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At the time of the preparation of this paper, I did not know which aspects and issues would be covered by the speakers before. Thus, there will be two parts of my presentation here: First part is some general thoughts, ideas and considerations I wrote down before coming here. Second is an attempt to pull together some kind of Synthesis as requested and come up with some Conclusions and Recommendations.

Personally, I am an economist by training and partially by profession.

Since more than 20 years, I am actively involved in different movement, first of all, the anti-nuclear- and environmental movement in Germany; involvement in human rights issues followed a short time later, and since the early 1980ies, I am also an active volunteer member of "Society for Threatened Peoples", the second largest human rights organisation in Germany (after "amnesty international").

In the early 1990ies, I was a member of the Board and Coordinator for "TIC WORLD URANIUM HEARING", a worldwide conference / hearing held in September 1992 in Salzburg, Austria, on the effects of uranium mining, nuclear wepaons tests, nuclear waste storage and other nuclear installations, with approx. 500 participants, many of the speaker ("witnesses") indigenous peoples from all parts of the world. Since that time, I concentrated on the issue of uranium mining and other nuclear installations and indigenous peoples rights.

For many years, I attended the UNWGIP; on the side of the WGIP, meetings of indigenous peoples and company representatives from mining companies have taken place; I attended most of them, as well as a Working Group held by the UNHCHR on "Private Sector, Mining, Indigenous Peoples and Human rights" in December 2001 in Geneva.

This is some of the background which my thoughts and considerations are coming from.

* * * * *

PART 1 (Original Presentation)

I want to go back to some of the terms and wordings used in this workshop.

1. The term "Self-determination"

a. "Self' - to know who you are

What does "self-determination" mean?

First of all, there comes the word "self' ... to me, that means: before anything else happens, you need to know and be aware of yourself - you must know who you are, as an individual, as a group, a clan, a society, as a people, a nation.

Only if you know who you are, what "self 'really means, can self-determination be exercised and practised.

(Thesis 1)

To exercise self-determination you must know what "self' means - you must know who you are, as an individual, as a group, a clan, a society, as a people, a nation.

To know who you are is a pre-condition, to be able to exercise self-determination.

At this point we already run into a tremendous problem ...

Many of the peoples, indigenous as well as non-indigenous, are under serious pressure and have tremendous difficulties in keeping up their culture, their traditions, their way of life in the face of the overwhelming onslaught of Western industrialized civilization or of societies geared after the pattern of the industrialized states.

To know who you are and to maintain your culture is by no means a self-understanding thing anymore ... in many cases, it is already the result of a battle, a battle for your own identity.

Western industrialized societies provide little, if any, identity for people, except, maybe, being a worker, an employee or a consumer. This, however, I would like to call - a "reduced identity", a shrunk identity which reduces the full scale of being a human to being a worker, a consumer or the like.

Besides everything else, this leads to a number of social problems which become evident once the worker looses his workplace or the consumer looses his ability ton consume as a consequence of loosing his job in the first place. A number of social problems have their roots in the loss of the sense of identity. However, this is not the focus in this workshop.

What does all this mean in the context of this workshop on self-determination?

Before we can talk about self-determination of peoples, we should look at the situation of these peoples and how much or little they are able to maintain their identity.

(Conclusion 1)

This means, first of all, that we need to secure the ability of people and peoples to maintain their culture, their language, their traditions, their rituals, their religion, their spirituality, and their way of Life.

This implies that people must be able to keep up their culture, their language, their traditions, their rituals, their religion, their spirituality, and their way of Life as a prerequesite to be bale to practice self-determination.

(Recommendation 1)

The right to self-determination must - first of all - imply that peoples are not put under pressure to give up, fully or partially, their identity as a people, as a nation or as a distinct "ethnic group".

It becomes obsolete to talk about self-determination if - as in many cases indigenous and other peoples are hindered from practising their culture, beliefs, religion spirituality or everyday way of life.

To avoid any misunderstandings ... this does not meant to preserve cultures in an aritficial "showcase" ... it means to secure peoples and their cultures the space to make decisions on their own, and not to be forced into a so-called development.

b. The term "Determination"

Determination is the ability to make decisions and to carry them out. To be able to make decisions, first of all, there must be a space, a possibility to choose, a possibility to make a choice, and there must be options.

