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Abstract 
As the 21

st
 century has been approaching the concept of genocide is nothing new, rather the opposite. 

Since the beginning of the 1990s we have seen several major genocides taking place around the world, all 

in where hundreds of thousands of people have been brutally murdered, died or ended up forced to flee 

from their own country, home and sense of security. This thesis will examine the differences and 

similarities on how the world has acted in two major genocides: Rwanda 1994 and Darfur 2003-2007.  

Keywords: Genocide, Rwanda, Darfur, International Society, United Nations 
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1. Introduction 

We heard a child cry out in the brush. We were furious because we thought it would bring the death 

squads. I thought to myself: Shut up child. Shut up or die. A policeman found him covered in blood but 

not wounded. Later, I looked at the boy. I hadn’t been able to see him before because it was dark. It 

was my son.                                      . 

- Survivor of Rwandan genocide (Miller 2004). 

Genocide itself is not a new concept in the world we are living in. Instead, the debate of the concept is 

constantly on the agenda – is it genocide? Is it civil war? Why is no one doing anything? Why do we keep 

on receiving negative progress reports on the news, but no positive feedback what so ever? Such 

questions are the foundation for the topic of this thesis and the analysis of genocides that you are about to 

read. Throughout history, genocide has reappeared from time to time, and facing these situations seems to 

be as difficult every single time. We are living in a society that is constantly changing and in many cases 

improving, but in the area of facing genocide the process of improvement has been slow if even existing.  

The definition of genocide has been blurry for decades; even today there are numerous definitions that 

vary from one to another by a great extent.  The genocides in Rwanda and Darfur have created a need for 

a change in the actions of the international society as it has become worldwide known that the two 

genocides were difficult to both address and face. Decades before both the genocides in Rwanda and 

Darfur, A convention in 1948  on genocide was held– and it was in terms of the genocide in Rwanda that 

the findings of this convention for the first time would be used in practice and not only in theory. The 

convention states:  

The Contracting Parties confirm that genocide, whether committed in time of peace or in time of war, 

is a crime under international law which they undertake to prevent and to punish. 

And 

In the present Convention, genocide means any of the following acts committed with intent to destroy, 

in whole or in part, a national, ethnical, racial or religious group, as such: 

a. Killing members of the group;  

b. Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;  

c. Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring  

about its physical destruction in whole or in part;  

d. Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group; 

e. Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.  

(Resolution 260, 1947) 

The two articles above state the definition of genocide and how the contracting parties (in this case the 

United Nations) should act and react if genocide occurs. 
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The economic foundations, the historical consequences and the current problematic will be analyzed and 

presented in this thesis with Rwanda and Darfur acting as examples as a foundation for this comparative 

case study. 

1.1 Purpose of Study 

The purpose of this study is to gain a more thorough understanding of genocide with a focus on how the 

international society has chosen to intervene with such situations. Genocide is nothing new in the present 

world and unfortunately the concept is not likely to disappear either. It is therefore very important to 

analyze what the problems and difficulties of genocide are in order to help the affected areas in the most 

effective way possible as well as understand and explain why they occur. 

1.2 Problem Formulation 

As for this topic this thesis will deal with three research questions.  

 What are the similarities and differences between the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur? 

In the comparison between the two case studies,  an analysis of common and uncommon factors is 

needed, which include facts such as  the duration of the genocide, the number killed and the amount of 

attention the genocide has received internationally. Both of these genocides have to an extent made a 

difference for how the international society has since shaped international laws and policies concerning 

similar events. The focus will mainly be on what the international society actually did to prevent or 

mitigate the genocide as it was occurring. The answers discovered will help us understand why and how 

they made these decisions. Certain organizations will be highlighted (such as the United Nations), but 

also others that were important for the genocide discussed.  

An area that will be further highlighted within this question is the relevance of terminology, which 

became interesting as the research was ongoing as the similarities in the behavior of the international 

society when naming the ‘incidents’ as ‘genocide’. It seems to be the case that genocide is often not 

mentioned as a genocide until after the end of such, the question is what consequences that has for the 

affected countries. By using the two case studies this will be discussed. 

This question the further leads us into the second and third problem formulation that concerns the actions 

that were taken place before and during the genocides due to the international interference made by the 

international society.  

How has the historical factors affected the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur? 
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Both Rwanda and Darfur has historically been colonized by other countries in where the colonizers have 

stepped in and taken actions within the countries. The consequences of such involvement and how this 

affected the genocides will be discussed and analyzed within the line of realism. The post colonial view, 

in where colonizers are to blame for problems after the colonization has ended, will be highlighted and 

also become a major part of this problem formulations answer. The externalist view will however work 

together with realism, and not take over its part as a main theoretical framework in this thesis. More about 

this can be found within the theoretical framework chapter in where the relationship between the post 

colonial view and realism will be declared. 

The historical factors concerns facts that is presented in the background chapter, namely the previous 

colonial masters’ involvement in the concerned countries. The international actors discussed will mainly 

concern countries of the UNSC, but also others that are relevant for the case studies discussed such as 

previous colonial masters. Belgium has, as the previous colonizer in the country of Rwanda, influenced 

many of the different developments and is therefore a major key player in this discussion. As for Darfur 

the historical input of the British-Egypt colonialism will be discussed. 

How has the international interference affected the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur? 

What did the international society do when they realized genocide was imminent and when it was 

occurring in order to prevent it from happening again? As the question concerns the two different case 

studies that stretch over a period of time it is possible to see whether these actions helped or not. An 

analysis based upon a realist theoretical framework of the importance of different key players in terms of 

countries will be conducted. External involvement concerns the international society’s interest in the two 

countries, but also these external actors’ personal preferences of the situation that is occurring. Along 

with the line of realism this question will deal with the worlds interests in the two genocides, and hence 

their willingness to provide help. Self interest, financial means but also political interest in the two case 

studies will be highlighted and discussed in order to answer the problem formulation. 

As both for question two and three the international society will be defined for each specific case study in 

this thesis. In the case of Rwanda the analysis of the international society will concern the UN as this is 

the major protector of international rights and actions in the world. Actions of France, The US and 

Belgium will also be highlighted. France’s involvement after the genocide has been officially and 

unofficially discussed and is of major importance. The US involvement is also of major importance as 

they are such an important player in the UNSC. As for Darfur, the UN will once again appear as common 

key player for discussion, but the importance of AU will also be highlighted. The single countries 

discussed will, however, differ to some extent. China and its oil investments in the country has made both 
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positive and negative effects for Sudan as a whole, the effects on the region of Darfur will however be 

discussed. The US and its involvement are once again important. 

1.3 Delimitations 
The delimitations of this study are as follows: 

The thesis is not a focus on the after math of the genocides. Today, both Rwanda and Darfur are still 

suffering major consequences due to the effects of the genocides. These consequences will not be 

highlighted or discussed as this thesis is focusing on the time before and during the genocide. However, 

some peacekeeping missions or tributes that were established after the genocide will be examined – this 

does however not reflect the kind of life in Rwanda nor Darfur today. 

This thesis will also not examine every country’s involvement in the two genocides. Both in Darfur and 

Rwanda there were several actors and countries active, however the focus lays within two major 

contributors. Firstly the prior colonial masters in both areas, and secondly the major countries whom are 

part of the UNSC. This also includes the European Union; even though the European Union has, in both 

cases of genocide, been an active contributor in terms of aid and money to stop the genocides, the 

European Union’s involvement will not be further mentioned in this thesis. The European Union’s 

involvement will not be mentioned due to the limited length of the thesis.  

Finally, as this is a thesis with a length limit every detail of the genocide will not be highlighted. As both 

the genocide in Rwanda and Darfur has several events happening daily throughout the genocide one 

needs to keep in mind that some, chosen by relevance for the research questions, will not be presented. 

1.4 Disposition of Thesis 

The first chapter concerns the introduction and the problem formulations that are examined in this thesis. 

The second chapter presents the background of the case studies in this thesis, firstly the Rwandan 

genocide background followed by a presentation of Darfur and its connection to the problems of Sudan. 

The third chapter holds the previous research in the area researched in this thesis and hence presents some 

of the information relevant for this thesis. 

The fourth chapter concerns the theoretical framework used which in this case is the usage of realism and 

more specifically the work of E.H Carr. 

The fifth chapter concerns the method which will lay as a foundation for this framework and also present 

the material that this thesis is based upon. The choice of a comparative case study together with a critical 

discourse analysis is presented and motivated.  
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The sixth chapter states facts and results provided by a variety of sources. While the background chapter 

of this thesis presents the historical motivations to genocide the result chapter introduces the actual events 

of the genocides in chronological order.  

The seventh chapter provides an analysis of the facts and results given in chapter six, and also answers the 

questions asked in chapter one. The analysis is bringing a further discussion of the material in the 

previous chapter and creates a foundation for the last section of the analysis, namely the conclusion of 

this thesis.   

The eight chapter concerns the bibliography of this thesis. 
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2. Background 

The background presentation of the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur mainly concerns the 

internal conflicts of the countries, but also to some extent the involvement of the previous colonizes. As 

for any historical event there are a great deal of events that can be highlighted., however as for this thesis 

only the main information relevant for the research questions is being presented – this does not mean that 

the information that not presented is out of relevance but rather that a general presentation of the most 

relevant information has been done in order to bring a greater understanding when entering the result and 

analysis chapter. 

