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REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR OF THE PROGRAMME COMMITTEE
FOR THE CELEBRATION OF THE TENTH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
FOUNDING OF THE OAU REGARDING THE FILM ON THE O0AU

The Programme Committee on the Celebretion OF the Tenth
Anniversary of the 0AU, under the Chairmanship of His Excellency,
Mr. Latyr Kamara, Ambassador of Semegél tdlSDCialiSt Ethiopisa,
met at the General Secretariat of the 0AY on May 15, 1981,

2, The purpose of this meeting was to review and to discuss
the final edition of the film on the 0AU, which was celivered by
Mr. B. Adjeli, the Producer, in February 1981.

3. It should be recalled, in thié congéction, that the
production of the film on the 0AU, was part of the programme
drawn up by the Programme Committee for the Celsbration of the
Tenth Anniversary of the ?ounding of the Organization of African
Unity in May, 1973. Accordingly, Mr. Boubakar Adjeli, Film
Producer, was commissioned by the Programme Committee to pro-
duce the film on-the OAU, on the basis and in keeping with

the scenario submitted by him and approved by the Programme
LCommittee.

4. This film on the 0AU, was conceived to be produced in
two complementary parts, the first part to show the historical
milestones which led to the emergence of Independent African
States and eventually to the Creation of the Organization of
African Unity. The second part was to show the efforts made
by Member States after attainment to independence as well as

the celebration of African Unity.

5, Thus, the first part of the film was scheduled to be
delivered by the Producer, on May 15, 1973 uwhile the second part
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was to be delivered on November 15, 1973.
6. The first part of the film was brought to Addis Ababa

by the Producer at the appointed time, The film was examined
by Meﬁbers of the Committee who found that it presented some
shortcomings. Consequently, it was rccommended to the Pro-~
ducer to re-do the film taking into account the relevant '
comments and amendments made by memhers of the Committee in

a megeting following the screening of the film, which was
attended by the Prgducer himself.

7. Subsequently, thore arose a misunderstanding betwsen

the Producer and the Committee with regard to supervision of

the film by an Expert appointed by the 0AU to ensure that the
amendmants and the comments made by the Commlttee, were proper=-
ly takan into account.in the revised.film before its final edition
and delluery. --This mlsunderstandlng, which was capable of

glqug_;;se to legal- consequencas, lasted for seweral years.

8. The misunderstanding, was finally resolved, thanks to
the personal offorts méde by the Chairman of the Committee,
. His Excellency Mr. Latyr Kamarg, whom the Committee had
requested to have talks with the Producer, during his annual
official mission to the United Nations in New York, aimed at
breaking the impasse that had been reached between the
Committee and the Producer. '

9, Consequently, it was agreed that the Producer, Mr.Adjali,
would bring the revised and completed film to Addis Ababa in
February, 1981 for presentation to the Thirty-sixth Ordinpary
Sassion of the Council of Ministcers., The Producer did, indeoed,

bring the - film which unfortunately, could not be presented to
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the Council of Ministcrs owing to lack of time. Therefore,
the Producer, after several days of waiting, wes obliged to

leave the film with thie Secretariat and return home,

10. Before his duparture, the Producer claimed, under the
terms of the contract, the payment to him of the final portion
of the price of the film (US$20,000). This claim, was not
satisfied by the General Secretariat on the grounds that the
terms of the decision of the Thirty-sccond Ordinary Session of
the Council of Ministers held in Nairobi, were not fulfilled.
In other words, that the Progromme Committoe should examine the
film and thereafter, authorize the paymont. In viecw, therafore,
of the pressure for payment by the producer on the one hand
and the reluctance of the Socretariat, on the.chor hand, to
meet the claim, for the reasans ogiven aﬁhvé, fhe Chairman and
Members of the Programme Committee, despite their tight
schedule of dutiecs on the ove of the forthcoming Thirty~-seventh
Ordinary Sossion of the Council of Ministers, agreed tp convene

a meeting to deal with the problem,

11, Against this backgrouﬁd; the Programme Cammittee on the
Celebration of the Tenth Anniversary of the 0AU, composed as
follows, met under the chairmanship of His Excellency Mr. Latyr
Kamara, Ambassador mf‘éenegdl from May 13 to 15, 1981, to

gxamine and to discuss the film
Prosent @

Sonegal Chairman

Cameroon Rapporteur
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Mambers

Egypt

Ethiopia

Chana

Nigeria

Senegal

Absent : Rwanda, Sierra Leone

12, . Members of the Committee, who had examined the film at a
screening which took place on May 13, 1981 met and proceeded |
to express their views on the Film just secn.
13, The chairman, in his opening remarks, stressed that the
purpose of the meeting was that of svaluating the film and of
gubmitting a’rehort to the Thirty~seventh Ordinary Session aof
the Council of Ministors with its own recommendations as well
as ta pronounce itself on the same.film in respect of the
payment of the balance of USZ20,000,.00 owing to the producer,
Mr, Adjali. Tho Chairman said thet having seen
the film, Members should now be able té make pertinent comments

on the film and declared the floor open.

