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WEST AFRICA NETWORK FOR PEACEBUILDING

NEGOTIATING A PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT IN THE COMPLEXITY
OF THE IVORIAN POLITICAL CRISIS: WHICH WAY FORWARD?

In recognition of the role and achievements of the West Africa Network for Peacebuilding (WANEP) in Conflict Prevention and Peacebuilding 
in Africa, particularly in West Africa, the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations at its substantive session of 2006 granted WANEP 
Special Consultative Status to the UN. WANEP is therefore mandated to designate official representatives to the United Nations in New York, 
Geneva and Vienna to further its advocacy and outreach strategies for peace and human security. 

1. INTRODUCTION

In the evolving political crisis of 
C o t e  d ' I v o i r e ,  s i g n i f i c a n t  
preventive diplomatic efforts have 
been deployed both at the level of 
the Economic Community of West 
African States (ECOWAS) and the 
African Union (AU) to end the 
crisis. As the political stalemate 
deepened following the run-off 
elections on 28th November 2010, 
the               Authority of Heads of 
State of ECOWAS meeting in an 
Extraordinary Session on 7th December 
in the Nigerian capital Abuja, endorsed 
the results of the Ivorian second round 
e l e c t i o n s  a s  d e c l a re d  b y  t h e  
Independent Electoral Commission and 
certified by the Special Representative 
of the Secretary General of the United 
Nations in Cote d'Ivoire. 

This policy brief examines the possible 
outcomes of the engagement of the AU 
High Panel in search of a peaceful end to 
the Ivorian political crisis. The policy 
brief further explores the complexity of 

1
the mediation process  in Cote d'Ivoire 

where the underlining assumption of a 
p e a c e f u l  s e t t l e m e n t  o b l i g e s  
compliance on the part of the 
incumbent President Laurent Gbabgo 
to cede power to Mr. Alassane 
Ouattara, the recognized winner and 
President Elect as declared by the 
Authority of Heads of State of ECOWAS. 
H o w  m u s t  t h e  A U - E C O W A S  
intervention facilitate a transition of 
political power in a peaceful manner 
when the key actor; the incumbent 
President refuses to step down or 
accepts the decision of ECOWAS and 
the Africa Union leaders backed by the 
United Nations? What could be the way 
forward in such a complicated 
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negotiation process? Are there 
policy options available that can 
be pursued to respond to the 
current stalemate while at the 
same time recognizing that the 
preferred response option must 
deal adequately and simultaneous 
with the current crisis and the 
medium to long term threat to 
peace and stability in Cote 
d'Ivoire?  

2 . 0 .  I M P L I C A T I O N S  O F  
ECOWAS/AU DECISIONS AND 
T H E  P R O S P E C T S  F O R  A  
PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT
The Heads of State after reviewing the 
political and security situation arising at 
that critical time from the declaration of 
the results of the run-off elections 
endorsed the results in accordance with 
United Nations Security Council 

2
Resolution 1765 , dated 16th July 2007. 
The Authority of Heads of State went 

1
 The current efforts of African Leaders are not Mediation in the conceptual understanding of the term. It is more a combination of arbitration and negotiating with parties with 

reference to political agreements, accords and convergence principles of democracy and good governance  
2
  In accordance with UN Security Council Resolution 1765, paragraph 6 in particular reads as follows” Decides to terminate the mandate of the High Representative for the Elections, 

decides therefore that the Special Representative of the Secretary-General in Cote d'Ivoire shall certify that all stages of the electoral process provide all the necessary guarantees for 
the holding of open, free, fair and transparent presidential and legislative elections in accordance with international standards, and requests the Secretary-General to take all the 
necessary steps so that the Special Representative has at his disposal a support cell providing him all the appropriate assistance to fulfill this task…” 

The West Africa Early Warning Network (WARN) is 
an integral part of the West Africa Preventive 
Peacebuilding Program co-ordinated by the West 
Africa Network for Peacebuilding (WANEP). 
Through its WARN Program, WANEP is setting the 
stage for a civil society-based early warning and 
response network in Africa with emphasis on 
human security. 

