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The workshops were organised as part of the
Cross Border Relations Project, an EU funded
partnership between Concordis International and
the Centre for Peace and Development Studies
at the University of Juba. The locations of the

workshops are Bentiu, Renk, Kosti, Agok, Muglad,

Kadugli, and Damazin

Organised in collaboration with the National
Forum for Reconciliation and Peacebuilding with
support from USIP and the European Union.

Executive summary

This report, prepared by Concordis International
under commission from the United States Institute
of Peace, examines drivers of conflict in the North-
South border areas of Sudan and current initiatives
aimed at managing them. The contents derive from
desk and field research undertaken in mid-2010.
The document is also informed by the views and
concerns expressed by participants at workshops in
seven locations along the North-South border' and
at a senior level workshop in Khartoum?.

General Findings
Hardening the North-South Divide

The CPA did not fully address the issue of the
North-South border in Sudan, which goes beyond
demarcation and requires peaceful coexistence
between border communities in the years to
come. The overall attention on post-referendum
arrangements in the last year, though essential,
has sidelined the urgent resolution of key CPA
benchmarks, which are crucial for the sustainability
of the referenda outcome. In assuming that

unity could be made attractive, the CPA did not
prepare the country for an attractive separation,
even though the provision for a Southern Sudan
referendum assumed the possibility of both
scenarios. Instead, mistrust across the North-South
divide has increased at national and local levels.

National mistrust, the consequent lack of full
implementation of the CPA and militarisation have
amplified instability and missed the opportunity
presented by the borderlands. The border

areas, among the areas worst affected by war,
have received little support from the side of

the Government of National Unity (GoNU) and
Government of Southern Sudan (GoSS). Today
their socio-economic context is fragile, whilst state
and local capacity to deal with border governance
issues, land disputes and conflict resolution is
limited. The CPA has resulted neither in effective
state decentralisation nor in the empowerment of
traditional authorities for conflict resolution. The
reconciliation of diverse identities in a framework of
cooperation and mutual respect, as envisaged by
the drafters of the CPA, is not achieved. Instead,
there has been a hardening of conflict memory in
Sudan, and in particular at the borderlands.
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Divergent interests between local and national
interests fuel feelings of marginalisation in the
border communities

National agreement (formal or informal) on
post-referendum arrangements is a necessary
but not sufficient condition to secure a lasting
peace. The presence of divergent interests,
marginalisation, complex alliances, a militarised
culture and the availability of arms, also means
that local actors risk drawing the CPA parties back
to larger scale conflict if their interests are not
perceived as being met.

Communities in the border region do not feel
that they have been consulted in the definition

of the North-South border and Misseriya feel
excluded from decisions made regarding Abyei's
boundaries. They ultimately perceive that insecurity
and uncertainty at the border is driven by national
interests; if resolution is achieved at that level
then local reconciliations may also be possible. To
ensure stability, the border communities say their
interests must be reflected in the design of the
popular consultations and in arrangements for the
post-referendum period.

Border communities fear further marginalisation

in the event of internationalisation or continued
militarisation of the North-South border. The idea
of 'separation’ is unfamiliar within populations

who have interacted for centuries in the absence
of substantial local administration or border
governance. Pastoralist livelihoods and increasingly
consumer societies depend upon a soft border

to allow freedom of movement of people and
goods. Border mechanisms to facilitate this whilst
guaranteeing security will be required whatever the
result of the Southern referendum.

A cycle of reinforcing conflict drivers

Local historical dynamics in the border areas have
been reinforced by national disagreement over the
control of land, oil and natural resources unresolved
by the CPA. In 2010 several clashes occurred
between SPLA and nomadic tribes (clashes with
Rizeigat in Hofrat al Nahas and Misseriya groups
around the South Kordofan-Unity ‘triangle’). In

the context of unmet CPA expectations at the
local level ‘Other Armed Groups' are re-emerging
as a significant security threat in both North

and South and links between armed groups in
Southern Kordofan and Southern Darfur highlight
the potential for regional instability. The interplay
between national politics and the territorial
ambitions of former militia in the context of a lack of
state consolidation, widespread presence of arms
and resentment towards SAF and SPLM/A is a risk
to stability in the whole border land (e.g. the post-
electoral violence in Unity state and the armament
of Misseriya in South Kordofan). ‘Tribal violence’

in 2009 and the post-election defection of SPLA
commanders have also exposed cleavages within
the SPLA and wider southern societies, facilitated
by the widespread presence of arms in the hands
of civilians and former commanders (including
police officers).