As this is a comparative case study of two different areas in two different times, the background of the 

two cases is of major importance. When presenting the historical background of both Rwanda and Sudan 

it is important to notice that there are two major schools arguing on why there have been problems in the 

areas. First of all, the internalist view argues that the killing and slaughter that has been taken place is due 

solely to the inhabitants themselves – the problems are therefore argued to be internal and due solely to 

the people themselves and not any kind of outside pressure. They are wild and want to kill each other 

(Goldman 1980).  This thesis will argue for the second approach, the post colonial view (also known as 

the externalist view). This view argues that the problems are due to colonial effects and that the current 

problems are inherited from the previous colonial masters. They have influenced the countries in such a 

way that even after independence was achieved, they still have a great deal of influence. In many cases, 

even in the two discussed, the presence of the colonial powers lingered in the area and in many cases 

helped the so to be local elites to rule their country in a way that would benefit the colonial powers – 

which created a class system where one group of people would be superior. Finally, the post colonial 

approach argues that the under developed stage for the concerned countries are due solely to their 

colonization and as a result have been stuck in non development (McLeod 2000). 

2.1 Rwanda  
The background to the genocide in Rwanda can be attributed to the two different groups of people that 

historically have been the inhabitants of the country, the Hutus and the Tutsis. A third group also 

populates the country, the Twa Pygmes, but at the time consisted of less than 1% of the total population. 

Historically the Hutu population mainly dealed with peasant cultivation works, while the Tutsi were cattle 

owners. It was eventually the cattle owners that would create a foundation for political power in the 

country, and the Tutsi population became powerful. European missionaries, mainly Belgian (the colonial 

masters since the first world war), started to cooperate with the Tutsi population and together they 

institutionalized the ethnical division in the country, allowing the Tutsis to rule the country while the 

Hutus were denied any sort of political engagement. The raise of elite with the help from colonial masters 
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did however start long before the Belgium colonization; in fact Germany was the colonial masters for 

decades upon until they lost the First World War and thereby also their colonies around the world. The 

oppression of Hutus thereby had roots that stretched deeper than 500 years, and the feudalistic society 

with submission that disadvantaged the Hutus had always been part of the Rwandan community. 

Important is however that both Germany and Belgium did try to rule Rwanda to the least cost and the 

highest profit possible which had consequences for the country as a whole (HRW 2009a). 

Forced labor provided by the Hutus became a daily routine, and the division had become obvious. An 

identification card was created, where personal information was recorded, including ethnicity which 

stated whether the person was a Tutsi or a Hutu – a difference that would come to mean a lot in terms of 

power and a civil and respectable life. In the beginning of the 1960s the Hutus had enough and the Hutu 

resentment took place in forms of a social revolution. A “democratic vote” was arranged by the Belgians, 

where the Hutus won by small marginal as they were percentage wise, a bigger population. This would 

mark the change for the Tutsis in Rwanda. After the election many of the Belgian missionaries left the 

country and the current Hutu government started to blame the Tutsis for all kind of problems in the 

country, from economical problems to the lack of water. The diced had rolled; the oppressors became the 

oppressed and through the upcoming years tens of thousands of Tutsis were killed by the Hutus (HRW 

2009a). In 1972, a major slaughter of Hutus by the Tutsis began in the area of Burundi – between 80,000 

and 200,000 estimated to have been killed by Tutsis. The killing had therefore historically been coming 

from both sides (Refworld 2003).  

After the election many of the Tutsis started to flee, many into the neighboring Uganda. In Uganda, the 

Rwandan Patriotic Front (RPF) started to take form with one major goal: to reclaim Rwanda with the 

Tutsi population in power again (History 2013). This would however take place in a form that nobody 

would expect. The main first step of the RPF was to overthrow Juvénal Habyarimana who was the current 

president in Rwanda – he had been in power since the election and was assigned power by the Hutus after 

the election in the 1970s. The RPFs reputation spread to Rwanda in where the Hutu government started to 

accuse the Tutsis who were still in the country to be part of the RPF as well. The defeat of the Tutsis was 

far from over even though the Hutus had won the election and the justificated power in the country - the 

Hutus had still taken over the country that the Tutsis claimed was theirs. The tensions between the Hutu 

and the Tutsi had increased rapidly over the last couple of years. By the time the Tutsi decided that it was 

time to regain their power in the country that was once under their control, the Hutu decided to strike 

back for all the suffering they had endured since the declared independence. Virulent propaganda and 

persistent political maneuvering was spread by the Hutus with the purpose to harm the Tutsis– 

propaganda in Rwanda at the time was nothing new, as this simply enforced the idea and concept that the 

Tutsis had been using while ruling the country earlier on. However, the Hutu propaganda would come to 
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have far more devastating effects. A bloody conflicted started close to the border of Uganda in October 

1990 in where both Hutus and Tutsis were fighting. In August 1993 there was a peace agreement signed 

between the RPF and Habyarimana with the hope that this would end the killings, however the unrest in 

the country continued and the peace agreement seemed to have little effect on the situation over all as it 

was not only escalating (HRW 2009c). 

On the 6
th

 of April 1994, the Hutu President Juvénal Habyarimana was killed in an airplane that was shot 

down. There were at the time (and is still today) no proof of who is responsible for the killing, the blame 

did however automatically fall on the Tutsis. The death of Habyarimana was in many ways about to set 

the kick off for the genocide and the devastating future Rwanda was about to face (HRW 2009c). 

Most of the killing in Rwanda was carried out by two extreme Hutu military groups that had been more 

brainwashed with the Hutu ideology, where Tutsis needed to be exterminated. The two main groups were 

Interahamwe and the Impuzamugambi, both which were supported and armed by the Hutu led 

government: MRND. The Interahamwe, shortly after the death of the president was declared, set up 

roadblocks where they then went to specific areas and killed anyone connected to the Tutsi population – 

men, women, children, friends and neighbors. Machetes were the most common weapon as they were 

cheap and easily attained. Guns were argued to end the suffering too quickly, while a machete is more 

brutal and painful. Not all Hutus killed and slaughtered – some tried to protect their Tutsi friends and 

became known as the moderate Hutus. This would result in consequences for these Hutus too, as they 

received the same treatment as the Tutsis themselves (HRW 2009c). 

The same language echoed from north to south and from east to west, calling for “self-defense” 

against “accomplices.” Slaughter was known as “work” and machetes and firearms were described 

as “tools.” Reports on the situation at the local level and minutes of meetings held by people out on 

the hills were handed back up through the administrative channels.     

(HRW 2009c: p5)   

Tutsis were gathered up and brutally slaughtered. Transportation of “tools” required in order to “work” 

was constantly provided by various transportation systems. Ordinary Hutus were ordered to capture the 

Tutsis, sometimes using traps. Night patrols were deployed to find and kill anyone who was anti Hutu. 

Tutsi women were often raped before they were slaughtered. By mid-May the hunt for the Tutsis 

intensified even further – the Tutsis that had survived by hiding well, having their life spared or due to 

their profession (such as Doctors and likewise) were now facing a future of a brutal death. Throughout the 

whole genocide false information was spread through the media where Tutsis were accused of various 

negative actions in order to increase the society’s hatred towards them. The RPF was accused of being 

infiltrators and the propaganda, in some way, created some kind of justification for the killing of the 

Tutsis as the Hutus actions were then described as “self defense” (HRW 2009c). 
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On the 17
th

 of August 1994, the RPF, could after a 100 day battle reach the capital of Rwanda and the 

genocide ended. The genocide took the life of 75% of the Tutsi population, and a total of 800 000 Tutsis 

and moderate Hutus were brutally slaughtered. 70% of the population survived was estimated to be 

suffering from HIV / AIDS, and a total of 250 000 women and girls were estimated to have been 

systematically raped throughout the genocide. After the end of the genocide the question on where the 

international society had been came into focus. Obviously the genocide in Rwanda had been a disaster 

and hundreds of thousands of people had lost their lives without any major international interference.  It 

should be noted that in 1993, both the Hutu and the Tutsi side requested UN presence in the area as the 

tensions were increasing (HRW 1999). 

2.2Darfur  

As for Darfur and Sudan there was another key factor that would create devastating consequences: oil. 

The historical background of Sudan is more complicated than the one of Rwanda. Sudan as a country had 

been suffering from two conflicts: the one between the religious groups in north and south, and the 

second one between the government of Sudan (the Janjaweeds) and the rebels of Darfur which will focus 

on in this thesis – both are relevant for the progress of the development of genocide in Darfur (Sudan Net 

2011a). 

Sudan does also not, as opposed to Rwanda, have only two different ethnical groups – instead the division 

of the country goes far beyond that and the population is strongly divided by ethnic, linguistic, and 

religious differences. Sudan’s nearly 600 ethnic groups spoke more than 400 languages and dialects in 

year 1991 which created fundamental problems for the country as a whole (Sudan net 2011b). In terms of 

religion, Sudan is represented by three main groups: Christians, Muslims and the non religious groups. 

Due to the different ethnicities, conflicts have escalated throughout the country; however it has also 

increased the importance of one’s ethnicity rather than one’s religion. Historically, this derived from the 

colonial masters of Sudan, Egypt, until a joined colonization by a combined British-Egypt rule (Mareng 

2009).  