West Africa Early Warning & EARLY RESPONSE Network (WARN)

WARN covers the entire Economic Community of 
West African States (ECOWAS) sub-region including 
Cameroon and Chad. Our focus was initially the Mano 
River Basin countries of Sierra Leone, Guinea, Liberia, 
and Côte d'Ivoire. We have since expanded to cover 
the entire West Africa sub-region. 

Since 2002, WANEP entered into an agreement with 
ECOWAS through the signing of a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) in the framework of capacity 
building in Conflict Prevention. One of the goals of 
this agreement is to interface WARN with the 
ECOWAS Early Warning Systems to optimize early 
warning conflict prevention in West Africa. In view 
of this development, WANEP has been operating a 
liaison office located at the ECOWAS Secretariat in 
Abuja, Nigeria since April 2003.  

Gbagbo and Ouattara in the main political debate before the
run-off elections                                                            Source: RTI
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further on the basis of the certification 
of the results by the UN to recognize Mr. 
Alassane Dramane Ouattara as  
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President-elect.  The joint AU-ECOWAS 
mission to Cote d'Ivoire on 3rd January 
2011 reiterated the positions of the 
Extraordinary Summits of ECOWAS 
Heads of State and Government and the 
AU Peace and Security Council and 
called on Mr. Gbagbo to peacefully hand 
over power to Mr. Ouattara.

Subsequent to these decisions and the 
flurry of diplomatic activity of various 
missions to Cote d'Ivoire, the Peace and 
Security Council of the AU during the 
16th ordinary summit of the African 
Union from the 30th to 31st January 
2011, took the decision to form a High 
Panel of five Presidents, one from each 
of the sub-regions of the continent to 
pursue a peaceful settlement of the 
crisis based on the principle of the 
respect of the will of the Ivorian people. 
During the four week timeframe of the 
work of the AU High Panel, the decisions 
they arrive at according to the AU must 
be binding on all parties.

It is important to appreciate the 
implications of the decisions of the 
Authority of Heads of State of ECOWAS 
and the Peace and Security Council of 
the AU. While African leaders are trying 
to live up to their resolve of non-
indifference as outlined in the 
Constitutive Act of the AU, ECOWAS 
application of its protocols and track 
record for mitigating conflicts is tested 
to the limit. The decisions of the Peace 
and Security Council of the AU have set 
the ground rules for engagement with 
emphasis on pursuing a peaceful 
settlement.  There are however 
underlying assumptions from these 
decisions that inform the on-going 
efforts at a peaceful settlement. In 
dealing with the complexity of the 
search for peace in Cote d'Ivoire, what 
kind of precedent would be set in 
dealing with similar post election crisis 
in Africa? This is even more pertinent 
considering that up to 17 elections are 
scheduled to be organized in Africa in 
2011 to 2012. What are some of the 

implications of the decisions of the 
Peace and Security Council of the AU?

i.  The very first general assumption is 
that African political leaders and indeed 
all political actors take seriously their 
commitments and obligations in 
treaties, agreements and protocols they 
sign and endorse.   

ii.   In this regard, the starting point for a 
successful engagement in Cote d'Ivoire 
is to uphold the decisions of the 
ECOWAS and AU leaders. These 
decisions are informed by the 
Constitutive Act of the AU and the 
provisions of Article 45 of the ECOWAS 
Protocol on Democracy and Good 
Governance. Further to this, the 
process of certification of the election 
results was integral in the political 
agreements of Pretoria and the 
Ouagadougou political accord as 
accepted by all parties in the Ivorian 
conflict and affirmed by UN Security 
Council resolution 1765. This informed 
the ECOWAS/AU endorsement of the 
results.

