
Intervention of the Buffalo River Dene Nation on Item 4: CONFLITCS RESOLUTION 

M. Chairman, the ward "conflict" is often accompanied by the term "ethnic". In this sense, the UN 
in 2002 issued a report positing so-called "ethnic" conflicts as the predominant form of warfare that 
will occur in the 21 5 t century. The Minorities at Risk Project highlights in the same way, the 
potential danger that so-cal led "ethnic" conflicts represent for the future of mankind, fled by Harff 
and Gun- in 1997) According to them "At the end of the 1990s, 275 groups in 116 countries, 
representing nearly one-fifth of world population, were in open rebellions with their respective 
governments". The number of ethnic conflicts in the world, which was about 26 in 4-5 rose to 70 in 
the 90's. A quarter of the population in Latin America and the Caribbean, and a third of the 
papulation in Africa and the Middle East are at risk of open ethnic conflict (Gurr 1999). 

M. Chairman, most of our contemporary geopolitical conflicts conveniently labelled as "ethnic" 
conflicts; "civil wars"; are in actual fact states versus indigenous nations conflicts, resulting 
from the colonization process. For us, first nations and peoples, hostilities started centuries ago 
with the aggressive Invasion of our lands and territories by colonizers. 

Contemporary conflicts are mainly due to the persistence of colonialism, which exists not only In 
the international sphere, but is also repeated, at the intra-state level. There is a global continuing 
pattern of colonialism perpetuated against indigenous nations by states. 

Conflicts are conveniently labelled as domestic or Internal by states claiming to be victims of 
terrorist or separatist factions while being in actual fact international conflicts between indigenous 
nations and states. These conflicts are part of our global struggle, that us indigenous nations have 
been waging for centuries to protect our lands, our peoples, with the ultimate dream to recover our 
rights, dignity and freedom. 

There is no such as thing as "civil wars" but international conflicts between states and indigenous 
nations, reflecting ore-state geographic realities. More than half of world 45 "hot wars being 
considered as ethnic conflicts are In reality states versus indigenous nations conflicts" (Nietschman 
1985) Out of the 250 wars waged from 45 to 94, 145 of them were wars between indigenous 
nations and states. For the single year 1993, 82 indigenous nations were engaged in defensive 
wars against states which represents 85% of the total of worldwide conflicts. (Ryser 1995,1). 

Contemporary conflicts take various forms such as "hot, warm or cold wars." Co/d "wars" happen in 
relatively democratic and rich first world countries such as Canada, United States, New Zealand, 
Canada, Finland... under the form of law suits..marches.. By opposition, violent and "hot" wars are 
happening mainly in developing states. Many of these "open " conflicts being inheritance of the so-
called "decolonization" process. Even if all those conflicts appear to the public as isolated facts, for 
indigenous peoples they are all facets of the same global war that is being waged for our survival. 

Many of the present conflicts are resulting therefore from the Incongruity between states' borders 
and nations' borders and from states' assimilattonist policies, denial and violation of our human 
rights. 

"he violence usually attributed to so-called "ethnic" groups is actually initiated by states' 
governments themselves. (Gurr 1999) For Human Rights Watch "the most recent instances of 
ethnic cleansing and genocide have been orchestrated by government's officials" (Human Rights 
Watch 2002). For Amnesty International sucn conflicts "are generated from the top and not from 
the bottom or by Indigenous peoples themselves." (Amnesty International 2002). 

The usual rhetoric represents states as sacred and absolute entities, having the monopoly of 
legitimate violence. As a result, their past and present repression, persisting abuses and violations 
of indigenous peoples' human rights are never or very rarely questioned by the international 
community. The widespread belief seems to be that the dramatic upsurge of "ethnicity" poses a 
fundamental threat to the survival of world wide "nation-states." However, if we consider empirical 
evidence, it would actually seem that states themselves are posing a threat to the sur/ivat of 
indigenous nations. 

The biased discourse asserting the totalising and absolute incorporation of indigenous peoples and 
nations into the interstate system have perverted and distorted your ability to accurately picture 
reality. The terminological confusion states/nations, indigenous peoples/ethnic minorities is at the 
base of the misunderstanding surrounding the myth of the "ethnic scourge plaguing the world", 
largely diffused by worldwide media. From our side, another reality Is emerging: the reality of 
hundreds years of resistance waged by thousands of hidden, captive and enclave Indigenous 
nations, occupied, encapsulated, and encroacned by about 200 states. 