Ad hoc conflict resolution initiatives are filling
some gaps is addressing some of the higher
priorities in the conflict areas, such as the Southern
Kordofan Reconciliation and Peaceful Coexistence
Mechanism (RPCM). However, weaknesses

in traditional conflict resolution mechanisms,
changes in authority structures resulting from

the impact of the CPA and wider development
processes and mistrust arising from national and
local disagreements undermine most attempts to
reconcile populations.
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Research team interviews in the border states,
July 2010. Many people living in or near locally
contested areas say they could be willing to fight
for control of territory.

*  Various research team interviews. For example,

MOLACD advisor, July 2010 and Unity State Land
Commission July, 2010

5 Foreign diplomats interviewed in Khartoum

suggested that Heglig would be the main reason
for disagreement between the Parties over border
demarcation: the SPLM consider it a contested
area while the NCP say the Permanent Court of
Arbitration Ruling on Abyei's Boundaries automati-
cally places the area in Southern Kordofan. This
position is repeated down to the community level.

Conflict drivers

Referendum on Self-Determination for

Southern Sudan

The principle of self-determination for Southern
Sudan and the potential changes in border regime
it may bring set the scene within which conflict
drivers outlined in the report play out. The stakes
are high for local and national interests and national
mistrust fuels insecurity on the border owing to the
heavy militarisation. The referendum has become a
political and security struggle between SPLM/A and
NCP/SAF. A lack of ownership of the referendum
process for the local population has been observed
in the border areas.

Border demarcation and land disputes

The CPA and the forthcoming referendum have
intensified local and national conflict over land
along the North-South border. Land claims appear
to derive both from historical perceptions of land
entitlement and from responses to contemporary
political and livelihood challenges aggravated during
the Interim Period. There are specific points of
national disagreement but the whole North-South
border area carries potential for local contestation
(as do other intra-state administrative boundaries)".
The establishment of State border committees is
seen by many border communities as necessary, to
reach cross-border agreements and work alongside
the North-South national border committee in the
final demarcation phase (for example, in Mabaan/
Kurmuk and Gulli areas). Moreover, State Land
Commissions, sufficiently empowered and
endowed®, could play a role in dealing with cross-
border disagreements and disputes which could
easily generate insecurity in the wider border area
(for example in South Kordofan).

Strategic mineral resources

Currently, oil is the main driver of national
contestation over border demarcation®. Since

the Permanent Court of Arbitration (PCA) ruling
restricted the Abyei area, Heglig (between Unity
and Southern Kordofan) has become the most
significant contested border area, owing to the
scale of reserves, oil infrastructure, and lack

of clarity in the border demarcation process.
Arrangements regarding the Melut basin in a
politically fractured Upper Nile State, not currently
contested, are likely to be of increasing importance
as its relative share of Sudan’s oil production
continues to grow vis-a-vis the Muglad basin.

In addition to oil, the borderland is rich in agricultural
schemes (Upper Nile pick, White Nile, Blue Nile),
copper and potentially uranium (Western Bahr al
Ghazal/South Darfur), and gold (Mabaan/Kurmuk).
Strategic interest in these resources is reflected in
a history of redrawing boundaries in response to
the economic opportunities they represent. Lack
of clarity in the 1/1/56 line has led to SPLA and SAF
deployment within contested resource-rich areas.
Border demarcation, compensation, and revenue-
sharing can reverse the effects of militarisation and
confrontation over control of resources.
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Report of the Secretary-General on the Sudan
2010:9

Field interviews various with UNMIS Civil Affairs,
SPLA officers, members of communities living in
close proximity to these areas.