iii.  The ECOWAS revised treaty and the 
relevant protocols for upholding good 
governance and preventing violent 
conflicts in West Africa have no value 
when they are not respected or cannot 
be applied. In undertaking to recognize 
Mr. Alassane Ouattara as President-
elect, West African leaders also fully 
uphold the principle of supranationality 
within the context of Peace and Security 
and guided by the treaties and protocols 
that hold West African States obligated 
to abide by the values and principles 
which must be respected to prevent 
violent conflicts. 

iv.  The objective criteria that will inform 
a peaceful outcome of the Ivorian crisis 
holds all parties accountable to respect 
their obligations in all the political 
agreements since the rebellion of 
September 2002 and culminating in the 
Ouagadougou Political Accords and 
with the firm endorsements of the 
relevant United Nations Security 
Council Resolutions. 

v.   In appreciating these assumptions it 
is important to continue to avail to Mr. 
Gbagbo, the opportunity to articulate 
the reasons behind his current position 
which is the refusal to step down. The 
process of engagement with him could 
clarify the current contradictions and 
contribute to a peaceful settlement.
 
While the emphasis is on a peaceful 
resolution of the Ivorian crisis, the 
situation on the ground remains in flux 
but could have been much worse with 
an escalated level of violence and a 
higher number in loss of human lives 
and destruction of property had it not 
been for the firm and resolute stand of 
African leaders. As long as the current 
peaceful efforts are sustained, there is 
no justification whatsoever for any side 
in the political confrontation to resort to 
violent means to impose its will. 
Preventive diplomacy it must be 
underscored has held the fragile 
political environment together and 
averted a blood bath at least for now. 
While Mr. Gbagbo has frowned and 
disagreed with the decisions of African 
leaders, he is maintaining cooperation. 
African leaders unlike in the years pre-
dating the African Union have taking 
ownership and are providing leadership 
in managing the crisis. 

III. C H A L L E N G E S  T O  T H E  
MEDIATION PROCESS
The first obvious challenge is to 
determine exactly what are the issues 
underlying the crisis. The African 
diplomatic effort up to now is limited in 
persuading Mr. Gbagbo to step aside 
and cede power to Mr. Ouattara, on the 
basis of the evidence of the election 
results and its process of certification. Is 
this the core issue on the table that the 
AU High Panel has to deal with and make 
binding decisions after engaging with 
the parties?   Has the election results 
not become a smokescreen that 

2

COTE D'IVOIRE NEGOTIATING A PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT IN THE COMPLEXITY OF THE IVORIAN POLITICAL CRISIS: WHICH WAY FORWARD?

WANEP has Special Consultative Status with the United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)

3
 For more details, read the Final Communiqué of the Extraordinary Session of the Authority of Heads of State and Government on Cote D'Ivoire. Abuja, 7 December 2010.  
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continues to cloud the nationality 
issues that have been dealt with in the 
Accra, Pretoria and Ouagadougou 
political accords? 

This is a relevant question in as much as 
the political context and discussions 
especially from the Gbagbo side keep 
insinuating identity as a continuing 
c o n t e n d i n g  i s s u e .  D u r i n g  h i s  
“investiture” by the Constitutional 
Court, Mr. Gbagbo proclaimed that he 
will not negotiate the sovereignty of 

4
C o t e  d ' I v o i r e .  S u b s e q u e n t  
pronouncements from close Gbagbo 
associates including the first lady 
Simeon Gbagbo and Charles Ble Goude, 
leader of the Young Patriots all 
insinuate a nationalist “cause” that 
Gbagbo is fighting to prevent a 
“foreigner” from taking over the 
Presidency of Cote d'Ivoire. Statements 
from Mr. Gbagbo and his close 
associates have shifted away from the 
initial contestation around the results of 
the elections to the bigger question of 
identity and nationality; a central issue 

