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Activity:
Association of Schools of Public Administration 

in the Philippiness (ASPAP)

Forum on social accountability and partners’ meeting
Date/time:
28 May 2010, 09:00 – 4:00 p.m.
Venue:
Philippine Social Science Center (PSSC)


Commonwealth Avenue, Quezon City
Objectives of the activity:

1. Facilitate appreciation of ANSA EAP’s program strategies;
2. Create initial understanding of ANSA EAP’s framing of SAc;

3. Create buy in for integrating SAc in the public administration curricula;
4. Craft draft plan for developing and piloting SAc modules and courses.

Present during the forum:

20 representatives of ASPAP member schools
4 members of ANSA EAP operations team

Background on the forum:
· ANSA EAP and ASPAP signed a letter of understanding (LOU) and grant agreement last 16 December 2009 to mainstream SAc in public administration education in the country by customizing and piloting SAc modules and courses.  The agreement outlined a series of joint activities, including the one-day forum with ASPAP officers and faculty members, a two to three-day workshop to present and critique draft SAc modules, a piloting process to try out the modules, and a regional workshop to share ASPAP’s experiences in mainstreaming SAc.
· Planning for the initial activity involving a one-day SAc forum started in January to February 2010.  ASPAP and ANSA EAP set initial dates for the forum in March and April, but these did not push through due to the unavailability of representatives from the ASPAP member schools in the regions (particularly Visayas and Mindanao).  Dr. Grace Jamon, ASPAP President, named Prof. Wilhelmina Cabo of the NCPAG and ASPAP Deputy Secretary-General, as ASPAP’s point person for the collaboration with ANSA EAP.  The ANSA EAP met several times with Prof. Cabo to clarify the partnership and the forum’s program.
Key discussion points and agreements:
· On the framing of SAc:
1. Where did the concept of social accountability come from?  How did it evolve?  Current public administration courses already tackle citizen participation in governance.  Some schools also emphasize youth volunteerism and responsible citizenship in their curricula.  The discussion highlighted: a) How SAc as organized and capable citizens demanding accountability from government, emerged as a response to the perceived failure or ineffectiveness of the existing internal public accountability mechanisms; b) SAc draws from the earlier concepts and frameworks on participatory governance and development (e.g., civil society, participatory governance, active citizenship, empowerment, etc.).
2. How does the rule of law or predictability in the implementation of policies as a principle or element of good governance come into the SAc framing?  SAc seems to shift responsibility for ensuring accountability from government to citizen groups.  How do SAc approaches then contribute to efforts toward reforming the public administration system?  ANSA EAP representatives pointed out how SAc complements internal public accountability mechanisms and strengthens multistakeholder coalitions to support efforts for governance reform.  In most cases, mobilizing citizen demand for accountability and good governance prove to be the only way to combat corruption in government and ensure that laws and rules are indeed followed and considered.
3. Dean Alex Brilliantes of the University of the Philippines’ National Center for Public Administration and Governance (UP NCPAG) stressed two points: a) SAc approaches like that of the CCAGG in Abra can be traced back to the post-EDSA period and provide good models of citizen engagement with government.  Initiatives like the ANSA EAP highlight the importance of building citizens’ capacities toward constructive engagement for good governance; b) In framing SAc, we don’t need to refer immediately to Western democratic concepts and principles for support.  We can explore more how SAc can be grounded to local and indigenous concepts of governance.  For instance, katiwalian in Filipino points to lost of trust or tiwala in those who govern – i.e., notion of governance as stewardship (how do we frame SAc in such context?).
· On ASPAP’s customization of the SAc modules:

1. ASPAP can focus on three (3) things: a) Indigenization of the SAc framing – grounding on specific public administration contexts in the Philippines and other countries in the region, and inclusion of more references and cases from the region; b) Exploring SAc and its application in different fields of practice (e.g., PA in the health and education sectors, in light of climate change concerns, or the current governance situation in Mindanao; and, c) Incorporating practice-based learning activities in the SAc courses.
2. ASPAP faculty and member schools can start with the piloting based on existing modules developed or being implemented by the ANSA EAP (SAc 101, Core Learning Program on SAc, and the SAc training manual which draws from the Social Accountability School).  The ASPAP members can then draft their own versions of the SAc modules based on these trial runs.  They can present these drafts and their piloting experiences during the 2-3 days module development workshop (target dates – 15-17 August).  ANSA EAP representatives will sit in the ASPAP pool of module writers.  An e-group will be established to provide a platform for exchange during the piloting/module development process. 

3. Possible modes of piloting the SAc modules/courses: a) Short courses or multisectoral training on SAc under attached training centers of ASPAP member schools; b) Integrate PFM and SAc tools frame into fiscal management classes – to give a more social science slant to such courses; c) Require graduate students to organize and conduct seminars on SAc; d) Integration of SAc into the research projects of member schools toward learning materials development; e) Formal inclusion into the public administration’s curriculum (as core course, cognate, or and/or elective), in time for the regular CHED review of the curricula; f) Special problem paper in public administration; g) Special topic course in PA; h) Distance learning course (e.g., through UPOU c/o NCPAG).
Points for ANSA EAP’s consideration:

· Need to convene pool of SAc trainers soon to meet expected demand for SAc orientation and learning activities from ASPAP piloting of SAc modules/courses.  In terms of learning resource development, there may be a need to come out with a basic orientation AVP or powerpoint presentation on SAc, incorporating introduction of ANSA EAP program strategies, SAc framing, and mutual learning-in-action approach.  The team may also want to consider revisiting its FAQ material, to include new issues raised during orientation sessions and learning events.

· Other areas for collaboration and linking: 1) Presentation of paper on anti-corruption and SAc during anti-corruption colloquium conference on 16 July 2010; 2) NAPSIPAG – global network of PA educators and practitioners; will conduct a conference in Nepal within the year; ANSA EAP and ASPAP can present on the partnership to mainstream SAc in the Philippine PA curricula; 3) EROPA – East Asia and Pacific network of PA school associations and governments agencies; UP NCPAG is a member of the network and can facilitate mainstreaming of SAc.
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