Indeed, such differences were reinforced when the Anglo-Egyptians rule the country. The Europeans 

on the other sides were appeasing the Arabs so that they kept Egypt under control and therefore the 

Muslims were more respected than those of African descent.  

(Mareng 2009: 537) 

In 1956 Sudan gained their long wanted independence from British / Egyptian rule. The independence 

itself would however lead to a rough future with constant political unrest; two years after the 

independence a wave of military coups started that would take place until the beginning of the 1970s. 

These military coups involved, to name a few, the October and the May revolution. A reoccurring 

problem in Sudan was that herders and farmers were fighting for water and arable land – a scarce 
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commodity in the country. Historically, the main problems were between the South of Sudan and the 

main capital Khartoum. Civil wars that would characterize the independence of Sudan would constantly 

remove and recreate governments in the country (Sudan Net 2011a). 

In 1972, peace agreements were finally signed and the South area of Sudan became a self governing 

region – a step in the right direction as the Christians and Muslims could rule their respective areas in the 

south and north. Only a few years later, oil was discovered in south of Sudan which would act as a 

catalyst for conflicts into the upcoming years. In 1983 the Sharia law (Muslim law) was imposed for the 

first time in Sudan by the current president, which caused even further tension between the two groups. 

The upcoming years were characterized of domestic conflicts between the north and south. In 1999, the 

exportation of oil started for the first time and was shipped mainly to China. The military coups were far 

from over and civil war was just around the corner. Peace agreement after peace agreement failed to be 

signed. A few years earlier the US also took greater involvement in Sudan when the UN was putting 

sanctions on Sudan as a country resulting from suspicions of Sudanese involvement in the attempt of an 

assassination of Egyptian president Mubarak. China’s, the US and the UN’s early involvements in the 

country are important to keep in mind. The pressure for signed peace agreements continued and in the 

upcoming years Sudan managed to make steps forwards in the development of terms of commonly made 

agreements, but also steps back as these developments often take backfire from one direction or another 

(Sudan Net 2011a). 

In 2002, Kenya managed to convince the government in the north and the rebels in the south to reach a 

breakthrough in peace agreements that were important for both Sudan and the outside world – this 

breakthrough divided the oil resources and revenues in the country. However, the peace agreements 

would be jeopardized only a year later when the rebels in the area of Darfur attacked the government due 

to the neglected and suppressed attitude that the area had suffered from. Since the beginning, Darfur was 

disappointed with the fact that they did not get a hold of the profits of oil like Sudan currently was 

making – instead these profits stayed within the government and main capital Khartoum. Darfur itself was 

very poor and in need of these revenues as well. The government answered the rebellions with their own 

military troops: The Janjaweeds (Sudan Net 2011a). 

In year 2003 the rebel inhabitants in Darfur had enough with the Sudanese government mistreating them, 

and decided to carry out an armed attack against the government. These weapons were provided by the 

SLA (Sudan Liberation army) and the JEM (Justice and Equality Movement), two rebel groups in the 

area. The Sudanese government was quick to respond with “the devil on horseback”, also known as the 

Janjaweeds. Together with the Sudanese government, the Janjaweed attacked several villages and killed 

hundreds of thousands of people over the course of several years. Darfur was the first genocide in the 21
st
 

century, a genocide that perhaps should not have happened. From July 2003, The Janjaweeds attacked the 
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people of Darfur both from land and air. By using mass slaughtering techniques and systematic rape, they 

created chaos in the area where hundreds of thousands would end up dead, and even more would be 

displaced from their home. Rape was a common weapon and the women that were not slaughtered were 

instead sexually abused with the goal that they would become pregnant and then rejected by their own 

families (HRW 2004). 

On the side of the conflict in Darfur there was also the fragile situation between the South and North 

which had been problematic for years – peace agreements were about to be established in 2003 but had 

not been signed. These peace agreements would be one of the major blockades as to why the peace 

commissions would be delayed. Due to the major ethnical differences in the countries, situations similar 

to this one would continue to bring problems into the area (HRW 2004). 

As the genocide progressed, thousands of people fled from the West of Sudan and its brutal violence 

towards neighboring Chad in order to seek protection. To hide in Chad was at the beginning, a good 

solution for the people of Darfur, but as the conflict escalated the Janjaweed came closer and closer to the 

border, and would eventually cross it. This meant an even more difficult situation for the international 

society to face now that the rebels were moving across border without anything to stop them. By 2004, 

millions were displaced, and this number would continue to increase throughout the years of the genocide 

(HRW 2004). 
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3. Previous Research    

The previous research within the area of genocide is incredibly extensive; however this thesis will 

highlight some of them that have pushed the research forward. 

The term genocide was first coined by Raphael Lemkin whom would also turn out to be one of the first 

draft makers for the convention of 1948, presented in chapter one of this thesis. He has influenced 

international law and the future of genocide and is known as the founder of the convention. He was of 

Polish roots and had experienced the holocaust, losing a great deal of family members in the events, 

which probably encouraged his interest in the area further. Lemkin was teaching in a number of 

universities, including countries such as Poland, Sweden and the US. Lemkin also noticed that genocide 

can be analyzed from a variety of perspectives such as social, cultural, economic, biological, physical 

(endangering health and mass killing), religious and moral. For his work in total Lemkin won several 

awards and prizes internationally and also brought the genocide research forward (Lukasiewicz 1998-

2013). Helen Fein whom is also a known expert in the study of genocide; she has also specialized in the 

area of human rights and collective violence and developed the research within this area. In total, Fein has 

12 published books and monographs. She is also active at the City University of New York as an 

Executive Director of the Institute for the Study of Genocide. A few of Fein’s published works concerns 

Human Rights and Wrongs (2007), Accounting for Genocide (1979), Genocide: A Sociological 

Perspective (1993) and Genocide Watch (1992). Fein has also been developing a sociological definition 

of genocide that differs from the other genocide definitions given. It separates genocide from other 

violence forms and identifies real-world features that is suppose to provide a pre-knowledge about when 

genocide is occurring, or about to occur (USDA 2013). The concept of genocide is then defined as 

follows: 

Genocide is sustained purposeful action by a perpetrator to physically destroy a collectivity directly or 

indirectly, through interdiction of the biological and social reproduction of group members, sustained 

regardless of the surrender or lack of threat offered by the victim. 

(qtd. In USDA 2013). 

The relevance of definitions of genocide is important for the creation of this thesis as terminology is a big 

part of the analysis chapter, and as there is a huge amount of different terminologies the problems of 

facing genocides increases – as the terminology needs to be set before actions can be made. Connected to 

this is also another respected expert within the area of genocide: William Schabas. Schabas is one of the 

scholars that argue that the term genocide itself should be used with care and not to be misused in order to 

describe mass killings and he makes a clear distinction between ethnic cleansing and genocide (Schabas 
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2008). This has for example been presented in the rough debate of the genocide in Cambodia in where 

Schabas has been arguing that it was in fact not genocide but rather ethnic cleansing  

As for theories of genocide there is once again a wide scope of scholars who has been active. One of them 

is James Waller who wrote the four different dimensions of theories of genocide. The four dimensions of 

genocide can be concluded into four different areas. The first one is predispositions, which is then divided 

into ethnocentrism, xenophobia and desire for dominance. The second one is a cultural force which then 

includes the authority system, moral disengagement and rational self interest. The third one is cultural re-

enforces which then focuses on professional socialization, group conformity and merger of person and 

role. The last one is identity alterations which includes othering, dehumanizing and blaming the other. 

The publication made by Waller seem to include the basic features of genocide and how they are carried 

out, there is however critique published about the four dimensions. Howard Adelman did in May 2005 

publish Theories of Genocide: The Case of Rwanda which is a critique of James Wallers four dimensions 

and the way they are built up. Adelman does argue that Waller is, rather than explaining why genocides 

are carried out, focus on the basic features of how – and this therefore makes the four dimensions less 

useful when using them as a foundation for analysis. Adelman instead focuses on the first dimension of 

the four that is offered by Waller: the predispositions. The remaining three dimension, he argues, are 

simply stages in altering the concept of othering the other. He then instead create his own stages of 

genocide, in where the second one appear to be the one in where that certain other group is valued less as 

human beings. Thirdly the definition states that the other group now has a value lower than human beings 

in general – a stage very similar to Wallers second stage. The fourth stage presented then concerns the 

perceived identity of the other – identical to the third step of Wallers. Accordingly Adelman then argues 

that his own stages (or dimensions) do offer a wider perspective of why, and not how, genocide occurs 

(Adelman 2005). The discussion of different dimensions will not be highlighted in this thesis as such, but 

different parts of these dimensions are highlighted as a connection to the “treatment” of genocide together 

with realism. As racism or xenophobia will not be highlighted the importance of self interest and a sense 

of a country not being important enough to intervene in is relevant for this thesis.  