that was negotiated in the Linas-
Marcoussis, Accra, Pretoria and 
Ouagadougou agreements.  Should this 
issue be re-opened for negotiations? If 
yes, what becomes of all the previous 
negotiations which were concluded, 
signed, entered into force and ratified 
t h r o u g h  U N  S e c u r i t y  C o u n c i l  
resolutions? If the sensitive issue of 
nationality cannot be re-negotiated, 
Mr. Gbagbo has to consent to such 
understanding in which case his 

supporters refrain 
from making reference 
to the nationality of 
Ouattara as a non-
Ivorian which has the 
potential of up-scaling 
the current crisis to a 
full blown civil war. The 
critical question here is 
w h e t h e r  t h e  
perplexing issue of 
I v o i r i t e  w a s  
completely resolved 
and if not, does it have 
space in the terms of 
reference of the AU 
High Panel? Does this issue, if brought 
on board, not risk diverting attention 
away from the issue at stake regarding 
the validity of the results of the run-off 
elections? 

In this regard, the core issue will remain 
the refusal to accept the election results 
as certified by the UN. In view of the 
decisions of the Peace and Security 
Council of the AU on the evidence of the 

c o n d u c t  o f  t h e  
e lec t io n s  a n d  i t s  
outcomes as well as 
t h e  p r o c e s s  o f  
certification, a key 
question then is what 
is new that the AU 
High Panel brings to 
the negotiation table? 
A binding decision 
cannot contradict the 
position of the AU 
which recognizes Mr. 
Ouattara as President-
elect. In this ominous 
challenge, what is the 
way forward? What 

happens if the binding decisions of the 
AU-High Panel are not adhered to on the 
basis of the principled position of the 
AU? Would the entire peace process 
revert to where the AU Peace and 
Security Council started on 31st January 
2011 with the setting up of the High-
Panel?

Against this background, the AU High 
Panel is confronted with a dilemma. The 

decisions they take must be binding on 
all parties as the Peace and Security 
Council has pronounced and yet those 
decisions must measure up to the 
undergirding principle of respecting the 
will of the people of Cote d'Ivoire. Mr. 
Gbagbo's close allies in particular 
Charles Ble Goude have already 
indicated that they will not accept the 
AU High Panel decisions unless such 
decisions conform to their position. 

Another issue for the consideration of 
the High-Panel is how in arriving at 
binding decisions that all parties must 
adhere to, the parties are brought to 
appreciate how much a solution to the 
current crisis must be the prevention 
simultaneously of the bigger crisis in the  
medium and long term political stability 
and peace of Cote d'Ivoire. In other 
words, the level of cooperation of the 
political players with the AU High-Panel 
is not just to find a response to the 
immediate crisis but also to prevent the 
lingering of the crisis to become the 
future political instability of the country. 
Negotiating a peaceful settlement 
therefore would go beyond how the 
interest of Mr. Gbagbo and Mr. Ouattara 
are met to include the morale high-
ground of  respect ing  pol i t ica l  
agreements, obligations and principles 
that have been entered into. 

4
 Read investiture speech of Laurent Gbagbo: “Je ne négocie pas la souveraineté de la Cote d'Ivoire. Le Temps. 6th December 2010.
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ECOWAS Heads of State and AU envoy, Kenyan Prime Minister in a
meeting with Mr. Ouattara                                     Source: Abidjan.net

ECOWAS Heads of State and AU envoy, Kenyan Prime Minister in a
meeting with Mr. Gbagbo                                      Source: Abidjan.net
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IV.  OPPORTUNITIES FOR A 
P E A C E F U L  M E D I A T E D  
SETTLEMENT
Despite all the challenges inherent in 
f inding a peaceful  and lasting 
settlement to the political stalemate in 
Cote d'Ivoire, the commitment and 
resolve of the ECOWAS-AU to ensure a 
peaceful  sett lement  has  been 
unprecedented. It is critical at this time 
to maintain the focus on a peaceful 
diplomatic approach as a means of 
galvanizing an African united front in 
handling the crisis. It is important to 
highlight at all times that the ownership 
of handling the crisis is African and 
therefore decisions have to be 
understood as Africa driven. In this 
regard, the reference to the Accra, 
Pretoria and Ouagadougou political 
Accords becomes an important 
reference predating the current crisis. 
African leaders such as President 
Eduado Dos Santos who are perceived 
to be supporters of Mr. Gbagbo have an 
important role to play as part of the AU 
High Panel engagements. The level of 
cooperation of Mr. Gbagbo and his 
willingness to cede power is more likely 
to be encouraged by the reassurance of 
his close friends who are African leaders 
that his political future remains 
unscathed.