Looking from my background at the "right to self-determination", most of the times there was no space, no options, no real possibility for people / peoples to make any kind of real decision. Mostly, people were confronted with a situation which did exactly the contrary - it did not allow any decisions, or, even worse, decisions made by local people, by indigenous peoples etc. were not looked at, denied, dismissed, or overruled.

(Thesis / Conclusion / Recommendation 2)

Self-determination implies that there must be a space where people can make a choice, there must be (real) options available. People need to be equipped with the means to make an informed decision, and with the power and means to carry out their decisions.

2. The Right of Peoples to Self-Determination

The UN Covenant on Civil, Social and Cultural Rights states that all peoples have the right to self-determination.

Of course, there is another couple of traps in the wordings - one is the term people(s).

Everybody who has ever been to the UNWGIP will be aware of the struggle around the words "population", people and peoples, and I do not want to reiterate that here.

In short, governments of states take great care that indigenous and other distinct peoples are not named "people(s)", since this would give them the inherent right to self-determination. Thus, governments insist on calling indigenous peoples "populations" as one part of the steps to deny their right to self-determination.

Actually, this brings indigenous peoples and other distinct peoples, ehtnic groups, to the point where they can be classified as rebels, as a threat to national security of a state and, especially after September 11, can be alleged to being terrorists.

Again, let us take a look at the terms ... "people(s)".

According to my knowledge, there is no legal definition of "people(s)" by the UN. Thus, governments of states tend to define who is to be looked upon as a "people" (with the right to self-determination) and, more important, who is not looked upon as a "people" and therefore is denied the right to self-determination in the sense of the UN-Charta.

This in itself is already a violation of the right to self-determination.

(Conclusion / Recommendation 3)

As a basic right, a people / nation needs to have the right and the possibility in theory and in everyday practice to define themselves, first of all, as a people / nation, and, second, to define by themselves who is part of their people and who is not.

An example: In North America, for example, the second part of this is widely denied: Federal laws of the US respectively of the Canadian government regulate who is "Indian / Native American" and who is not (mainly according to blood percentage). People are already denied the most basic right, namely to decide by themselves who they are and who belongs to their people / nation.

3. The denial of the Right to Self-Determination

As mentioned above, the right to self-determination of peoples is anchored in the UN Charta / Covenant on Social, Civil and Cultural Rights. Thus, the question may arise why the right to self-determination included in the Covenant has not been put into reality in so many cases, why self-determination is so often denied.

In the previous sessions, it was discussed how civil society can promote the right to self-determination; I would like to take a look at why self-determination is denied.

(Thesis 4)

Reasons for denial of the right to self-determination

(a) Some civilizations, and Western civilization in special, is based on the exploitation of the natural resources and / or the human resources of other countries and continents. Without this exploitation, industrialized countries would / could not be functioning the way they are.

(b) The denial of self-determination towards other peoples is the basis for the lifestyle of Western industrialized civilization and societies geared after this pattern.

(c ) The denial of self-determination has purely economic reasons.

(d) The Western lifestyle / civilization is directly opposed to a sustainable way of life.

I would like to highlight my view with two experiences, they may seem more like personal anecdotes, but they show a reality which is not always perceived:

· In 1991,1 traveled through the US Rocky Mountains region, Denver area ... and  up in the mountains, we ran into an old railroad; we wondered where this railroad  - not in operation anymore - may have gone.  The name of the town we ran into next gave the explanation: "Leadville" ... the  railroad as well as the town had been built solely for the reason of mining, for  extracting mineral resources.

· Some years ago, I visited Brazil, the state of Bahia and the place where the first Portuguese had landed about 500 years ago; there is a river ...it comes directly from a state of Brazil called "Minas Gerais" which means "General Mines"district ... extraction of mineral resources was the driving force behind the colonisation of these areas haundreds of years ago, and still is - to a certain extent - today.