8 Adynamic observed in all of the Concordis-CPDS

Cross-Border Relations Project workshops

Interviews with traditional authorities, Mayom
County and Pariang County, May-July 2010

Militarisation and Community Security

UNMIS reports that SAF has redeployed one
hundred per cent of their forces from Southern
Sudan and SPLA has withdrawn thirty five per
cent of their stated strength from Northern Sudan
(though initial figures presented by the SPLA
might have been inflated)®. This does not mean
that militarisation of the region is decreasing. Both
armies are reported to have deployed heavily
along the North-South border and stand in close
proximity, particularly around Heglig (at Tishwa),
between Abyei and Unity State and in the Upper
Nile pick. Both SAF and SPLA are reportedly
present in the contested areas of Kajia Kinji and
Upper Nile, fuelling mistrust and insecurity at
national and local level’.

‘Militarisation is impacting negatively on community
livelihoods (for example, through increasing
commodity prices) and further reduces local
perceptions of a peace dividend. The presence of
arms is widespread. CSSAC and DDR Commission
have now coordinating efforts to support voluntary
disarmament around the border but the process
has not yet started. Failure to agree on border
demarcation, oil revenues, or a referendum process
carries the risk of national conflict at the border over
control of economically and strategically important
territory, supported locally by armed civilians,
militias and soldiers.

Migration

The post-CPA period has generally intensified
mistrust across the border between nomads and
southern groups®. Nomadic groups are deeply
concerned about the impact a change in border
regime might have on their access to essential
traditional grazing land in South Sudan. The
abundance of arms and disgruntled former fighters
among affected nomadic groups, in a militarised
and highly contested environment, represents

a significant threat to stability. Flashpoints are
currently limited to the Northern Bahr al Gazal
northern belt and the Southern Kordofan-Unity
‘triangle’, though this could change. The next

dry season, starting in October, will be the last
opportunity to prevent insecurity from spreading
at the time of the popular consultation and
referendum.

Traditional mechanisms for negotiating relationships
over land use are under stress. The cumulative
grievances of unresolved disputes represent a
significant challenge to resolving current local
disagreements. Nuer and Dinka communities in
Mayom and Abyei said that the situation had gone
‘beyond traditional cattle raiding’ and questioned
whether local mechanisms could control volatile
elements®. However, traditional mechanisms are
fruitful elsewhere. Rizeigat, Misseriya and Malual
Dinka undertook peace conferences in 2008

and 2009 which have done much to re-establish
working relationships. Migrations between White
Nile and Upper Nile are also based on ad hoc but
functional grazing agreements made between a
successful combination of traditional chiefs and
administrators.
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The three transitional areas: the Abyei referendum
and popular consultations

The CPA postponed the problem of the transitional
areas, carrying major implications for North-South
border dynamics. Blue Nile, Southern Kordofan,
the Abyei area are, with South Darfur, the

main northern regions lying on the border line.
Underdevelopment and insecurity have fostered
internal fragmentation and further weakened the
capacity of administrations to address border
issues.

The potential Abyei referendum is at the heart of
national and local conflicts over the Abyei Area.
These remain a significant threat to national peace.
Misseriya militias are active in northern Abyei and
have publicly threatened to fight to destabilise the
referendum unless they are deemed eligible to
participate. The SPLA, in which Dinka Ngok are
represented at senior levels, risks being dragged
into conflict if tensions in the Abyei area spill over
into violence associated with the referendum.

Blue Nile and Kordofan remained constitutionally
northern states as a result of the CPA but were
entitled to a popular consultation exercise. From
the outset, the scope of the popular consultation
was ambiguous and the lack of full implementation
of the CPA has fostered expectations of self-
determination among local populations. The States
have assertive and powerful Governors; however,
political commitment does not translate into clear
political outcomes. The postponement of the
national elections delayed the implementation

of the popular consultations. It is consequently
harder to delink them from the South Sudan and
Abyei referenda. The popular consultation is an
opportunity, but also a substantial risk if populations
are left unsatisfied by the process.