In retrospect, there is an enviable track 
record in the search for peace in Cote 
d'Ivoire. Many peace processes have 
given birth to instruments that may 
provide an opportunity to settle the 
current crisis peacefully. It will be 
recalled that the United Nations 
Security Council Resolution 1633 
endorsed the agreement signed by the 
Ivorian political forces in Linas-
Marcoussis on 24 January 2003 
(S/2003/99) (the Linas-Marcoussis 
A g re e m e n t )  a p p ro v e d  b y  t h e  
conference of Heads of State on Cote 
d'Ivoire, held on 25 and 26 January 
2003.  The Agreement signed in Accra 
on 30 July 2004 (the Accra III 
Agreement) and the Agreement signed 
in Pretoria on 6th April 2005 (the 
Pretoria Agreement). UN Security 
Council Resolution 1633 endorsed the 
observation made by ECOWAS and the 

Peace and Security Council of the AU on 
the end of mandate of President 
Laurent Gbagbo on 30th October 2005. 
ECOWAS and the Peace and Security 
Council of the AU considered the 
impossibility of organizing elections on 
the scheduled date as stipulated in the 
Ivorian constitution in October 2005 
and therefore took the decision that 
President Gbagbo shall remain Head of 
State from 31 October 2005 for a period 
not exceeding 12 months. The 
significance of this resolution of the 
Peace and Security Council is that it 
provided political legitimacy for 
President Gbagbo to have a second 
term mandate even when elections 
could not be held. In other words, Mr. 
Gbagbo has been a political beneficiary 
of AU and UN Security Council 
Resolut ions leading up to the 
Ouagadougou Political Accord. It is such 
track record that should persuade the 
Ivorian political actors to respect the 
binding decisions of the AU High Panel 
even when such decisions may seem 
not to be in line with their personal 
interests. This is the time to put the 
national interest of Cote D'Ivoire over 
and above every other personal political 
interest or ambition.  

Regardless of such a sound track record 
in one of the most comprehensive 
peace processes, this policy brief 
observes some drawbacks in the 
negotiation process involving especially 
the Constitution that provides lessons 
for further engagement with the Ivorian 
political actors. Mr. Gbagbo has argued 
that the Ivorian constitution is supreme 
and the critical political agreements in 
the peace process cannot override the 
constitution. The legitimate question 
therefore is what happened when the 
Ivorian constitution could not function 
when Mr. Gbagbo's first term mandate 
ended? From where did Mr. Gbagbo 
derive his political legitimacy in the 
absence of elections allowing the 
continuation of his mandate? Have the 
Institutions of State such as the 
Constitutional Council fully respected 
the Ivorian Constitution and stayed 
within their mandate without violating 
the Constitution in the handling of the 
election dispute and proclamation of 

Mr. Gbagbo as the winner? In this 
situation, the AU High Panel has the task 
o f  d e m o n s t r a t i n g  t h e  
unconstitutionality of the investiture of 
Mr. Gbagbo and the legality of the UN 
certification role as an arbiter in the 
election.

