
 
 

Brussels, March 28, 2012 
Dear Baroness Ashton, 
 
We, members of the Coordination Europe-Haiti, are writing to express our deep concerns about 
the current turn of events in Haiti. 
 
Worrying political situation 
We have, over the last few months, been receiving worrying reports of, among other things: the 
intimidation of journalists, parliamentarians and members of the legal profession; the refusal to 
hold scheduled elections for a number of municipal and senatorial seats; the appointment of 
unelected ‘cartels’ to replace elected municipal officials, the refusal to cooperate with legitimate 
parliamentary enquiries and interference in judicial processes. 
 
Some weeks ago now, Prime Minister Garry Conille was forced to resign, his working relationship 
with the Office of the Presidency having apparently broken down over his insistence on 
investigating potential cases of corruption and abuse of power, as well as the President’s 
insistence on appointing cabinet members, a function constitutionally reserved for the Prime 
Minister.  
 
All the above issues emanate in one way or another largely from the Office of the Presidency, and 
arguably in certain instances can be deemed un-democratic, unconstitutional, and corrupt 
behaviour. 
 
No one with any knowledge of Haiti’s history could fail to be deeply concerned with such 
developments. 
 
There have also been a number of perceived targeted assassinations, mainly of figures seen as 
opposed to, or troublesome for the regime, as well as other incidents that have increased the 
climate of insecurity. Significant and credible civil society organisations have well-founded fears 
about the deteriorating human rights situation, which we believe could soon lead to a major 
crisis. 
 
Although it is difficult to verify with certainty the relation between these developments, they 
invite a need for much greater vigilance by the international community.  
 
We welcome the EU’s commitment to promoting good governance in Haiti as a central pillar in its 
development.  
 
We note that, in his address to the Haitian Parliament on 6th March, Commissioner Andriss 
Piebalgs referred to the political impasse in Haiti, saying that the absence of a Prime Minister was 
a barrier to progress. We also note, however, that in urging the Haitian Parliament to speed up 
ratification of the President’s nominee for the post, he did not acknowledge the potentially grave 
consequences of the drift towards authoritarianism by the President. 
 
We are somewhat perplexed by the fact that MINUSTAH, the UN stabilisation force in Haiti has, so 
far, turned a blind eye to the open mobilisation of armed groups in the country, showing a laxness 
that is in contrast to their swiftness in quelling ‘public disorder’ in other circumstances. 



 
The EU is major donor to Haiti and is preparing to disburse more funds directly to the Haitian 
government, a policy we welcome in principle. Hence we believe that not only citizens of Haiti, 
but EU citizens and taxpayers are entitled to better accountability and adherence to the rule of 
law on the part of the government, accountability and transparency from the EU, as well as an 
explanation for MINUSTAH’s apparent toleration of such worrying developments. 
 
We ask the External Action Service to address these concerns in dialogue with the Haitian 
authorities and to take action accordingly.  
 
The process of post-earthquake reconstruction 
Furthermore, we want to share our concerns about the limbo situation that exists since the 
termination of the Interim Haiti Recovery Commission. This directly affects the approval of any 
new reconstruction projects to be financed from the Haitian Reconstruction Fund, but also the 
overall coordination of the reconstruction process. Clarity is needed as to how the EU and the 
wider donor community deal with this situation, how delays in the reconstruction process can be 
prevented, and how coordination by the Haitian government could be improved. And as concerns 
those projects that have already been approved and are underway, the question is how 
accountability about progress and results is being guaranteed.  
 
It is our view and that of many Haitian CSOs, and indeed members of the former IHRC itself, that 
this body was flawed in both structure and operation. It is very important that a new model of 
reconstruction cooperation is adopted which allows the Haitian government to coordinate the 
reconstruction effort in a manner, which is accountable to both its citizens and international 
donors. Capacity building of the Ministry of Planning is key in this respect. 
 
In that context we finally plead for more openness about the budget support that the EU is giving 
to the Government of Haiti. So far, not sufficient public insight has been provided into the budget 
support indicators the international donor community and the Government of Haiti have agreed 
upon, let alone how the EU is constantly assessing the Haitian Government’s performance against 
those indicators. Knowing that several EU member states are increasingly critical about the 
instrument of budget support and that the indicators for good governance are currently being 
redefined, we expect that the examination of the Government of Haiti’s operations in this respect 
will be meticulous and will be communicated to the wider public.  
 
Openness is necessary in a time when a movie like ‘Haiti - Where did the money go?’ attracts way 
more attention from the public than all reports of the donor community about ‘Haiti two years 
after the earthquake’. But if the EU has a story to tell, then it is not a burden, but an honour to 
account for what has been achieved. 
 
We look forward to hearing your and the External Action Service’s thoughts on these matters. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
On behalf of the Coordination Europe-Haiti, 
 
Evert-Jan Brouwer, chairman 
 
For more info: www.coordinationeuropehaiti.eu  

http://www.coordinationeuropehaiti.eu/