Citizenship

The option of self-determination of Sudan creates
new challenges in relation to citizenship. The
Interim National Constitution of Sudan accepts
dual nationality but the CPA does not provide
arrangements for southerners in North and
northerners in South, including militaries, IDPs and
nomads in the post-referendum period. Discussion
of the situation of SPLA soldiers in the transitional
areas is still a taboo. Harder border controls in

any scenario will put border communities at risk,
in particular nomadic tribes and cross-border
residents.
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0 Comprehensive Peace Agreement, Part Ill, 3

This dynamic was observed in field work and
repeated in Concordis-CPDS workshops

2 Senior interviewees in Juba and Khartoum. There

remains therefore disagreement over which areas
are actually contested.

Conflict-prone border areas

According to the CPA, the border between
Northern and Southern Sudan should have been
determined by the end of the pre-interim period

in July 2005'. A North-South Technical Border
Committee was formed. Its mandate was explicitly
technical; the Presidency held responsibility

for resolving any areas of disagreement. The
commitment of the Parties was therefore of
utmost importance but has not materialised.

Regrettably with five months left before the
scheduled Referendum, the North-South border
has not been defined, let alone demarcated. The
lack of border definition impacted on a number
of key CPA processes (redeployment of SAF

and SPLA, wealth-sharing, census/elections) that
crystallise today in disputed areas of the border,
fuelling mistrust and insecurity at the local and
highest level. The Presidency met in August 29th
and Parties agreed to proceed demarcating the
non contested areas immediately, which represent
eighty percent of the border. The work will not
be completed before the Referendum but Parties
committed to finish before the end of the Interim
Period.

Communities in the borderlands say they have not
been consulted on the location of the 1/1/56 line'".
Their frustration awaiting demarcation decisions
that will affect their livelihoods is palpable and their
concerns over a referendum without a clarity on
border demarcation are mounting.

As a result of the field and desk research, a number
of potential flashpoints were identified. These

are not limited to technical arguments over the
ambiguity of maps (for the NCP there are four

such points, for the SPLM five'?). Instead this
report includes those areas identified by local
communities as nationally or locally contested and
hence conflict-prone. The results are summarised
in the map overleaf and are analysed in detail in the
full report.



Concordis International Sudan Report

Summary of selected border contestations

‘wnpuaJajal
UJaYInos 3y} Jaye pue uoliedsew
-ap Buunp souedyiudis 3 Aew
UOIBISIIUOD [BIOT "UOISIIBP BY)
159]U0D SIBPEI| NP SWOS "3[IN
Jaddn ul seluNWWod ueeqeln
pue 3N °n|g ul S3IUNWWOD
3ynpn ‘oml ojul ease ayl syds
Alpeo.q 1eyy uolsap Japloq €S6T
swJlyuodal juswaaiSe |euoneN
l1eteydy

*UOIJBAI}|ND [BUOSES JOJ }I PAsn
Ajjeuonipes) aAey oym SpPewou pue jn|
-llys usamiaq (siuadsin 01 dn Ajuno) oAu
-BIA 359M Jo duiis e yum Suoje) pai1saiuod
Al|e207 "4VS Jo d2uasaud ay) 0} anp sanued
3yl usamiaq ANdsip [9A3] MO| B U3
sey ) ‘gzeT ul 3IN Jaddn 03 pauinial
INQ SOZ6T Y} Ul UIAOIJ BGNN O} PaLId)
-sueJ] ‘seate upnpoud (10 03 pue 3|IN 3y}
0} ssa20e sy Joj juenodwn Ajjesi3alens

eyey

‘wNpuaJayay 19Aqy ay3 ut
eAussIA Jo uonediyied 129fas pue
Buina ay3 1dadde 303N ejuig ‘pasu
-e)iw AjSuiseasoul ase pue Sulni
9y} 193fas sdnoud eAUBSSIA VdD
9y} |leJap 0] UIleAJYl [IINS WNnpud
-19)9Yy 19Aqy 3y} Joy suoniesedasd pue
Suiina ayy jo uonejusws|dwi Jsno
aIndsip |euolleu Ing eale 3y} PIsINO
0 jo Apsofew pased Buinis ydd