V.   SCENARIOS
This policy brief, building on the 
previous brief entitled: Cote d'Ivoire: 
Mid-Way Through The Crisis, considers 
three possible scenarios for the AU High 
Panel negotiation process before 
making recommendations. These 
scenarios are not necessarily in order of 
preference but rather highlight the 
various possibilities the current 
engagement of the AU High Panel will 
yield

1. Possible Scenario One 
The AU High Panel is able to engage 
constructively with parties in the Ivorian 
political parties. President Gbagbo accepts 
the binding decisions of the AU High Panel 
and accepts to step aside and hand over 
power peacefully with conditions that 
should be met by the AU Peace and Security 
Council. Some of the conditions may 
include but are not limited to guarantees 
and immunity from prosecution and the 
lifting of sanctions and the travel ban 
against him and his close allies. 

2. Possible Scenario Two
Mr Gbagbo maintains his entrenched 
position and refuses to step down from 
power. The rhetoric on the nationality 
question continues with the Ivorian 
National Radio and Television continuing 
with the propaganda of ethnic exclusion. 
The political tensions continue to rise while 
the economy begins to grind to a halt as a 
result of the economic pressures brought 
about by the Central Bank of West Africa 
(BECEO) beginning to take effect. In such a 
setting, there is increasing frustration by 
the Ivorian people as social tensions along 
ethnic lines begin to deepen. There is 
general despondency as the International 

COTE D'IVOIRE NEGOTIATING A PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT IN THE COMPLEXITY OF THE IVORIAN POLITICAL CRISIS: WHICH WAY FORWARD?
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Community further tightens targeted 
sanctions. 

3. Possible Scenario Three
The AU High Panel engages constructively 
with the political parties in the crisis and 
arrives at decisions that are binding on 
both parties. Mr Gbagbo refuses to 
recognise the decisions of the High Panel. 
The political crisis worsens. The AU re-
evaluates its options, sustains the peace 
efforts but up-scales its engagement to the 
possibility of including the use of legitimate 
force with its attendant disastrous 
consequences at social and economic level.

VI.  RECOMMENDATIONS 
In l ight of the above, WANEP 
recommends that the AU High Panel 
moderates its expectations and 
appreciates that time is part of the 
process  of  f inding a  peaceful  
settlement. In this regard, they should 
not bind their engagement to a 
deadline but rather continue with the 
resolve for a peaceful settlement. The 
AU High Panel should broaden their 
engagement to include direct dialogue 
with prominent close Gbagbo allies 
such as Simeon Gbagbo, the first lady, 
Pascal Affi N'Guessan, the leader of the 
Front Populaire Ivoirien (FPI), the 
Political Party of Mr. Gbagbo, Charles 
Ble Goude, leader of the Youth Patriots 
and the hierarchy of the Ivorian Armed 
Forces (FANCI).

The AU and ECOWAS should continue to 
forge a united front in support of the 
Five Presidents High-Panel. In the same 
vain, the AU needs to intensify its 

engagements with the International 
Community and particularly the 
Permanent Members of the Security 
Council as well as other interest blocs to 
enforce the sanctions. It is important 
that the collective AU decisions on Cote 
d'Ivoire are not undermined by 
countries outside the continent. All 
member states should openly continue 
to state their commitments to the 
principles and protocols of the Union 
and its Regional Economic Communities 
regardless of any political preferences 
or considerations of member states in 
the Ivorian political crisis. It ought to be 
clearly understood by all member states 
that the crisis of Cote d'Ivoire present a 
challenge not only in how it is resolved 
in its  current stage but more 
importantly, how the responses to the 
current crisis prevent the escalation of 
violence in the future. Overcoming this 
challenge is integral to Africa's 
proclaiming of owning the 21st century. 