Another research concerning genocide is provided by Hagar Taha, who writes The Failure to Protect, 

Again: A Comparative Case Study Of International And Regional Reactions Towards Humanitarian 

Disasters in Rwanda and Darfur. As the title itself states the thesis by Taha is analyzing and comparing 

the same cases as this thesis is – however with a slightly more in dept analysis of regional reactions. Taha 

is providing an almost 100 pages long comparative case study in where he discusses the historical aspects 

of both Rwanda and Darfur, but also the more recent discussions of the need of a reformation of the UN 

as it is in fact failing as an international actor in terms of genocide and humanitarian disasters. The 

discussion of the humanitarian interventions history that Taha is bringing up does indeed create a good 
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foundation for his further analysis in where he also argues that Darfur was a Rwanda in slow motion 

(Taha 2011). The work by Taha is probably the one of the so far highlighted previous research that is 

closest to the field of this thesis. This material has therefore helped this thesis develop and take shape in 

terms of similar field of study and the strong sense of the fact that the UN as an organization and the US 

as a country has perhaps created more problems than helped preventing genocide.  

As noticed genocide can be analyzed from numerous perspectives and one can discuss the classical 

questions of why, how, when, where in almost an endless amount of writings. All of the above mentioned 

research will not be used as a foundation for this thesis, instead certain information has been chosen to 

show more relevance for the study that this thesis aims to emphasize. A lot of the topics presented will 

however be discussed and relevant for the result and analysis chapter of this thesis. More about the 

material used can be found under chapter 5 Method. 
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4. Theoretical Framework  

In this thesis realism will be used as the foundation for the writing process. Realism is one of the core 

theories of international relations and today the theory has reached further development and resulted in a 

huge variety of different types of realism. The core ideas of realism itself have however to some extent 

remained and in short one could say that: 

Realist theories attempt to understand states’ choices and international outcomes by employing a 

general framework that abstracts away from the details of specific states and international systems 

(Glaser 2007:16) 

As the presentation of realism is soon to come in the headline below, this thesis will also discuss the 

involvement of the post colonial view (that will not work as a theoretical framework here but rather an 

influence of the realist analysis) and finally how the two case studies of Rwanda and Darfur will cope 

with realism. 

4.1 Realism 
The genocides in Rwanda and Darfur and the question on whether to send help or not came, more than 

often, down to the question of personal interests, gains, and characteristics that are well known within 

realism. This thesis will analyze international organizations individual approaches to the violations in 

Rwanda and Darfur. Realism will fall into place as the most appropriate theory in order to reach an 

understanding on why the major powers acted as they did. E.H Carr is a realist from the UK, as many 

other famous writers he also emphasized the realist view in explaining the world. 

What is interesting with Carr is that he has, instead of taking the pure way of realism, used a liberal 

radical form of realism in which he is arguing that countries act in terms of international organization 

with their own goals and interests in mind. However, he also disagrees with one of the foundations of 

realism itself, that humans are foundationally evil. Carr instead argues that one should see the world for 

what it is, and hence be a realist. The utopianism offered by Carr offers precisely the fact that in order to 

see the world realistically, we need to be realists. This does however not mean that we accept or agree 

with the world as it is – it simply means that we have observed that this is how the world is and we are 

realistically aware of that (Carr 1981). Within realism there are several other well known scholars 

throughout history such as Thucydides, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Morgenthau and Waltz – still, the work 

provided by Carr was the most suitable for this thesis, and is therefore used. 

Realism is one of the theories within international relations that are historically the most established, with 

a few fundamental ideas that show the foundational theoretical framework and approach taken into 

account in this thesis. With Carr as a foundation this thesis will show that:  
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The foundation of international economic freedom lies in the recognition that when strong nations 

place themselves on the defensive, they act just like the weak ones do, and that all of them have an 

equal right to defend themselves with their own resources.  

(Talks 1937) 

The lack of a proper authority in the international society is one of the main pillars within realism – there 

is no higher authority that can interfere with a state if it has decided to act in a certain way. The 

international society, for example the United Nations, consists of several major countries that are trying to 

offer a platform for agreed decision making among the world’s nations. However, the power of the UN is 

not stronger than the strongest member and the issue then becomes more complex. The UN acts upon its 

members, and by using the Security Council, a world authority is supposed to bring justice to the world. 

However, international organizations are still run by world powers, which do not always agree. In the 

case of genocide this does once again become obvious and the fact that the decision making within 

international organizations is problematic when the world is required to act. No nation or state would ever 

want genocide to occur anywhere in the world, but when it comes down to the need of facing such 

problems these international organizations (such as the UN) are suffering from far more complex 

problems, created by the ruling nations, that it may show at first. Power is a key word within realism and 

this is also a key concept that will be reflected over in terms of the above discussed issues (Glaser 2007). 

One of the other features of realism not yet highlighted is that humans are evil – mankind is evil and will 

act with evil at any time. Power and interest are key words in any actions for mankind, and we can see the 

proof of how these two keywords have effected decision making both in the past and present. For 

example, both in the cases of Hitler and Mussolini, the longing for power and their own personal interest 

were the basis for their decision making (Glaser 2007). As stated, Carr does not agree with this specific 

argument within realism but it is still worth highlighting. 

In realism, states own sovereignty is the highest stage of power, which can also not be over thrown by 

any kind of internationally organized power. Carr (1981:100) argues that  

To internationalize government in any real sense means to internationalize power; and 

internationalize government is, in effect, government by the state which supplies the power necessary 

for the purpose of governing.  

This example is especially true when concerning the international power of the US. 

The value of a state’s sovereignty cannot be mistaken. Even though the realist approach argues against the 

possibility of a working international body, it does not argue against its existence. International 

organizations and bodies can indeed exist, but the leaders of the individual states or countries will still act 

with their own goals in mind. Carr (1981: 87) argues that “But pure realism offers nothing but a naked 

struggle for power which makes any kind of international society impossible.”  
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The choice of realism over other theories comes down to the fact that liberalism, neo liberalism, social 

constructivism and other world dominating theories was not suitable for the research that this thesis 

makes. As the world’s involvement in the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur is reflected 

through a non working international society this is what will be reflected, discussed and analyzed in the 

upcoming chapters.  

4.1.1 The post colonial view incorporated with realism 
The importance of the colonial powers, already mentioned in the first chapter of this thesis, is worth 

highlighting. The prior colonialist powers did, after the country itself had gained independence, want to 

work with the local elites (for example, in the case of Rwanda: the Tutsis) in order to gain power out of 

the situation – even if they are no longer colonizing that specific country. Along the realistic line the 

interest of individual countries was shown again, these prior colonizers chose to act in some cases but not 

in others, all depending on what their interests and gains were. Also, throughout realism, competition and 

war were major features (Glaser 2007).  

The value of the historical influences has been highlighted in research question number two of this thesis 

and will lead to analyze and discussion of the topic. The importance of the post colonial view could 

indeed have been highlighted as a second approach of the theoretical framework, but as for this thesis the 

post colonial view will rather reflect the self interest of involved countries that characterizes realism. The 

overall focus of the thesis cannot be found solely within the post colonial view, even though the 

involvement of such countries is important. The connection between the post colonial view and realism 

will here mainly be visible in terms of the ‘negative effects’ – some that has already been presented in the 

background chapter. The international involvement of post colonizers has not always been positive or 

beneficial for the colonized countries, and the reasons for such results can be found within the key words 

of realism: namely the long for power and self interest of the post colonizers (the aim of develop a nation 

to the better by using the means of colonization was in fact not beneficial for the colonized countries, it 

rather caused problems and major differences within the concerned countries). Even though post 

colonialism can be presented as its own theoretical framework this thesis will indeed highlight the affects 

of such colonialism, but rather than explaining it with the theoretical framework that post colonialism 

offers it will be presented with realism as realism is more suitable as the post colonial affects is not the 

only question that is highlighted and discussed in this thesis. 

4.2 Rwanda and Darfur 
Together with the above discussed features of realism this thesis will develop and take shape together 

with the features of genocide that can be found within the two genocides analyzed in this thesis, namely 
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the one in Rwanda and in Darfur. In chapter 7 of this chapter, the analysis chapter, the information 

presented in chapter 6, the result chapter, will be analyzed with realism as a foundation. As the main 

purpose of having a result chapter is to objectively present fact, the analysis chapters purpose in this 

thesis is then to shape the information presented in the result chapter and explain why and how – and in 

this thesis realism will work as the tool of development for such a progress. Question such as how and 

why can often be answered in a variety of ways and the importance of having a suitable theory, and also a 

suitable theorist, to help explain ones point of view is out of major importance. The development of 

chapter 7 is therefore a hand-in-hand chapter with the theory of realism and E.H Carr as a foundation for 

conclusions and understanding.  

As for similarities and differences and research question one of this thesis the focus will be to bring 

forward information that differs the two genocides, they did take place with quite some time in between 

and therefore the actions and decisions made during that time was based upon different realities, so to say. 

The similarities and differences will touch upon the international society’s different approaches and the 

different ways of facing those violating human rights. Also, as already mentioned the terminology is one 

of the areas that will be highlighted as a part of research question of this thesis. The importance of proper 

terminology within realism can be connected to the international society and its interference within the 

two genocides. As realism is the theoretical framework of this thesis it is important to present the reality 

of the genocides and the actual facts that makes them both similar and different. 

