODESRIA.
     The participants agree upon the work programme of the initial group: 

1. Write a document including an overview of what has been done during this Colloquium. This document will be circulated;

2. Discussion around the papers to be completed;

3. Draw up the statutes of the Network;

4. Draft policy papers;

5. Definition of the Network’s membership criteria;

6. Criteria of representativeness;

7. Work plan for the Network;

8. Identification of donors for the activities of the Network;

      The working group will meet immediately after the closing session of the Colloquium to decide on the date for the next meeting.
16:45 - 17:15

Short meeting of the initial group of the Network. The initial tasks are distributed, in particular with regard to the physical and organisational aspect as well as the elaboration of the texts that will guide the Network. The designated persons will make proposals to the rest of the group members. The members also discuss the communication modalities among them, with a view to preparing the next meeting.
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