M, Chairman; we do not live In a world composed by homogenous and peaceful nation-states 
threatened by fanatic "ethnic" groups driven by irrational destructive Instincts. Instead, the world 
in which we live in is a world of multiple nations and oeoples who have been and are still 



economically, culturally and political oppressed by states'governments. Indigenous nations have 
been forcibly encapsulated within artificially created states' boundaries and have been struggling 
for their independence, freedom, and recognition as free peoples and nations for centuries. 

States themselves by their disrespect, discriminatory practises, and denial of our basic human 
rights are responsible for such matter of fact. By denying our status of peoplesss and our right to 
right to self-determination, undermine world stability. By maintaining conflicts, they feed 
extremism, hate, and undermine our hopes to achieve peace. 

As argued by the special Rapporteur M. Stavonhagen: "the violence we see around us is not 
generated by the drwe to self determination but by its negation. The denial of self determination, 
not Its pursuit, is what leads to upheavals and conflicts." (Stavonhagen In Clark and Williamson 
1996) 

The intimidation by the use of state power is the single most common explanation for violent 
contention between nations and states. I quote: "the statist Ideologues routinely attack the process 
of "balkanization", "fragmentation", attributing it to the "fanaticism", and "selfishness" of peoples 
or "minorities". Yet, the explanation substitute effect for the cause and the exact reverse might 
ring true. It is the impediment of the thrust toward diversity and demassification 
designed to save the outdated social and political institutions which is the real culprit of 
the malaise. Given an appropriate outlet and channelling of the thrust, the full and whole 
acceptance of diversity can make for self balancing, secure and stable civilization. It is the lack of 
minority accommodation and minority legitimating structures that unnecessarily sharpen "inter-
ethnic" conflicts putting an edge on violence and violent ways of resolving conflicts." (Skurbaty 
269,2000) 

In Asia, Africa and elsewhere, many indigenous peoples in newly so-called "decolonised" states 
have been forced to take arms because they have been unaPle to have their rights recognized by 
the state in which they live. Examples are multiple. Among many others, the tamils, Naga, 
Chenens..Ertrean.. The Tamils, before the 1970's were not seeking independence however the 
government by denying their rights and distinct identity led them to armed conflict and to a war of 
secession. The same thing happened in Ethiopia, which led to a thirty years war between Ethiopia 
and Eritrea. In 1991, the Yugoslavian federation began to crumble, revealing 7 nations, the same 
nations that were denied an international identity at the Berlin conference in 1878. In 1948, the 
Naga people declared their sovereignty over British India, tough Naga independence has been 
guaranteed by Gandhi, his death resulted from the denial of independence of the Naga and 
degenerated to a war that began shortly after his death and still continues. In 1991 the Chechen-
Inguish Republic declared its sovereignty over the Russian federation. The denial of the right to 
self-determination of the Chechen-Inguish Republic by the Russian Federation resulted as well in a 
war which continues up to now. 

Such bloody examples should be teach us a lesson. Many conflicts arise not because peoples 
demand their right to self determination but because of those who deny them such right. The 
denial or non-recognition of the right to self-determination constitutes a root cause resulting in the 
opening or In the escalation of violent conflicts. 

Conversely, very few examples do exist about the use of the right to self determination as a mean 
of conflict resolution. The recent granting of the right to self-determination to the people of East 
Timor or Western Sahara or in The Balkans has permitted to resolve hundreds of years of latent 
conflicts and to launch peace processes. The proclamation of the semi autonomy of the Miskitos in 
Nicaragua ended up nine years of violence. 

As said Madam Daes, such "many tragic examples...where a failure to attain self-determination as 
part of living, growing relationships between peoples has resulted in oppression and violence." 
(Daes in ICHRDD Report 2002). 

The conclusion of the UNESCO experts seminar of held in Barcelona in 1998 states that: 
"conferences participants were convinced that in most cases, it is not the assertion of claims by 
oppressed communities out the denial of self determination by state authorities which caused 
armed conflicts" (Van Walt and Seroo 1998,22) The Conclusion of the Martin Ennals Symposium 
on Seif - Determination held in Saskatoon in 1993 states that" the denial of a people's right to self 
determination can give rise io violations of human rights and the rights of minorities." (Clark and 
Wlllilamson 1993,387) The right of seif determination of indigenous peoples is an essential 
element for the pacific and respectuous co-existence and for the peace between all peoples of the 
world. Without the recognition of our right to self determination many wars will continue. 

Thank you 
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