~ Chapter 1

This chapter explores the African Union from an
organizational and opinion driven perspective. Using
opinions of African leaders, the press and ordinary
citizens it will attempt to understand how this
organization is perceived from different viewpoints.

This will be used as a tool to assess whether the
perceptions of the AU as an elitist ‘top down’ institution
are valid.The thesis will then explore the AU buildings,
using this to read the nature of the organization.

The intention of this chapter is to analyze the built
fabric in order to assess these political claims, citing
the writings of Lawrence J Vale and Charles T
Goodsell. Both these authors have looked at political
architecture as an expression of political ideas and

ideals that conceived them.

What is the African Union?

The South African department of foreign affairs website
defines the AU as “Africa’s premier institution and
principal organization for the promotion of
socio-economic integration of the continent”
(www.dfa.org.za ;Cited 09 March 2007)

This continental organization has replaced the
Organization of African Unity (OAU), a 39-year-old
53-nation body created for the purposes of promoting
African unity and eradication of all forms of colonialism
on the continent. (Rubin 2001:63)

On the 09-09-1999 at a heads of states meeting of the
OAU in Sirte, Libya, a debate took place over the role of
the OAU since Africa had defeated all forms direct
colonialism and apartheid on the continent.The Sirte
Declaration was passed calling for the establishment of a
union and 3 years later in Durban, South Africa the AU
was launched, marked by the first Assembly of the Heads
of State of the African Union.

(www.dfa.org.za ;Cited 09 March 2007)

AU?



How does the African Union work?

Africa is divided into many sovereign nations,
represented together they form the African Union. This
brief explanation explains the democratic process of a
typical member state and illustrates how that state fits
into the AU.

The diagram on the top right illustrates a simplified
understanding of the democratic process leading up to
the AU. The citizens of a country vote for a candidate
who will represent them at national government level.
The winning candidate becomes the president and
chooses ministers and other internal structures. This
forms the government of the country.This government
is represented by it's president and it's ministers at AU
level

The AU inturn is made up of specific organs
represented by the diagram bottom right, each with its
own mandate. These are:

* The Assembly

» The Executive council

* The Commission

» The Permanent Representatives Council

» Peace and Security Council

» Pan African Parliament

» The Economic, Social and Cultural Council

* The Court of Justice

» The Specialized Technical Committees
(www.africa-union.org, cited 21 April 2007)

Top:simplified diagram of democratic process

Top:simplified diagram of AU structures
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How is the African Union Viewed?

The purpose of presenting various opinions on the AU
is to recognize the different perspectives that exist
both from within the organization and outside of it.
This will inform the analysis of the AU buildings in
order to assess whether the opinion of the AU as a top
down institution is just.

Three sources of opinions will be looked at here.
Firstly, through the words of its leaders, analyzing the
opinion the AU has of itself. Secondly we will look at
the opinion of the press to gain a deeper
understanding and critique of the AU.

Thirdly, we will look at the opinions of everyday people
to understand how the political structure is perceived
from the outside.This will be done by the use of a
survey, complemented by an analysis of responses to
press writings of the AU, by ordinary citizens.

Using this three-point perspective of opinions is not
only crucial to understanding the dynamics of
perceptions related to the organization but it holds a
particular meaning to architecture.

In his book ‘Architecture ,Power and National Identity’,
Lawrence J Vale (1992:7) states that political buildings
appear to serve several symbolic purposes:

« It reflects the politicians and architects opinions

* It chooses to either reinforce or counter existing
social readings of architecture , an example of this
is the manipulation of scale to emphasize power

* It is an embodiment of the search for clarity,order
and predictability in a threatening world

Thus by analyzing the opinions of these three
groupings, we can look to read political architecture
objectively. This idea will be further explored when we
look at the AU buildings.

(www.africa-union.com,Cited 12 May 2007)
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What is the A.U’s opinion of itself?

If we are to analyze the various press releases and
speeches made by AU leaders we see a reoccurrence
of certain themes. One of these themes is the African
Renaissance.

