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Mr. Chairperson,

Congratulations on your reelection as Chair of this Working Group. Since this Working Group came into being, the indigenous peoples of the Chittagong Hill Tracts in Bangladesh have regularly spoken about our problems and about the armed conflict, militarization and population transfer perpetrated upon our peoples. Yesterday, two of my colleagues spoke about the Chittagong Hill Tracts Accord of 1997, known to many as the “peace accord”, in the process of which I was personally involved as a facilitator. Our previous prime minister even received the UNESCO Peace Prize for this. My colleagues mentioned how many crucial provisions of the accord, including on de-militarization, self-government, return of lands forcibly taken over by settlers, mixed policing, and so forth, remain unimplemented. Although the former guerillas have laid down their arms, a just and meaningful peace, is yet to achieved. Hundreds of military camps still remain, and non-indigenous settlers continue to illegally and forcefully occupy our lands with the support of the government and the state military.
We have tried to take our case over non-implementation to many forums, within Bangladesh and outside, and have found, to our bitter experience, that there are no effective forums to help implement the Accord. We have found no “sticks” to induce implementation. We have also tried to see if the flow of “carrots” to the government, by way of trade, aid and other trade and developmental benefits, could be impacted upon, to encourage and induce implementation. We have received some positive results this way, but it was very limited. We therefore feel that it is worthwhile to look not just at sticks, but at carrots, and other measures which go beyond just trade sanctions.
After the signing of the Hill Tracts Accord, the government, with the help of bilateral and multilateral development-related institutions, has taken up some development projects and programmes. Where these were implemented with our free, prior and  informed consent, they have helped the peace process, but such developmental and “reconstructionist” packages are not enough. This is because the core issues of our identities, and our basic self-government land rights, and multi-ethnic policing, which I have just mentioned, cannot be addressed by development measures alone. Yet, it is these developmental measures which are mistakenly and reductionistically regarded as the best way to deal with so-called “post-conflict” situations. 

The national police have failed to protect the lives and property of our peoples, and this is largely because it is composed solely of non-indigenous people as we have seen in the case of the Mahalchari incident of 26 August, 2003, referred to by my colleagues yesterday. And this is contrary to the CHT Accord of 1997, which provides for multi-ethnic police force to be appointed by the indigenous majority hill district councils.   
We have, therefore  looked with interest at the analysis of existing conflict resolution mechanisms at national and international levels, and suggestions regarding future bodies, such as those contained in the paper submitted by Chairperson  Martinez to this Working Group. We strongly support the proposal to make Conflict Resolution a regular agenda item of this Working Group, and also agree with the idea of holding seminars, under UN auspices, on “Conflict Resolution” and on “Treaties, Agreements and Other Constructive Arrangements”. However, since a very large number of violent conflicts are happening in Asia, and concern intra-state peace and autonomy agreements, we feel that it is important to have a large focus on Asia, and a large focus on such intra-state political arrangements, that are somewhat different from treaties between states and indigenous peoples, such as in North America,  that are more substantively matters of international law. 
Lastly, learning from the experiences in the Chittagong Hill Tracts, nearby Northeast India and upper Burma, we stress on the importance of also encouraging mechanisms and processes to help negotiation processes. It is perhaps here that the good office of the UN Special Rappoerteur Stavenhagen could be utlized more extensively. Given his wide experience on conflicts involving indigenous peoples in different parts of the world, we would like to hope that he will be a strong part of a future process leading to the holding of the seminars proposed by Chairperson Martinez, and we would also like to hope that the wisdom and experience of Madame Erica Daez and Dr. Martinez Cobo would also be with us, including in forming more concrete proposals of future conflict resolution mechanisms at national and international levels. 
