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Three "Economic Partnership Agreements" (EPAs) initialed from July to October 2014 between the EU and West Africa, Southern Africa and Eastern Africa will be submitted for ratification in the coming months to the European Parliament and national parliaments of Africa and Europe. The method is similar to that of the transatlantic Treaty (TTIP): secret negotiations. Their promoters are the same: multinational corporations, finance, supported by North and South political leaders. These promoters, in partial failure at the WTO, have adopted a strategy of multiplying bilateral agreements, which could lead to the global free trade of their dreams because these agreements have cross-impacts: if the TTIP were implemented, this would affect (in the sense of increased liberalization) on trade with the South, and vice versa in the North if all EPAs are implemented.

The former governor of the Central Bank of Nigeria, Professor Chukwuma Charles Soludo, declared on March 19, 2012 that the West African EPA would be a "second slavery." An appreciation close to that of the report of Jean-Claude Lefort unanimously adopted by the International Commission of the French National Assembly on July 5, 2006: "If the Commission persists, Europe will commit a political, tactical, economic and geostrategic error. Can we really take the responsibility of leading Africa, which would house in a few years the largest number of people living on less than a dollar a day, to more chaos, on the excuse to comply with the WTO rules?" This view was shared by Christiane Taubira in her report of 16 June 2008 to the French President of the Republic: "Rules destroying economies and driving men to despair are they immutable?... Does Europe feel invulnerable to the point of freeing herself from alliances based on historical, cultural and linguistic ties, and the proximity derived from them?... There is no example of market opening that has led to development". The address of Mamadou Cissokho, the Honorary President of ROPPA (Network of Farmers and Agricultural Producers' Organizations of West Africa), to the plenary session of the WTO Public Forum on 2 October 2014 shared the same conviction: "All countries that are developed today started by creating the conditions to become so through import protection and only after did they open their market to other countries. We cannot ask today to Africa to be the first example showing that it is by opening first its market that it will develop".

Let us judge by the economic constraints imposed to West Africa by the EPA:

- A progressive annual loss of import duties and value added tax up to € 2.5 billion in year 20 (based on 2012 imports from the EU), of which € 600 million due to the traffic diversion at the expense of imports from third countries. These budget losses would be of € 1 billion for the poorest countries – the 12 Least Developed Countries or LDCs out of the 16 Western Africa States –, in contradiction with the EU decision "Everything But Arms" of 2001 not requiring LDCs to open their markets to EU exports.
- A prohibition to increase export taxes to compensate tariffs losses despite the explosion of the population from 2014 to 2050 – from 340 to 815 million inhabitants when that of the EU28 would be of 526 million –, which will cap the production and exports of higher value added products while promoting their importation.
- A prohibition to increase the applied import duties after the start of the EPA implementation. West Africa will not be able to increase its present duty of 5% on milk powder which had the effect that its imports account for 65% of production while the East Africa can maintain its duties at the present level of 60% which allowed Kenya to become a net exporter of dairy products.
- The € 414 million of EU subsidies – essentially those "decoupled" – to its exports of cereals, meat and dairy products to West Africa in 2013 are 2.8 times higher than the € 150 million of customs duties that exporters of Ivory Coast, Ghana and Nigeria – which are not LDCs – would have had to pay on their 2013 exports to the EU under the GSP (Generalised System of Preferences) that would apply if the regional EPA is not ratified.
- The duty-free and quota-free West African exports to the EU will not prevent the erosion of their competitiveness after the implementation of the EU free trade agreements with Colombia, Peru, Ecuador and 6 countries of Central America, not to speak of the trade agreements still in negotiation: CETA, TTIP, Mercosur, India and Vietnam. These countries will have also a tariff free access to the EU market for most products and preparations exported by West Africa, including fish, coffee, cocoa, pineapple, beans, wood, textiles and clothing and their tariff on bananas will drop to €75 per tonne while Ivory Coast, Ghana and Nigeria would have to pay GSP duties (of which €132 per tonne of bananas) indefinitely if the EPA is not ratified.

Non-tariff provisions in the EPA resemble those of TAFTA. West Africa is committed to open negotiations with the EU six months after the conclusion of the EPA for a further liberalization, including of the services sector, government procurement, investment and intellectual property.

The EPA provides also for "dialogue bodies" responsible for monitoring, which resemble the disastrous Article 43 of the EU mandate for the TTIP and a dispute settlement mechanism "between the parties" in similar items (three private judges, etc.). Here, the parties are the EU and the African states, but it is clear that, if a European multinational considered himself aggrieved, he would seize the EU, which would put into motion this private mechanism imposing on African States.

The current situation of neocolonial domination of sub-Saharan Africa, and the huge economic inequalities between these two groups of countries, make the EPAs even more destructive by preventing their regional integration and greatly increasing unemployment and poverty, while its GDP per capita is 21 times lower than that of the EU!

That said, it would be wrong to see in these EPAs only bad things for the people of Africa, which is also true. This is not only out of solidarity that they should be blocked. Because the damage TTIP can make to the people of Europe, their society and their environment, or to global commons such as climate, these neocolonial EPAs would also do in key areas. And the EU is shooting itself in the foot because there would be a huge shortfall in the medium and long term to the EU industrial and services exports with high added value if sub-Saharan Africa is prevented to ensure first its food sovereignty and protect its infant industries.

EPAs would be an encouragement to European intensive agriculture, polluter, destroying jobs, "export-oriented", to the detriment of the transition to agroecology and towards food sovereignty. They would favor for the same reasons industries exporting poor-quality goods at the expense of ecological industrial transition and relocation policies. They would multiply goods transport over long distances, and greenhouse gases emissions. By organizing "freely" looting of subsurface resources in Africa, they would play against the energy and material transition in Europe, extending the period for unreasonable resort to fossil fuels and minerals instead of innovating in production methods of low consumption of them and low carbon.