Against the background that Cote 
d'Ivoire was divided following the 2002 
rebellion and now deeply polarized 
after the 2010 disputed run-off 
elections, it is of utmost importance to 
initiate a well-resourced multilevel 
engagement involving civil society 
organizations, traditional leaders and 
religious groups. As it has done before, 
during and after the elections, WANEP 
offers to bring its expertise of promoting 
national dialogue in Cote d'Ivoire. The 
crisis in Cote d'Ivoire reinforces 
WANEP's argument that every African 
state ought to develop a national 
institution for conflict resolution, 
prevention and mitigation as suggested 
in the AU declaration of 2002 in Durban. 
Ghana's example of a National Peace 

5
Council is worth emulating . 

VII.  CONCLUSION
While a peaceful settlement of the 
Ivorian crisis is very important, it is also a 
test case and indeed a challenge for a 
regional approach to resolving such a 
crisis. How the crisis is resolved would 
set a precedent in determining how 
future post-election crisis would be 
dealt with. Africa through its leaders 
must be resolute in ensuring that at all 
times the will of the people through 
democratic elections are respected. The 
AU and ECOWAS cannot renege on the 
political values and principles they 
share through binding treaties, 
agreements and protocols. The political 
upheavals in North Africa could weaken 
the resolve of some African leaders to 
focus only internally on social, political 
and economic priorities. While internal 
domestic imperatives are important for 
each African nation state, they should 
not be pursued to the neglect of 
maintaining Africa's shared values on 
the principles of good governance, 
democratic values and respect for 
human rights. Sustaining the search for 
a peaceful end to the Ivorian crisis may 
be daunting but African leaders will only 
p reva i l  o n  th e  b as i s  o f  th e i r  
commitment and political will to ensure 
that undemocratic means to seize 
power become a thing of the past.  

5
 Under the framework of a National Architecture for Peace, a National Peace Council was set up in 2006. A comprehensive Peace Council bill elaborating Peace Councils and their 

functions from District to Regional and National levels has now been approved by the Government of Ghana, gazetted and ready to be passed into law.  
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Date Notes 

November 28, 2010 Second round Presidential election between incumbent President Laurent Gbagbo, candidate of LMP and Mr. Alassane Ouattara, candidate 

of RHDP (opposition).  The candidates accused each other of electoral malfeasance in some regions (south west and parts of the north of 

Cote d’Ivoire).  

The first round of the Presidential election was held on 31 October 2010. 

December 2010  

02 The independent electoral commission (CEI) announces provisional results in which Alassane Ouattara won with 54.1 % of votes cast.  The 

Constitutional Couth rejects the declaration of the Independent Electoral Commission. 

03 After annulling the results of votes from seven districts in the North of Cote d’Ivoire, the Constitutional Court declares Laurent Gbagbo as 

the winner of the elections with 51.45%. The Special Representative of the General secretary of UN certifies the declaration of results of the 

Independent Electoral Commission and declared Alassane Ouattara as the winner of the elections. The European Union, France and the 

United States congratulate Alassane Ouattara and ask Gbagbo to step down. 

04 The Constitutional Court swears Laurent Gbagbo as President and Head of State. Alassane Ouattara is sworn in before representatives of the 

International Community as President of Cote d’Ivoire. Ouattara designates Guillaume Soro as Prime Minister after he stepped down as 

Prime Minister from the last Government. Gbabo designates Gilbert Marie Ake N’Gbo, a former President of the University of Abidjan-

Cocody as Prime Minister of his government. 

AU acknowledges the result declaring Alassane Ouattara, winner of the Presidential election. 

05 The transmission of international television and radio signals is suspended in Cote d’Ivoire. They include France 24, Africa 24, and RFI… 

05-06 Former President Thabo Mbeki of South Africa arrives as an Emissary of the AU. He meets Gbagbo, Ouattara and the Special Representative 

of UN in Cote d’Ivoire. Mbeki was Mediator in the Ivorian crisis from 2004 to 2006.  

07 ECOWAS at the end of an extraordinary summit suspend Cote d’Ivoire and ask Gbagbo to step down and hand over power to Ouattara. 

09 Following ECOWAS, the  AU suspends Cote d’Ivoire with the same demand on Gbagbo 

15 France declares it has no intention for any military intervention 

16 Supporters of Ouattara attempt a mass demonstration to take over the state television (RTI).  The demonstration is halted by the security 

forces during which violent reprisals result is casualties and deaths. The Golf Hotel where Ouattara and his Associates reside is sealed off by 

the security forces.  