· In the Canadian province of Saskatchewan, in the northern part - an area the size of the Federal Republic of Germany - there are exactly three roads that lead north ...each of them `accidentally' ends at an uranium mine (Cluff Lake, owned COGEMA France, Rabbit Lake found and partially owned by German Uranerz, and Rabbit Lake / Wollaston Lake mining area).

(Conclusion)

Extraction of mineral and other resources is one of the main reasons for the denial of the right to self-determination towards indigenous peoples and other "ethnic geroups".

This view is a result of more than 20 years working on issues of mining, self-determination, sovereignty and with indigenous peoples, these are my conclusions.

4. Recommendations

In short, I want to outline a few ideas and thoughts which I would recommend for consideration in general and towards NGOs especially.

1. The right to self-determination is denied for economic reasons.

2. A major reason for this denial of self-determination is the need of industrialized countries and TNC's to extract mineral resources - comparatively - cheaply from other countries to keep the economy of the industrialized states going.

3. This has a long-standing history intrinsically linked with the history of colonization. This process is still on-going.

<The rest of the presentation, i.e. the Recommendations etc. have been moved to the end of PART 2 >

PART 2 (Addition during the WCSF)

In this second part I want to attempt to bring together some of the things raised in the past sessions of this Working Group on Self-Determination of Peoples.

1. Causes for the lack or denial of Self-Determination

The cause for the lack or denial of Self-Determination has either

· Economic reasons

· Strategic /military reasons

· the decisions have often been made in Europe / by European Governments

A couple of examples from the previous sessions of this Working Group:

Economic reasons

· The Western Saharoui People's representative pointed out that there are  rich mineral and natural resources in their territories, phosphates, oil, rich  fishing grounds (off the coast, as well as oil offshore).  Obviously, these resources are one of the main reasons why they are not  granted their self-determination because the Marocco fears to loose these  resources.

· The Representative from the Moluccas put very clear and simple by saying

"Due to our natural resources, we are being killed." First of all, it was the spices. Then, later on, the Japanese detected oil and uranium. And, the Javanese invaders want their - maybe most important natural resource - their land, to settle on.

· The Kurdish representative pointed out that their whole problem comes  from the rich oil resources in their country.  In order to secure these resources, in 1920 the state of Iraq was artificially  created to secure the resource of oil for Great Britain.

Strategic Reasons

· Again, the Moluccas are an example: Before World War 111, they were again invaded by Japan which was interested in the strategic position of the islands.

Decisions made in Europe / by European Governments

· The division of Kurdistan, for example, was decided upon by European Governments in the Lausanne (?) conference in 1920 (or 1924 ?) as part of a splitting up of "spheres of interest" between the East and the West.

Conclusion

Economic and /or strategic reasons are the cause for the denial of Self-Determination to peoples, indigenous and non-indigenous.

2. Reasons for this situation

I would like to go a bit deeper and explore why that is so ... why do certain countries, states, in former times kingdoms and empires, use foreign countries, territories and lands to extract resources?

To me, there is a two-fold answer to this question

a. Matter of Attitude  

-->"Self-Determination" versus "Outside Determination" ("Foreign Rule")

On one hand it is a matter of attitude, an attitude which assumes it is OK to control another person's life, destiny, behaviour, or another Peoples destiny, behaviour, present and future.

This kind of attitude is lacking a basic human quality, namely RESPECT respect of another person's or another people's culture, land, traditions, resources, religion or spirituality.

Indigenous peoples and societies have a great deal to teach about respect, not only in theory, but also in practice, and my recommendation here would be to listen to what indigenous peoples have to say about "Respect".

b. The second reason lies in the economic system itself.

During the past two days, it sometimes seemed to me we were sitting here and discussing pretending the monster wasn't really there ... maybe it has become unfashionable to name it ...

Basicly, it is the economic system of Capitalism , which among other things, is based on the need for steady growth ... Many years ago, the Club Rome came out with its study "Limits to Growth" ...

The capitalistic system in context with the doctrine of the necessity of steady can only survive if resources are taken from foreign countries, and this leads, in many cases, to the denial of the right to self-determination and to human rights violations of all kinds.

Private Sector representatives and some UN Organisation representatives have pointed out at this Forum that only through economic development and growth poverty can be reduced or eradicated.