In 1998, Thabo Mbeki, the deputy president of South
Africa at that time, gave a speech to a gathering of
South African and Japanese businessmen entitled:
The African Renaissance, South Africa and the world.
In order to elaborate on the idea of an African

Renaissance Mr. Mbeki asked the following:

“How dare

L blossoming o

in @ millennium only |

In his response to this the core of Mbeki’s African

L D

“When we s frican Renaissance, we

project both into the past and

4

Tutu
(www.unu.edu/unupress/mbeki.html , cited 24 May 2007).
The rest of the speech went on to ighlight the
achievements of African civilizations prior to and
during the European renaissance period and an
account of the liberation struggle of the continent
against colonialism during the 20th century.

"

Our interest however is neither in the content of the
African Renaissance nor the account of these
histories. The relevance of this to our discussion lies in
the concept of projection into the past and future, of
the African Renaissance.

Toeft: President Thabo Mbeki of South Africa
(www.dfa.org.za , cited 12 April 2007)
Top Right: President Joaquim Chissano of Mozambique

(www.africa-union.org ,cited 24 May 2007)
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This is not isolated to the words of Mr. Mbeki alone as
we see this in the words of many an AU public figure.
Thabo Mbeki headed the AU during the 2002-2003
post inception term handing over the reigns to
Mozambiquan president Joaquim Chissano.
(www.africa-union.org , cited 20 May 2007)

In Mr. Chissano’s inaugural address at the AU
Assembly (Maputo, 10 July 2003) we see the dual
projection coming through again.

(www.africa-union.org/speeches.html , cited 20 May 2007)

A third example of this dual projection is seen once
more in the recent comments of the South African
foreign affairs minister Nkosazana Dlamini-Zuma at

the African Union-Caribbean Diaspora conference
(24 April 2007).

(www.mg.co za/articleslist/breaking_news_africa/
24April2007_3-28.html ,cited 29 May 2007)

One would ask why is the dual projection embodied in
the idea of the African Renaissance important to the AU
public figures?, as seen in the reoccurrence of this theme
in the many press releases and speeches.

Returning to the speech of Mr. Chissano. The main point
of the words quoted were the commitment to the design
and implementation of the new strategic framework of
action of the African Union.

Yet before this point was made a lengthy tribute to the
liberation struggle was made. Would it have not been
sufficient to state the point? Perhaps, but the inclusion of
the struggle narrative gave this point gravitas, tying it in
to the efforts of ‘whole generations of combatants who
fought against colonialism and oppression.’

This link seems to legitimize his point as if to say:
'because we are so closely linked to this historic shared
struggle that has been successful our purpose for
meeting here is valid, legitimate and honorary'.
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This reminds us of an introductory lecture to the
advanced history of architecture and urbanism course,
addressed to architectural honors students at Wits
University. In this lecture, the difference between ‘the
past’ and ‘history’ was discussed.While the past is in
another time and place, history is a reconstruction of
the past. As such, the reasons as to why a history is
compiled and who compiles the history are of extreme
importance. (Lecture: Silverman 8 February 2006)
The World Book Encyclopedia reinforces this point:
“Experts try to be as unbiased as possible, but their
own beliefs and prejudices influence their
interpretations...this in-turn influences what historians
accept as reasonable testimony or likely sequence of
events” (1992:vol9, 223)

This has been represented on the diagrams on the
right. The top diagram shows the difference between
the past and present. The dotted line represents the
chain of events that link the past to the present.

The middle diagram shows us this chain of events with
each fact/event being represented by a symbol .The
man on the side is the historian who looks at the chain
of facts/events. The bottom diagram shows the history
according to the man who in his extraction of history
has been influenced by his own beliefs/prejudices. As
such his account of history would be different from

another historian looking at the same line of

facts/thoughts for different reasons ,criteria or
methodologies.

Top:simplified diagram of past and present

Top: simplified diagram of a person considering history

Top: simplified diagram of the derived history
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