The historical connection to the two genocides is important and research question two of this thesis is 

important when understanding how the international society is not a workable organization in terms of 

assisting other countries in help. As already presented in this thesis (in the background chapter earlier) the 

concerned countries (Rwanda and Sudan) has historical events that has affected the outbreak of the 

genocides. The historical self interest, or perhaps the historical lack of interest, has shaped countries in 

such a way that does perhaps not benefit the concerned countries – this can be in terms of a forced living 

situation in where different groups are forced to live together, or a general ignorance towards the 

countries situation. The post colonial affect has caused problems in areas such as Africa in where 

inhabitants has been forced to suffer due to, perhaps, lack of information or interest from the previous 

colonizers. This does have a significant meaning for both Rwanda and Sudan when it is their turn to, after 

self cognition, needs to rule a country that has so many internal contradiction that the use of power cannot 

benefit everyone. 

As for the international interference of the genocide in Rwanda and the genocide in Darfur realism will 

show in terms of the self interest of the countries involved and analyzed in this thesis. The international 

interference does indeed matter as the world today is in many ways built upon these international 

organizations in where world leading countries dominate the world. Only as for the UN itself we can see 
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that within the Security Council there is currently no represents of neither South America nor Africa in 

terms of permanent members and veto power. As the reflection of the Security Council’s members will 

not be highlighted here the consistence of members here shows the fundamental problems of the 

organization itself: the most powerful members are only represented by Europe, North America and Asia. 

Hence, the genocides discussed in this thesis were taking place in a continent that does not have a formal 

represented in the UN and hence the power of the international interference is in the hands of other 

countries. This is also closely linked to the second research question discussed in the previous paragraph 

of this thesis. The international society and the foundation of a realist thinking pattern brings forward the 

problems of the so called international interference in this world – how can problems in areas that are not 

represented in one of the world’s major international organization be solved? As mentioned earlier, this 

will focus on the problems of a full working international organization that can indeed proceed with 

international interference, as for example with assistance during genocide, which works and is actually 

helping. 

Power is the major keyword for realism. When examining the situations in and Rwanda and Darfur, there 

were many parts of the international society (both countries and organizations) that were aware of the 

problems but that did not act upon this information. The international society had the power to act. 

However since these countries were acting through the UN (or other, such as the African Union), the UN 

then become an extended hand for the reach of their specific goals – which does not always go hand in 

hand with the consideration of interference. The achievements for individual countries will, in this thesis, 

be highlighted as realism and argues that the personal achievements stand above any international 

achievements. The US, France, Belgium and China show that the features of realism do indeed matter and 

that events such as genocide can be explained (Glaser 2007).  The consequences of such an international 

society can be seen in both the case of Rwanda and Darfur, and this thesis will examine how by using 

realism as a foundation. In this case the involvement of strong countries that was involved will be 

analyzed, this touch upon countries such as the US, France, Belgium, China etcetera.  
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5.  Method  

This thesis will be built onto the comparative case study method based on a critical discourse analysis. 

5.1 The comparative case study method 

The comparative method is derived from the qualitative approach method and appears in many different 

ways. However, this thesis will rely upon the comparative case study method as it is the most suitable for 

the topic chosen. The qualitative method, as opposed to the quantitative method offers a more in depth 

study and therefore also a more truthful result as there is only a few areas studied. The quantitative 

method is not suitable as that approach offers a wider and more general perspective of a situation while 

the qualitative approach often offers more of a descriptive answer which is needed for this thesis (Vromen 

2010). Also, as this thesis takes place over time in where one problem is analyzed but in two different 

countries and during two different circumstances a comparison of both similarities and differences is 

necessary as these are the ones that actually made history repeat itself.  

This comparative case study method will take form in the two cases of Rwanda and Darfur, where two 

major questions will be highlighted: what happened and how the international society acted and reacted. 

First of all, what happened in the two genocides is of major relevance when covering how the 

international society (both organizations and media) decided to treat the situation. The genocides took 

place ten years apart. More importantly is that once the genocide in Darfur took place the concept was not 

at all new to any world players – both the genocide in Rwanda and Bosnia had created major 

consequences for both the concerned countries and for the international society. The consequence of 

genocide was already apparent and the world should have learnt to act accordingly. The comparative 

method itself is a good foundation for when analyzing similarities and differences within cases as its goal 

is to reach an explanation and reason to why the world is as it is. As for this thesis, historical events will 

be compared and analyzed in terms of the individual cases but also in terms of the international society’s 

action for the two case studies (Collier, 1993). 

5.2 The critical discourse 

A critical discourse analysis is based upon discourse, power, dominance, social inequality and the 

relationship between the four. All that are visible within the area that this thesis is analyzing, discourse in 

terms of all the material that will here be discussed, power in terms of the power full countries that rule 

the international organizations, dominance in terms of the power within the UNSC and finally social 

inequality that is shown within the countries in where genocide has been taking place as one group has 

been slaughtering another. However, critical discourse analysis does appear in a variety of approaches 
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and its use can vary of depending on what is being analyzed. What the critical discourse analysis always 

has in common though is the fact that it stems from social issues and is commonly used within the area of 

political science. It is critical as the answer that the analysis is supposed to bring is a better future for the 

social issue concerned. However, the definition of better can also always vary depending on the situation. 

The critical discourse analysis basically offers a close up critique of texts and interactions needed as a 

foundation for this thesis in order to answer the research questions (Fairclough 2001).  

A discourse itself is an analysis of different kind of material, in this thesis that will be videos and written 

material but a discourse can also analyze other materials such as for example music. The point of a 

discourse is to understand and perhaps even explain reality from the actions that are made within that 

reality – in this thesis that reality will touch upon genocide in two different countries. The discourse that 

will be used here will also be critical and hence it is the critical discourse analysis that will explain the 

reality of genocide in Rwanda and Darfur (Ruiz 2009).  

The critical discourse analysis will be shown mainly in terms of how the international society reacted to 

the two genocides as well as the media coverage of the events. Did the actions differ in any way ten years 

later in Darfur than it did in Rwanda? Was the international society to some extent more prepared or did 

the same difficulties still aggravating the process in stopping genocides? Media is a tool that is not to be 

underestimated and has, especially in the case of the genocide in Rwanda, made it one of the world’s 

“most famous genocides”. The pressure from media and individuals was the key for change in Darfur, 

and since this genocide took place ten years later than the one in Rwanda, the media has established itself 

as a more powerful platform.  

5.3 Method and Theory 

A foundation for a coherent method and theoretical framework is of major importance in this thesis. The 

comparative case study will be connected to realism by discussing the two case studies and the 

international society’s interference in the two. The international society’s ability to prevent and solve the 

issues of genocides will be highlighted and the ground pillars of realism will, as the theoretical framework 

for this thesis, be shown in a natural manner. When using a comparative case study it gives the thesis to 

an in depth analysis in where the features of realism can be analyzed in detail and hence the conclusion of 

this thesis will show the problems of genocides, which will not only be a conclusion that concerns one 

country as this is an overtime analysis with two case studies. Hence, the comparative case study here 

helps the conclusion to bring forward answers that has been occurring for some time – and this is also the 

benefit of comparing two case studies with some time apart.  The discourse analysis itself will work in 

coherence with realism as the analysis itself will show how important the opinions of powerful nations 

are in terms of facing and reacting to genocide. As this will be historical frame worked thesis it is possible 
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to analyze how these actions has changed, or not, over time. The choice of a comparative study will be 

visible throughout the analysis as this thesis will always compare the consequences in Rwanda to the one 

in Darfur. This also shows how the quantitative approach would once again not be suitable for this topic – 

an in dept conclusion requires an in dept analyze of material which the quantitative approach does not 

offer. The critical discourse analysis brings forward the information needed from the perspective of the 

previous colonies and the external interests. Together with realism this critical discourse will bring 

forward the problem of genocide that has been obvious in both the case of Rwanda and Darfur. 

5.4 Material used 

The material used in this thesis will be as follows: Human rights watch (HRW) explains many 

background stories of the genocides. HRW is an independent organization which has for over 30 years 

fought to bring justice into the world. HRW does offer a huge scope of information, both for the case of 

Rwanda and for Darfur. Many detailed descriptions of the events taking place are offered in various 

forms, and detailed information about the time before the genocides is provided.  

UN/UNSC resolutions, documents, press releases and news are also a major source of facts as they offer a 

view upon how the international society acted to the genocides. By analyzing resolutions by the UNSC it 

is possible to see abstentions in voting by member countries which then has lead to a further investigation 

in those specific states behavior.  

This thesis will also rely on a variety of media material, such as British Broadcast Company (BBC) which 

is one of the British news agencies which has covered lots of information concerning both Rwanda, and 

Darfur. BBC foundational argument can be argued to be mainly mainstream, however in a slightly more 

right wing side. Cable News Network (more known as CNN) also offers a huge amount of information 

concerning the two genocides, including both written material and documentaries. Aljazeera is also one of 

the biggest news agencies in the world that offers a left liberal view of news. 

However, the material presented in mainstream media can sometimes be exactly that: mainstream. Some 

alternative media is therefore needed. Global Research, is a strongly left source, offers a wide range of 

information – where some can be used for general understanding of what is going on. Global Research 

does however; offer a site where many conspiracy theories and other more doubtful material are written. 

The articles analyzed from this source are analyzed in a critical manner. Other media that use the same 

approaches are counterpunch.org and antiwar.com.  