I want to put a big question mark on this doctrine.

In Germany, in one of the past years, the number of millionaires has doubled, but the number of people on welfare has also doubled - thus, the equation "economic growth leads to more prosperity for everybody" is not working ... the split between rich and poor is becoming BIGGER instead of SMALLER ... and this holds true a lot more for the so-called developing countries.

The other face of the monster is what is called "Globalisation"

Again, private sector representatives at this Forum have stated "Business does good things because it gives people jobs ..." I needed to point out another time at this Forum that this is only one part of the story . . . In many cases, indigenous peoples and peoples in what is today called "Third World" were taken away their means of existence, their land, their subsistence economy was destroyed etc.

For example, millions of African peoples were deported over a period of 300 years from Africa to South and North America as slaves causing tremendous problems for both sides - the African countries deprived of big parts of their population, and the Americas having to deal with the aftermath of this mass deportation to this day.

Now, with their subsistence economy destroyed by colonial powers, companies come in and offer jobs to people from whom most of their means of existence has been taken away forcible - not necessarily by the same companies - thus the responsibility does not rest with the company (or at least, not with them alone), but with the sates and governments who were promoting these proceedings (generally known as colonialism) in the first place.

One of the most disturbing aspects of globalisation - on a more theoretical level is the tenor of statements by private sector representatives that want to push people into a direction to belief the so-called market economy is the only way to go and people should be happy to have a job .. whatever job it may be ("any job is better than no job").

I do not believe so.

Many indigenous peoples and non-indigenous peoples in the so-called "Third World" can very well survive to a large degree on local economy, on subsistence economy and thus also maintain a degree of independence.

And if they do business, do trade, then trade should be done at free will, and at fair terms ... you all are aware of attempts to fair trade etc.

And this leads to a very strong recommendation, which has more the character of a warning, actually:

Recommendation

People/s should be very careful if it is undertaken to connect them to the "Global Marketplace" and when job offers come along. We should not be blinded and not be coopted into this globalized system, into that system of "Global Market" and jobs being the one and only means of survival.

Economic alternatives may be hard to find, but they need to be found, secured, and used in order to reduce the degree of dependence.

3. Conclusions and Recommendations

Conclusion

An economic system, called Capitalism, now in a new wording "Neo-Liberalism", in connection with its steady need to grow, and its desire to make all of the world into a global market place, is one of the major reasons for the denial of the right to selfdetermination to peoples.

Many of us in the industrialized countries - willing or unwillingly, voluntarily or involuntarily, participate in this system and profit form it one way or another.

This Forum is called a "World Civil Society Forum".

How about a "Civilized Society Forum" ???

How can we call ourselves civil, civilized if your way of life is based on an economic system that makes other people suffer?

Conclusion

We urgently need a review and restructuring of our own economic system(s) - and not into the direction of globalization etc. as companies and TNC's perceive it.

Otherwise, we can sit here and talk for many more years about self-determination - it will not come about if the economic pressure which industrialized states are imposing on other countries is not lifted.

In addition to that, compensations, substantial compensations need to be granted to those countries, states and peoples, indigenous and non-indigenous, who were and are suffering from the effects of colonialism and other exploitation of their mineral, natural and human resources. And this is not about token "Third World development aid" most of which flows back to the industrialized world - it is about justice
4. The Holy Cows of "Territorial Integrity" and "Non-Interference in Internal Matters"

Last, not least, I want to look at another animal here ... not a monster, but rather two holy cows ... One is the "territorial integrity of states" (1), and the other one is the principle of non-interference that applies to UN agencies namely, that they basicly cannot come into a country /state if the government does not desire so (2).

States - as we know them - are a comparatively young in human history, maybe two hundred years or a bit more. And quite few of them are artificial creations, too.

Thus, we need to be very careful about the doctrine on "territorial integrity". It may be a legitimate right of a state, but then it is also many times used to keep other peoples away from their right to self-determination, and the right to territorial integrity is instrumentalised for oppressive means.

The same applies for the principle of non-interference.

So, finally, what can civil society do ???

