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The war in the Casamance is the longest lasting war in Africa. But it is neither the kind of the conflict nor its duration that is truly exceptional – it is the record of mediation efforts, reconciliation measures and repeatedly broken peace treaties.

The paper will argue that the perception of the post-conflict – and necessarily of the conflict itself – has to be reconsidered. It is not the conflict but the mechanisms of conflict management and resolution, which seem to be the issue worthwhile analysing: Are these institutionalised in a way that is based on a broad social consensus established through communicative action? How can reconciliation and post-conflict actually be defined in this perspective? What does inter-group reconciliation mean in practice? How much can a peace, which is not changing the conditions of violence, reduce the effects of trauma for individuals and communities?
Conflict and Integration are in a dialectical relation. Integration can be achieved by means of equal access to justice. Common procedures to resolve conflicts without violence strengthen social cohesion.

The Casamance is an example of a peculiar dialectic. Here, both the insistence on violence and the negotiation of peace are rational tactics, through which actors achieve their means. Peace brokers and violent actors mutually ensure their economic survival. Furthermore, a complex equilibrium seems to have been established: The frameworks of traditional mediation give the local population means to lessen their grievances, but impede – due to their structure – any final peace agreement.