The former Head of the UN in Sudan, Mukesh Kapila, has his own webpage where he posts information 

regarding genocide. He also hosts various seminars on the topic of genocide and the lack of international 

interference. While he was active in Sudan, he used BBC as his connection to reach the world. Following 
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the line of involved individuals such as Eric Reeves who has been especially active in the genocide in 

Darfur will give a depth to the analysis. Eric Reeves has devoted his life to writing and demanding action 

for Sudan, and Darfur specifically where he has, by using his own web page domain, written several 

articles and other publications. Another individual that is already highlighted in chapter 3 of this thesis is 

Hagar Taha that provides a critical study on the genocides of Rwanda and Darfur in where he is accusing 

the international society for failing to address humanitarian disasters. The critical manners of his writing 

will to some extent help providing a further understanding for how key players such as the US acted in 

both Rwanda and Darfur. 

To some extent the material presented under previous research (chapter 3), will also work as a foundation 

for the analysis of this thesis. The debatable amount of approaches to genocide is interesting as this is the 

fundamental information given to others who are making decisions concerning genocide. However, the 

material used will mainly be taken from the sources mentioned above as this thesis aims to make new 

conclusions and rather use the previous research as a foundation for comparison and analysis. 

The material found has become the groundwork and justifies the result and analysis. For both case 

studies, basic knowledge has been provided by HRW. The HRW has highlighted resolutions and other 

documents by the UN, AU or likewise. When accessing these references, it is within this thesis scope to 

see how these resolutions, or others, actually worked – facts that are often provided by media. When 

analyzing media publications one needs to keep in mind to be critical, but also to use a variety of media as 

this thesis has done and not only rely upon one media source. The material should be followed up, once 

again checking the information provided by HRW and then checked against the information from the 

international organization. The material chosen for this thesis has thereby been chosen due to a “circle 

research” where one source constantly is needed to confirm another. 

As shown the variety of sources in this thesis is quite wide and stretches from world organizations to 

media coverage and then also down to certain individuals. To get a wide scope of information is 

important when critically analyzing material in order to reach an overall conclusion that is consistent with 

reality. The reason for why some material is chosen over others can be motivated by the fact that, for 

example, this thesis has a focus on the UN and not the European Union, and hence the material from the 

European Union is not relevant for this thesis. As for the media coverage there was an importance of 

choosing major media corporations that can represent different parts of the world, hence BBC from the 

UK and CNN from the US – both the involvement of the US and the UK are discussed within this thesis 

and hence the relevance of their media coverage instead of other countries. Last but not least concerns the 

choice of certain individuals as a reference for the material of this thesis. Both Kapila and Reeves are 

known individuals within the area of genocide, and especially the one in Darfur, and as a specialist of an 

area is preferred ahead of a general specialist of an area these two individuals were suitable for this thesis. 
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5.5 Operationalization 

The operationalization of the theory in combination with the material is also important for a thesis. The 

thesis will start out with minor background information in order to give the reader some understanding of 

the time before the genocide, and hence it becomes easier to then start reading the result and the analysis 

chapters as they start from the first day of the genocides. The thesis is then built up upon the material that 

has previously been presented together with the theory of realism.  

As for research question one in where the similarities and differences will be analyzed there is a focus on 

the overall actions of the genocide – in order to reach a conclusion on why certain events happened in one 

of the genocides, and not in the other, similarities and differences are important. However, research 

question one will provide a general information about the fundamental differences of the cases that does 

mainly consist of information that will then further lead onto answering the remaining questions with a 

clearer connection to realism. The terminology will however be discussed as an answer to question one, 

and together this will show that the unwillingness of the so called international society to change in a non 

beneficial way does affect other poorer countries in a negative way, with for example genocide or other 

type of violence. History repeats itself. 

The historical factor, presented in question two of this thesis, does highlight the post colonial view and 

does together with realism explain why the historical events are important. The material given by 

organizations such as the UN does provide information that realism can work and develop with – the post 

colonial view together with realism explains the negative impact of historical influences and what it can 

lead to. The importance of the historical factors became even more important when analyzing two 

different case studies, similarities and differences within the two genocides could bring answers to why 

they occur and hence it was natural to look at the time before the occurrence of the genocides.  

As for the second question concerning the international interference the material will be presented by 

various organizations and media sources. The core of realism will be visible trough the self interest of 

organizations and countries, and by using both information from organizations (that might be somewhat 

biased) and media sources (that can also be somewhat biased) the material used can bring forward the line 

of realism even further. The importance of a variety of sources brings forward a foundation for realism 

and can hence explain the behavior of countries and organizations. The interest for the international 

interference together with realism, and especially E.H Carr, was given as he does agree with the existence 

of these organizations but not the actual working force of them. As the main actors of “prevention” of the 

genocide were countries, acting trough organizations, the actual result of these international organizations 

work was important to investigate in. 
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6. Results  

The result chapter in this thesis is built upon a historical basis in where the international interference will 

be presented in a more or less chronological order. The international interference will here include all 

events relevant for the research question and hence the result chapter will be the foundation for the 

upcoming analysis chapter.  Starting out with Rwanda as that genocide took place before the one in 

Darfur.  

6.1 International Interference in Rwanda  

The UN did, in 1993, establish UNAMIR - United Nations Assistance Mission for Rwanda - due to 

resolution 872 in the UNSC (Resolution 872 1993). The force commander of the UNAMIR was 

Lieutenant-General Roméo Dallaire who came to Rwanda with one mission: to negotiate with Juvénal 

Habyarimana, a Hutu who was President at the time, and with the Tutsi represented by the rebel 

commander Paul Kagame. These negotiations would however fail to take place as Juvénal Habyarimana 

suddenly died and almost overnight the hostilities and slaughter in Rwanda started, Dallaire was then 

quick to react and ask for more assistance in Rwanda – a demand that would take months to satisfy 

(Shiffman 2008). It should also be noticed that previous UN peacekeeping missions in other parts of the 

world had been very costly, and it was in the UNs interest to keep the peacekeeping missions effective – 

but to a very low cost. The army that was then sent to Rwanda was therefore only one third of a normal 

size army and the self interest of the organization (in this case: to save money) was shown (HRW 1999). 

The peacekeepers from UNAMIR that were first killed and tortured were originally Belgium 

peacekeepers that had helped the Tutsis increase their power historically. These peacekeepers were sent 

out from the UN itself, as they were also brutally tortured and murdered due to the fact that they had been 

helping the Tutsis to take over the country was no longer a secret. After the death of the Belgian 

peacekeepers, the UN decided to withdraw many of their remaining 2,500 peacekeepers in the country as 

it was seen as too dangerous to keep these volunteers in the area – a decision made within resolution 912 

(BBC 2000).  

The three countries did play a key role in the genocide in Rwanda were Belgium, the US and France. 

Belgium was the last colonial power in Rwanda and therefore had a lot of experience with the relationship 

between the Hutus and Tutsis before the actual genocide took place. Belgium had also helped the Tutsi 

establish the power that they once had in the country. However Belgium, just as the UN, needed to save 

money and therefore provided a troop that consisted of only half the force that it could and used to be. 
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Also, In February 1994, Belgium raised the awareness of rising problematic in Rwanda and asked the UN 

to provide help to the area – a suggestion that was voted down in the UNSC by the US and the UK. 

Belgium was however, not the only peacekeeping actor active in Rwanda – France and the US were there 

too. This also shows that the power of the UN cannot be stronger or bigger than the one of their greatest 

members, namely the permanent members that in this case consists of the US, France and UK.  

The previous colonialism of Rwanda by both Belgium and Germany had major effects on what would 

take place in Rwanda in the beginning of the 1990s. The European colonialism created a foundation for 

the local elite of Tutsis, where the Hutus were oppressed and less valued as people. This elitism would 

however fast turn into racism where Hutus and Tutsis started to hate one another. The historical 

framework of Tutsis had given them the foundation of being cattle owners, which to the colonial powers 

made it obvious in which elite to support. Hutus on the other hand, historically seemed to be less civilized 

and with a peasant background they did not have much to compete with as far as an elite creation was 

taking place. The consequence of the creation of this elite, made by the colonial powers, would end in a 

bloody revolution where hundreds of thousands of people would be slaughtered - Hutus versus Tutsis 

(Reimer 2011). 

France was one of the countries that were the most active in the area of Rwanda but was also one of the 

involvements that were the most speculated in the after math of the genocide. In June 1994, Operation 

Turquoise was established which offered a humanitarian protection zone in south-west Rwanda – a 

project that would later on be taken over by UNAMIR. In a report, Rwanda accused the French military 

of playing an active role in the genocide where they name several people which they wanted prosecuted; 

Rwanda also accused them of training Hutus in their killing strategies. The French has in their turn 

accused the report of being neither independent nor legitimate (Aljazeera 2008). France provided the 

government at the time with weapons and aid that would then benefit the Hutus in their slaughter of 

Tutsis.   

In 1990, the Rwandan Patriotic Front, a rebel group composed mostly of Tutsi refugees, invaded 

northern Rwanda from Uganda in an attempt to defeat the Hutu-led government. They began the 

Rwandan Civil War, fought between the Hutu regime, with support from Francophone Africa and 

France… and the RPF, with support from Uganda. This exacerbated ethnic tensions in the country. In 

response, many Hutu gravitated toward the Hutu Power ideology, with the prompting of state-

controlled and independent Rwandan media.   