19Aqy

*eaJe ay} Buisl|iqelsap sysu
Ayandasul |euoi8as Ing susdis Suisiwoud
MOYS SIAI | 903 saijod ssadoe
SAI1214159J JOAO SPRWOU YUM Payse|d
9ABY puB B3JE 3] [0JIU0D V1dS ‘¥TZ6T
ul Asepunoq [epuinosd Byl swedaq
puUB JSAL 3y} JO YInos sajdwiopy T
spuaixa siy| -ease Suizes§ eyejes ayy
4an0 eAuassIN pue 1eS1azay ‘lenjey
B)UI] U2IMIDQ  PaISaU0d  Ajjedol
|ezeyo |e Jyeq uIdyION-InyeQ YInos

JaAY
Japioq a1e1s

Japiog [euoiieulaiu|
JapJoq paindsip Ajjeao
Japioq paindsip Ajjeuonen
ae||In/umo

|ende) a3e35

| |
pr—

[ 4
(A
9[IN Jaddn

113npey ©

uejopJOY YInos

ovaMm fury eyey

SeyeN [e 1ej0H

ingleq yinos

eleAN O

‘Slawie) pue spewou

Usamiaq UOI}e}sajuod  |edo| >u_L3Umm 0108} 9 ‘pPIsuE:

‘noyjuIM/yepJor 1e Japioq

w 324N0saJl |e20]| pajerosse

|e13ualod “3|IN an|g ul Aujeson | | AjiaeaH  *GGeT  @duls uapdoq | | pue spewou jo Suines Jano
uowepe] uj sl eaJe eyl jusw [ | ayy Jo sjuswsrow  spiem | [ sendsip  [e207 “suiejunow

-9248e 91e)S pue |euoneN | [-yinos aaissadons “puel [edny | | you

/|eJauiw Ajpawiodal jo

‘ease  pajeindod  Ajasseds | [ -jnouSe pasiueydsw you a0 | | 1ed JaA0 uejoploy YInos pue
e Ul sawayos [ednynauiSe yory | | uonnadwod |edoj pue [euonen | [ 3)IN Jaddn usamiaq aindsig

no

3[IN J2ddn-3)IN 3uYMm surejunolp siuasan

‘uoneyo|dxa ‘eaJe paindsip anews|qoud 1sow ay) Ajjelnusiod

‘V1dS Ppue spewou uaamiaq sayse;d Sulo8uQ
‘uonesuel|iw AABSH "9S/T/T Ul uepns yinos
ul paJelsiuiwpe sem eale Japim 3yl swiep
Auno) Sueued *(8ulini vdd 3yl Aq easy 19Aqy
ay1 apisino paodeld) spjay |lo ooquieg/SI3aH
9y} pue eueseleyy JOAO UOILISIIUOD [BUOIIEN

l8uen], Ajlun-uejopioy uidYINOS

1e819zay pue y1dS UaaM1ag uaaq aney
sayse|d Jua29y "Juasaid yloq v1dS pue
4vS "Aue207 wopoy |v Aq pasaisiuiwpe
AjJua.ina si pue 096T Ul INyeQ 01 PALIDY
-suet1 sem 1 ‘pajeindod Ajasieds inq
95J9A1Q "Pa1531U0I Ajjeuoiieu pue Ajjedo|
S| eaJe Iury elyey you |esauiw asie| ayL
|ezeyo |e Jyeg uidISdM-InyeQ YInos




Concordis International Sudan Report

The full report is available for download from the
USIP and Concordis websites.
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www.concordis-international.org

WWW.USsIp.org
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