Introduction
This briefing will explain why the Ivorian rebels have refused to disarm. It will place the conflict in the highly particular context of the Ivorian political economy, and suggest that underlying economic and environmental issues have caused the conflict. It will then explain why no satisfactory solution to the conflict has been found, citing the ‘instrumentalization’ of the conflict by key actors.

But first, a brief summary of the current situation and the actors involved is appropriate. Côte d’Ivoire is currently partitioned between the South under government control, and a North, which under the de facto authority of rebel groups. This division, forged from a large-scale rebellion in September 2002, has remained in place despite sporadic violence and a peace-process intended to deliver national reconciliation. Much of the troubles have been phrased in ethnic terms, with instrumental attempts to define who is and is not an ‘Ivorian’ a recurring theme, and, by extension, who does and does not have a legitimate claim to national wealth. It is control of this national wealth that forms the substance of the conflict.
Origins of the conflict
The conflict in Côte d’Ivoire has its origins in the control and use of land. Cultivation of the nation’s primary exports, coffee and cocoa
, requires large amounts of labour and the clearing of rainforest. As Woods argues, the pejorative effects of plantations on soil quality mean that it is usually cheaper to open up a new ‘frontier’ of agriculture than maintain an existing one
. A two-sided dynamic existed; whereby profitable cocoa production was provided by an unsustainable environmental destruction and cheap labour, often consisting of people from neighbouring countries.
While this was a “relatively stable social and political dynamic” while land was available, the constant frontier expansion has reached its inevitable conclusion; there is now almost no unoccupied or unexploited land, and conflict what remains is often contested in ethnic terms.
The failure to regard land as a finite resource requiring careful management can be traced to the presidency of Felix Houphouët-Boigny, the first post-independence ruler. The apparent economic progress in the 1960s and 70s led many to praise the so called ‘Ivorian miracle’, an era of sustained growth almost unique in post-independence Africa. Some analysts [sommat about Crook] the development was a hollow one, as prosperity depended on exhaustible resources
.  His kleptocratic mismanagement prevented sufficient investment in infrastructure and commodity diversification.

The frequent use of xenophobic rhetoric by actors in the conflict should be regarded as the strategic use of the ‘politics of exclusion’, rather than a reflection of deep-seated resentments
.  The origins of the Ivorian conflict derive largely from the economic demands of agricultural production, rather than the ‘ancient tribal hatreds’ so beloved of the Western media
.
Continued Fighting

Now that the origins of the conflict have been dealt with, consideration will be given to the conflicts longevity; explanation should be sought for the failure of the disarmament process.
 As the International Crisis Group’s (ICG) report indicates, the peace agreement struck in 2003 has been “badly compromised by a lack of good faith and political will”
. While mutual ethnic distrust plays a part in this stalemate, a more convincing explanation can be fashioned from Chabal and Daloz’s thesis of ‘disorder as a political instrument’
. Elements of this analysis are evident in the ICGs claim that ongoing conflict serves two purposes:
“in the short term it can be a useful diversion which masks economic pillage, while in the longer term, it can be a useful way to disqualify opponents in order to monopolise political – and thus economic power”

Thus, the impasse has utility for political leaders, for military combatants, who would suffer a significant loss of power with disarmament, and the extractive business networks operating under the cloak of violence. Sadly, however bad the conflict for ordinary Ivorians, it is in the interests of most of those who might be able to end it.
Complicating factors
Several complicating factors worsen an already bleak picture. While this briefing has highlighted the artificiality of ethnic conflict, there is a risk that it could assume a more serious dimension. The ICG warn that the hysterical media coverage bears parallel with the myths and disinformation spread before the Rwanda genocide of 1994; in a sense, reality imitating fiction
. Hopefully, the establishment of a UN-run radio station
 will promote a more balanced understanding of the crisis. The station began regular broadcasts on August 13th
, though it seems too early to gauge its impact.
Even if there was a genuine political will for the end of conflict from the ‘top’ of Ivorian society, a considerable assumption, increasing factionalism along generational lines within the armed and political groups, both rebel and government, make a permanent peace even further away. As Jeanne Maddox Toungara describes, political parties and armed forces are often sharply divided along generational lines.
 As hierarchical arrangements are intersected by differing interest groups with in these organisations, the kind of innovative, clear leadership that might break the deadlock becomes extremely unlikely.
Possible external solutions are unfortunately mitigated as follows: Ivorian antipathy towards French troops has a long and complex history, greatly lessening their effectiveness as peacekeepers
. The leaders of the ECOWAS nation seem cautious in their appraisal of the Ivorian situations, seeming to pay more attention to the traditional respect to sovereignty, as discussed by Herbst and Davidson than the much-vaunted Peer Review Mechanism contained in Nepad.
 There is a strong UN presence in the country, but it has a limited mandate. As reported by the BBC, it cannot intercept the government air-strikes
.
A Conclusion of Sorts
So, the reasons for the origin, and then the continuation of the conflict have been discussed. Bearing in mind this past and present, what is the prognosis for the future? The picture is grim. The dynamic of the instrumentalized conflict expressed in the briefing shows no sign of waning, and has proved resilient to outside intervention. With so many obstacles blocking even the first step on the path towards peace, it is difficult to disagree with the title of the ICG report cited above – ‘No Peace in Sight’. 
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