(qtd. In Vltchek 2012).  

Years after the genocide, a few French soldiers who had been in Rwanda were prosecuted (Aljazeera 

2012). The criticism does however not stop at the provision of weapons. France was also accused of only 

caring for their own soldiers and not helping the people in need. Also, the French troops were accused of 
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not leaving proper reports of what was going on in the area – Information that has been argued to be 

valuable in the decision-making on whether to send more troops or not (Miller 2004). 

In the aftermath of the genocide, it has been argued that the international community did not know what 

was happening in Rwanda at the time, the information afterwards might seem to be obvious, but back 

then it was difficult to grasp and understand all the information. The US are one of the strongest 

supporters for this particular argument and therefore their involvement in the prevention of the genocide 

is relevant – as the US involvement in most cases results from its international status as a country. 

Documents that have been published after the genocide argue against the lack of knowledge that many 

countries argue that they were suffering from and that it was paralyzing their actions. The Clinton 

government, who was at the time hosting the presidency in the US, was alleged by The Guardian to have 

received almost daily updates on what was happening in Rwanda at the time and how the Hutus were 

planning on eliminate the Tutsis (Carroll 2004). 

They [The US and the UK] also argued – in the midst of genocide – that there had to be a ceasefire 

before troops could be deployed. Britain also sought to block the use of the word ‘genocide’ because 

under the 1948 UN Convention, this would have obliged states to ‘prevent and punish’ those 

responsible.   

(Miller 2004) 

Taha (2011) also presents facts that state that the US was in fact aware of the rapidly intense situation 

after the death of the president of Rwanda. The lack of action from the US is therefore seen as one of the 

major reasons to delay in help. However, the US was still one of the countries that helped pushing new 

peace missions ahead in order to get help for Rwanda. The fact that the US had, previous to the genocide 

in Rwanda, encountered problems in the area of Somalia in where many American soldiers had been 

brutally killed and once again showed a failed international mission was also argued to have been a 

reason for the US careful reactions and actions within Rwanda.  

Almost a year after the first UNAMIR came to Rwanda, the UNSC once again decided to change the 

strength of their troops, with an increase to a total of 5,500 –however, they appeared with a delay of total 

of six months (UNAMIR). Rwanda was not a clear case of a UN failure where they simply chose to 

ignore the actions in Africa. The genocide in Rwanda did provide several misunderstandings.  Lack of 

information was one of the major factors as to why the UN and many other countries decided to make 

cuts in the help provided to the area. The term “genocide” was very well avoided when discussing the 

genocide – which might be due to lack of information, or the responsibilities of the international society 

that the term genocide would have required of them, stated in the convention quoted above (HRW 

2009b).  The UNSC did however make efforts to send troops to the area and prepared these troops for 

takeoff, however – once these troops reached the area it would be months after that the genocide would 

end. 



 
32 

The UNSC admitted that they failed to address the genocide in Rwanda, and learned that it was time for 

them to use this experience to address future genocides. They promised that the international society 

would react and respond faster and never again would the United Nations let genocide occur under their 

watch. From a statement by Hon. Charles Murigande, Minister of Foreign Affairs at the memorial 

conference it was stated that:  

As we reflect on the response of the international community to Genocide, permit me to recall that in 

1994 there was reluctance by the international community to call what was taking place in the country 

by its true name: GENOCIDE! Calling it genocide would have made it an obligation for the 

international community to intervene, which they were unwilling to do. And so people spoke of ‘mass 

killing,’ ‘tribal violence’ or ‘acts of genocide’ to escape having to take any responsibility, while 

Rwandans died at a rate of well over 10,000 per day!   

(Murigande2004:3) 

    And 

We must learn from the tragic failures of Rwanda in 1994. It is absolutely critical that we learn from 

these failures so that they never happen again. Our NEVER AGAIN should be exactly that, NEVER 

AGAIN! No other nation or people should be allowed to suffer what we suffered in Rwanda. Let us 

commit ourselves to this, and be true to our commitments and obligations.  

(Murigande 2004: 4) 

Apologies from the international society were delivered, and promises of different engagement in case of 

similar actions were stated as well. The international society had failed, and it was now aware of what the 

cost of that failure was (Ryle 1998). The importance of terminology was here for the first time officially 

highlighted as the naming of an incident (in this case genocide) should have been stated way earlier, 

which would possible have forced the international society into action. The genocide in Rwanda took 

place at a very rapid speed where hundreds of thousands of people died in a very short amount of time. 

The media coverage at the time was very poor – but for Rwanda the media coverage after the most 

intense period of time of the genocide increased drastically. Today the genocide in Rwanda is among the 

most well known genocides in the world, partly due to the fact that it was the first genocide of its time but 

also due to its brutality and nonhuman nature. The reason for why the media coverage at the time did not 

reach out can be debated, but for Rwanda as a whole, the intensity and speed of the events had been noted 

as a major reason.  Also the lack of accessibility for journalists was to blame. Most of the reporters were 

in refugee camps and not in the killing fields, which obviously made a different foundation for reports. 

Tom Gilles, BBC producer in Rwanda, 1994 writes in an article in 2004: 

 What the viewers in London weren't seeing in scale was what I saw in pictures arriving back in 

Nairobi - of corpses piled high, decaying skulls and skeletons, terribly-injured children.    

(Gilles 2004) 

The International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda was established in November 1994 with the purpose to 

convict the violators of human rights throughout the genocide in Rwanda, and also to recognize that 
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violations took place and that the international community now admits it (ICTR 1994a).  The genocide in 

Rwanda would come to be the first genocide where the convention from 1948 presented in chapter one of 

this thesis would properly be put to test. ICTR found both head of government Jean Kambanda and Jean-

Paul Akayesu, a former mayor, guilty of genocide (ICTR 1994b). This was the first time ever. The state 

of Rwanda itself however was not convicted of genocide. The first state ever to be convicted of genocide 

was Serbia – and was a result of the genocide in Bosnia, a case study that will not be further discussed in 

this thesis. This however shows the possibilities of both actors and states to be convicted in front of the 

law. It also shows that the UN actually did what it was not suppose to do, which was fail in addressing 

genocide. Ten years later the next genocide that will be examined in this thesis took place, this time in 

Darfur, Sudan. After the genocide in Rwanda the international society worked on developing and 

establish further regulations in order to ease the ability to interfere with a situation. This can be shown by, 

for example, the responsibility to protect that was established a few years later and that will be discussed 

in terms of the genocide in Darfur. 

6.2 International Interference in Darfur  

The first report of suspicion of what was going on in Darfur to the UN came from Mr. Mukesh Kapila, a 

United Nations humanitarian coordinator in Khartoum. Kapila’s first report was sent the 22
nd

 of June 

2003 – here he briefly mentioned that 

“… The [opposition] parties have also called on the government to address the root causes of the 

conflict by increasing development assistance to Darfur. The government however has rejected all 

calls for dialogue and is instead once more preparing for military action. Nor are SLM/A prepared to 

give up its armed struggle”.   

(Kapila 2003a) 

Kapila also states that the movements in the area were increasing at the same speed as the political unrest 

(Kapila 2003a). Kapila further wrote in his report on the18
th

 of December 2003 that there had been 

reports of daily violations of human rights in the area of Darfur, and expressed worry about the area. He 

also described how even though UN and the international community had tried to enter the area of Darfur 

where the violations were ongoing; the Sudanese government had denied access to them. Kapila kept on 

raising his concerns about the current issues in the area, and would come to file many more memos 

similar to this one (Kapila 2003b). From the first memo in June 2003, to the last one in August 2004, 

Kapila wrote a total of almost 50 memos concerning the violations in Darfur (Kapila 2003-2004). In 

December 2003 Jan Egelund, United Nations Emergency Relief Coordinator, also stated that “The 

humanitarian situation in Darfur has quickly become one of the worst in the world.” (UN 2003). The 

problems in Darfur were, for the international society, far from a secret. The actions from such a society 

would however come to take a lot of time, both in terms of money and in terms of human lives. 
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Besides the UN, the AU was already present in Sudan with their focus on the peacekeeping between the 

north and south. Their presence in Darfur would come to increase as the violations increased. By 2004, 

the creation of African Union Mission in Sudan (AMIS) took place which would create further assistance 

for the Darfur people – however, it would take yet another year before AMIS was fully active in the area. 

The deployment of AMIS originally came from the UNSC, even if the progress itself was constituted by 

the AU (ICRtoP a). 

The notes and memos from Kapila showed that the UN was aware of the fact that there were problems in 

the area – however, the UNSC, from 2004 passed several resolutions concerning the problems in Darfur. 

The first one, Resolution 1547 UN, condemned all acts of general violations and violations of 

international law or human rights in Sudan – this resolution was passed unanimously (Resolution 1547 

2004). A month later, Resolution 1556, was created where the UNSC demanded that the Sudanese 

government would disarm the Janjaweeds – the resolution was abstained by two countries, one of which 

was China (Resolution 1556 2004). Resolution 1564 was also abstained by China. This resolution did 

concern the fact that the Sudanese government had ignored the previous resolution – and if the 

government refused to follow the previous resolution, or to comply with the AU in the area, the UNSC 

would consider taking additional measures (Resolution 1564 2004). The last resolution in 2004, 

Resolution 1574, emphasized the importance of the signing of a peace agreement between the two 

combating sides and that the UN would provide a peace support mission to achieve a peace agreement 

(Resolution 1574 2004). 