14, A view wmas expressad from the floer that the film, as
seen, did mot measure up to expectations. Consequently, the
same should not be recommended: for presentation to the Caouncil
of Ministers as a film on the 0OAU. Rather, it was praposed,
instead, it should be put away in the archives cf Member Statos

for the following rcasons :

a) Appearance : The film has a very dark ang dull

appearance; the porsonalities and places are unre-~
cognizable while commentaries do not cften rolato

to the particular scene on the screen;
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b) Presentation: The film seems to be made up of

disjointed pieces of documentary films obtained
from different regions of the African Continent
and Europe. Moreover, it lacked proper

narration on the various scenes.

15. Another view was expressed that it was difficult to perceive
the idea and the objective persued in producing this £ilm, because,
despite concentration, it was not, in the opinion of the speaker,
possibie to connect the picture on the screen with the objective

that such a film should have obviously persued.

16, It was further stated that there was a manifest shortcoming
in the commentaries on various scenes which did not, as should
have been the case, assist the viewer in the understanding of the
£ilm. The speaker, enumerated the shortcomings of the film with
regard to 1ighting,‘synchronization of some sCenes and sequences
and further states that some scenes were too long while the vhole
£ilm fails to touch on the activities of all Member States. He -
added that the £ilm lacked political balance in that much aftention

was pa@d to somc lcaders while others were neglected.

17. The next speaker, supported the views expressed by those who
had preceded him on the floor and underlinced the disjointed and the
. incohcrent'bcqqenceé of various scenes_which, in his view, were
aggravated by the inadequate commemtaries of the scenes. In con-
clusion, he said that the film was not worthy of presentation to the

Council of Ministers nor of acceptance by the Programme Committee.

18. The following speaker said that, while he tended to agreé
with. the comments made by the previocus speakers with regard to the

shortCominds of the £ilm under discussion, he was not sure whether
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thesc-shortcamings were atf?ibutaﬁlc to an inherent defect in the
£ilm or to the‘techhiQuelof the prdjection. He added, on the
other ﬁand, théf ifhth¢ 0bjective'o£ the film i& to show the
efforts made by fherindéﬁendeént African States &imed at African
Unity, then the first part. of the f£ilm should be accepted, In
support of his view, he cited the scenes depicting the Colonial
era and the resistance put by the Peoples of Africa to liberate

themselves from colonialism.

19. According té the sﬁéakcr} these efforts which constitute
the first part of the film, are sufficiently shown and are in
keeping with the mandate given to the Producer under the contract,
He added that he.did not agree‘with those speakers who proposed
the outright shelving of the film and suggested, instead, that

the second part of the £ilm should be reviewed in-depth to reflect
adequately the further cfforts made by Member States during the

period outlined in the sccond part.

20. Members of the Committee, having given their views as
summarized in the preceding paragraphs, the Chairman took the
floor to say that when the Programme Committee, was established by
the Higher Instances of the OAU, it was given the mandate, inter
alia, for the production of a film on the OAU. Consequently, the
Committee had commissioned Mr, Boubakar Adjali, to produce the
£film. The Cﬁairman was of the vicw, therefore, that a rcport
reflecting the views expressed on this £ilm by Members of the
Committee, should be submitted to the Thirty-seventh Ordinary

Session of the Council of Ministers and the decision bhe left to

the latter, whether or 'not, the said £ilm should be rejected.
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21, Thosc Members present 1. were ne* able to attend the first
screening of the £film on 13 May, 1981 and, therefore could not
express their views during the discussions, were invited to

attend o second screching of the fiim, which the Secretoriat was
requested to arrandge, and to transmit their written views to

the Rapporteur for inclusion in the report.

22. Following the Chairmam's intervention, the Committee,
except the three menrbers who were not able to attend the first
screening, agreed that the film should be presented to the Thirty-
seventh Ordinary Session of the Council of Ministers and the
producecr, Mr. Boubakar Adjali, be invited to travel to Nairobi to

explain and project the film,

23, The written views of the three Members who had not attended

the first screcning of the £ilm were duly received,

24, One member was most vehemently against the presentation of

the film to the Council of Minisiers for the same reasons given by
other members and the other was strongly critical of the film vhich
in his view, had no bearing, » all its agpects and its treatment of
the subject, to an African reality even eight years ﬁack. The third
member agrceed with those who had expressed their dissatisfaction
with the film, he was of the view however that it should be presented

to the Council of Ministers for the latter's decision thercon.



AFRICAN UNION UNION AFRICAINE

African Union Common Repository http://archives.au.int
Organs Council of Ministers & Executive Council Collection
1981-06

Report of the Rapporteur of the
Programme Committee for the
Celebration of the Tenth Anniversary
of the Founding of the OAU, Regarding
the Film on the OAU

Organization of African Unity

Organization of African Unity

https://archives.au.int/handle/123456789/10151
Downloaded from African Union Common Repository