5. Conclusions / Recommendations

Conclusions (from above)

(1) Economic and /or strategic reasons are the cause for the denial of SelfDetermination to peoples, indigenous and non-indigenous.

(2) It is the economic system of Capitalism, now in a new wording "Neo-Liberalism", in connection with its steady need to grow, and its desire to make all of the world into a global market place, which is one of the major reasons for the denial of the right to self-determination to peoples.

Recommendations

· The industrialized states / societies need to review their economic system(s) and commit themselves to a sustainable development in the true sense of the word, i.e. if they commit to a development that is no longer based on the exploitation of mineral, natural, and human resources from other countries.

· The right to self-determination of peoples implies

1. that indigenous and other peoples are absolutely granted the right "to be who thev are", i.e. to maintain and practice their culture, their traditions, their rituals, their religion, their spirituality and their everyday way of life

2. that decisions are informed decisions and that real options are available

3. that the decision making process of indigenous peoples or the respective ethnic group(s) is respected and not another decision making process is imposed on them.

· Intercultural dialogue is needed to know / understand what other people(s) mean by self-determination and how they want to exercise it.

During the UNWGIP and at side meetings, it has become obvious that such an intercultural dialogue is seriously needed; after a few years of talking to the private sector mining companies) some of them are just beginning to understand what indigenous and other local people are talking about.

("Being in the trenches" does not really help the dialogue:)

· The promotion of the right to self-determination also implies the need for justice. Past injustice needs to be looked at and substantial compensation needs to be given to those countries, states and regions who were the victims of exploitation.

· The UN system and other international systems have been mainly geared after Western patterns and often for the protection of states rather than for peoples.

As we have heard from the Moluccan representative, from the Saharoui representative, and others, for different reasons the UN has not been very effective in promoting and securing the right to self-determination for peoples. The Moluccan representative pointed out that a in the 1950ies, the Muloccans strive for independence was shortly discussed in the UN General Assembly and then postponed to "an early date". Today, 52 YEARS later, the UN has still failed to deal with the issue again.

· Here, the role of NGO's and Civil Society organisations etc. arises.

NGO's and Civil Societies'organisations important role is to build a counterweight to the overwhelming power of the market economy, of globalization and Transnational Corporations (TNC's).

· Last, not least, I would like to draw attention to the clash of cultures that becomes obvious so often in the struggle around self-determination and sovereignity etc.

The fundamental question is "According to whose standards are decisions being made?" - according to the standards of Western "rational" scientific judgements and "facts" (mostly applied by states, governments and companies who desire to mine mineral resources), or according to the standards of - for example - indigenous peoples who look upon the land, the Earth as something sacred and, in many cases, do not wish mining to take place, or only under very specific conditions.

The experience so far has been that - most of the time - the Western standards have prevailed. This is a tremendous lack of respect towards other cultures and value systems.

If we talk about "civil society"... we should become civilized enough to respect not only in word but also in our everyday actions - the cultures, value systems and beliefs of other peoples, even if it may mean that certain mineral resources cannot be mined and that we - as "westerners" have to look critically at our way of Life, at our lifestyle and at our companies geared to make profit.

I want to close with a quote of an aboriginal friend of mine, Mr. Michael Anderson:

"Keep in mind, to have and to keep up your lifestyle, your way of life, someone else suffers" ... and he said this very friendly, with no anger in his voice, and he added: "... and this is not a blaming thing, this is reality".

Geneva, July 2002 

Guenter Wipp

Other important issues raised during the  

Session of the Working Group on Self-Determination

Self-determination is a pre-condition to global Peace.

People want to be free of oppression etc.

90% of the world's conflicts are conflicts about self-determination.

Outcry by a young Palestinian: How can we operate when we are labelled as terrorists?

Self-Determination is a cornerstone of democracy.

A hierarchy of peoples has been established with a different degree of entitlement to self-determination. This is not right.

Self-determination is a process to fulfil human needs.

Intercultural dialogue is needed to know / understand what other people(s) mean by self-determination and how they want to exercise it.

Self-determination is not an absolute right, it is a relative right. (It ends where other peoples right to self-Determination starts)

People will never give up their right to self-determination, this is not negotiable. But he way how it is exercised is negotiable.