Reports emerge of the alleged presence of Liberian and Angolan mercenaries in Cote d' Ivoire. 

18 Gbagbo asks the United Nation mission in Cote d’Ivoire (ONUCI) and the French forces (LICORN) to leave the country.  

17 Mr. Jean Ping, President of AU commission arrives in Abidjan on a Peace Mission 

24 ECOWAS after a second extraordinary summit include the possibility of the use of legitimate as a last resort to remove Gbagbo from power.  

28 First Mediation mission of ECOWAS envoys including Presidents Yayi Boni, Ernest Koroma and Pedro Pires, arrive in Cote d’Ivoire and meet 

with Ouattara, Gbagbo and the UN Special Representative.  

January 2011  

04 Second Mediation of the  three ECOWAS Presidents ( Yayi Boni, Ernest Koroma and Pedro Pires) accompanied by the Prime Minister of 

Kenyan, Raila Odinga, envoy of AU arrive and meet with Gbagbo, Ouattara and the UN Special Representative. 

06 United States Government freezes the asserts of Gbagbo 

09-10 Former President Olusegun Obansanjo arrives on a private Mediation missions and meets with Ouattara and Gbagbo. 

12  Curfew is imposed by Gbagbo on two neighborhoods of Abidjan (Abobo and Anyama) perceived as strongholds of Ouattara. This followed 

an armed attack with at least eleven deaths reported including eight security officers. 

Attacks are reported on UN Peacekeepers.  

13 According to information from the UN, 247 deaths had occurred since mid-December with 34 people killed during inter-communal violence 

Western region of Duekoue and, Lakota. 

14 Ouattara calls for the use of military forces to remove Gbagbo from power. EU imposes sanctions of on Gbagbo and hos close associates.  

Apart from travel bans to Europe, their assets in European countries are frozen. The sanctions involved 88 persons and 11 Ivorian state 

institutions.  

18 ONUCI denounced repeated attacks against its troops. The President of Burkina Faso, Blaise Campaore explains that ECOWAS prefers a 

peaceful solution than the use of military force. 

UN initiates the process of approval for an additional 2000 troops to Cote d’Ivoire. Russia delays the approval.   

19 Raila Odinga, Mediator of AU/ ECOWAS leaves Cote d’Ivoire and regrets the refusal of Gbagbo to remove the blockage on Golf Hotel where 

Ouattara resides. 

22 Gbagbo withdraws the accreditation of Jean-Marc Simon, Ambassador of France to Cote D’Ivoire. This is addition to similar moves by 

Gbagbo on the British and Canadian Ambassadors in Cote d’Ivoire.  Gbagbo’s withdrawal of accreditation is not heeded.    

Philippe Henry-Dacoury- Tabley, Governor of the Central Bank of West Africa States is dismissed after a UMOA Heads of States summit in 

Bamako. 

27 Confrontation between ONUCI and Ivorian Security Forces (gendarmes) at Gesco in Yopougon. 4 security forces are injured 

30 AU Peace and Security Council sets up 5 Presidents High Level Panel on Cote d’Ivoire. They are the Presidents of Mauritania, South Africa, 

Burkina Faso, Chad and Tanzania. They have four weeks to make binding decisions that must be accepted by all parties after a mediation 

effort. Their mission will include Jean Ping, President of the AU commission and James Victor Gbeho, President of the ECOWAS Commission.  

06 February Arrival in Abidjan of AU Mediation Experts for preliminary work in Cote d’Ivoire 

Reports of confrontation between pro-Gbagbo supporters led by Charles Ble Goude, Security Forces and pro Ouattara supporters.  

 

A Timeline of key dates of the crisis in Cote d'Ivoire and the efforts in the search for a peaceful settlement since the second run-off
Presidential elections held on 28 November 2010.    SOURCE: WANEP Peace Monitoring Centre (PMC) with credit from other sources