The UK, whom historically had played a large part in Sudan’s history, was also the second biggest aid 

contributor decided early in the genocide not to provide any military intervention and decided to instead 

support the AU in the region while putting diplomatic pressure on the government. As the financial 

means were lacking in the UN at the time, the UK also decided to provide an extra financial contribution 

in the case of Darfur (MacAskill 2004). 

In April the same year, the 10
th

 year anniversary of the genocide in Rwanda took place – a day where the 

current U.N. Secretary-General Kofi Annan highlighted the failure in Rwanda and the failed protection 

and rescue of the 800 000 civilians whom were brutally killed, slaughtered and tortured. In his speech he 

also raised his concern about Darfur and proposed the suggestion of sending a high level team to the area 

in order to increase their presence, knowledge and stabilize the area (UN 2004). The same month the 

UNSC also went public with a press release concerning the fact that “the members have expressed their 

deep concern about the massive humanitarian crisis” (UN 2004 p.3) Further, they also offered their 

support to the AU in the area. 
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Kapila had by now sent so many resolutions to the UN that brought the issues in Darfur into the eyes of 

the public by using the BBC and Radio 4, that he explained what was going on in Darfur and how the 

world had become silent viewers of the situation. "This is ethnic cleansing, this is the world's greatest 

humanitarian crisis, and I don't know why the world isn't doing more about it." – he described how 

villages had been burned to the ground, how aid supporters were not able to reach the areas in where they 

are needed, how women and children are systematically raped in front of their fathers, before they, along 

with their fathers, were slaughtered. He described how the mass movement towards Chad had started to 

take place and that over 100,000 people had already crossed the border. Kapila claimed that over one 

million people in total were at the time affected by the ethnic cleansing in Darfur (BBC 2004a). Media 

was now involved in the situation, which created change for the people of Darfur – but it took time. 

The same year the conflict is also called genocide officially by civilians such as U.S. Secretary of State 

Colin Powell. He described Darfur killings as genocide based on interviews he had made with refugees in 

the area.  

We concluded that genocide has been committed in Darfur and that the government of Sudan and the 

Janjaweed bear responsibility and genocide may still be occurring.   

(BBC 2004b) 

To term the violence in Darfur “genocide” did not become an internationally controversial topic 2005, 

two years into the violent events, instead the correct terminology would have to wait and in turn create 

further consequences for the people of Darfur. 

By mid 2005 AMIS had around 7000 military observers active in the area of Darfur – all working for the 

same goal. AMIS lacked the money and logistic knowledge. Their performance in Darfur and the peace 

keeping missions therefore took time and were not as effective as the situation required them to be 

(ICRtoP a). 

The UN establishment of The Responsibility to Protect, which was an initiative concerning the 

sovereignty of a country in terms of different violations of human rights, including genocide, came in 

year 2005. The RtoP states that a country is responsible to protect its inhabitants from mass atrocities. 

The international society was responsible to help the country prevent it from such, and they were also 

responsible to intervene if a country failed to protect their citizens. At the time, the RtoP offered exactly 

what the people of Darfur needed – an initiative that made it possible for the international society to 

intervene (ICRtoP b). The RtoP relies upon three pillars: 

1. The State carries the primary responsibility for protecting populations from genocide, war crimes, 

crimes against humanity and ethnic cleansing, and their incitement; 
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2. The international community has a responsibility to encourage and assist States in fulfilling this 

responsibility; 

3. The international community has a responsibility to use appropriate diplomatic, humanitarian and 

other means to protect populations from these crimes. If a State is manifestly failing to protect its 

populations, the international community must be prepared to take collective action to protect 

populations, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations. 

(World Summit Outcome 2005) 

Still, the RtoP did not make any major differences for the people in Darfur, and the genocide would be 

ongoing for two more years and change would instead come from a more or less unexpected angle. The 

reason for why the RtoP did not work was mainly due to the fact that the Sudanese government did not 

follow through with any of sanctions, actions or other recommended behavior from the UN (ICRtoP a). 

The RtoP has also been criticized as the problematic of the principle itself has created grounds for 

dilemmas. These dilemmas does, for example, bring up the issue on where the international society 

should emphasis human rights and when it should emphasis the sovereignty of the country concerned. 

This can then be further discussed in terms of state security or human security and how the RtoP is 

suppose to choose which one to protect or focus on first. The last highlighted problem with the RtoP 

concerns the international community that is mentioned within the definition of the RtoP – the definition 

of the so called international community is not given, and once again a dilemma within the RtoP is given 

(Taha 2011). 

In March 2005 UN decided it was time to intervene with the situation and created the United Nations 

Mission in Sudan (UNMIS) in Darfur – the organization itself had earlier been active in Sudan because of 

the hunt for a peace agreement. However, Darfur had not been their aim. The peace agreements between 

the north and south were finally signed through CPA – Comprehensive Peace Agreement. This peace 

agreement did not make a difference for the people of Darfur. There was a great understanding that this 

CPA would not remain stable unless the violations in Darfur also stopped – a stable nation does not suffer 

from genocide in one area and remain stable everywhere else. The problems in Darfur would remain, 

which would call for a further creation: UNAMID – a mission that would not be applied properly until 

year 2007 (UNMIS 2005). 

In 2006 the border crossing to Chad started to take place not by the refugees or others that were fleeing 

for their lives, but instead by the Janjaweeds who decided to start their mass murdering on that side of the 

border. Aid that had earlier been provided without any major disturbance was now threatened (BBC 

2006). 

The president of Sudan at the time also swore that         

I swear that there will not be any international military intervention in Darfur as long as I am in 

power. Sudan, which was the first country south of the Sahara to gain independence, cannot now be 
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the first country to be recolonised. 

(IOL news 2006) 

The same year, China was also the biggest investor in the oil industry in the country – the power that 

China had in the country was not used in order to press the government of Sudan to change their 

violations of human rights (HRW 2006). It is no secret that China, as many other countries in the world, 

were lacking oil and were hunting for investments for their own gain. The energy investment in Sudan 

can be discussed as numbers and show how the military expenditures in the country had risen in the same 

speed when the oil began to be exported in 1997. China had of course denied any kind of involvement in 

the provisions of weapon to Sudan. However, the coincidence is remarkable and would also later on be 

one of the reasons for why change in Darfur would come (Herbst 2008). Once again the self interest of a 

country, in this time China who was in need for oil, becomes visible and ends up being a higher priority 

than helping people in need.  

UNAMID -a hybrid between the UN and the AU – was created in 2007 to complement one of the UNSC 

resolutions the same year that the crisis in Darfur needed to be faced. This was four years after the 

conflicts and violations had started which remained unsolved. The AU and the UN had not managed to 

solve the situation on their own and cooperation between the two was seen as another possibility to solve 

the issues in the area of Darfur. This was possible due to Resolution 1769 signed 31
st
 of July 2007. AMIS 

would in time dissolve and appear under UNAMID only - numbering 19,555 troops, including 360 

military observers and liaison officers, as well as 3,772 police personnel, including 19 police units of 140 

officers (Resolution 1769 2007). 

The UN and the AU obviously had major interference in the area of Darfur. There were many different 

opinions in the UNSC itself that are worth taking a deeper look into, both the opinions and arguments of 

China and the US. As noted previously, China abstained from several of the above highlighted resolutions 

made by the UNSC and it is therefore important to highlight their role in the genocide in Darfur. As 

mentioned, oil in Sudan was discovered a year earlier – a discovery that China had been fast to invest in. 

To keep their relation with the Sudanese government stable was of major importance for them, which 

could to some extent explain their non existing willingness to send troops to the area of Darfur. As the 

government was supporting the Janjaweed, which they probably did not speak loud of even if there was 

reports of such cooperation, the last thing they needed was UN presence in the area – and in line with 

realism the lack of a working international organization would also delay the UN presence.  

Throughout the genocide of Darfur, the US raised several resolutions in the UNSC but the genocide still 

took years to face – due to weak resolutions, abstentions or weak peace campaigns in the areas. The US 

involvement in these delays was of particular interest. Above mentioned is the strict relationship between 

China and Sudan, which could be one of the motivations of China’s delay in action. The American 
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relationship to China must also be considered. Over the years the two had disagreed on more than one 

problematic area, and to once again disagree over the situation in Darfur was not a preferable situation. At 

the time of the genocide in Darfur the US was being criticized internationally. In 2003 they had – without 

the agreement of the UNSC – invaded Iraq. The UNSC permission to do so was required, as always for 

such missions, however this time the present government of the US did not follow the regulations. In the 

aftermath of the invasion, the world, and of course the US themselves, were aware of the mistake they 

had made. To keep a low profile of major interest and the US did indeed vote for a change in Darfur and 

was promoting it, but to take steps further and act was not on their agenda. The self interest of the US did 

not reflect the need of the people in Sudan, and therefore change could be argued for without any actual 

change. In many cases this can be seen in the careful choice of words in the resolution posted in the 

UNSC which argued that they would consider taking measurements, and so on. The UNSC did however 

ask the government in Sudan to reduce and disarm their government troops – a deadline for doing so was 

however not set, and when the disarmament did not come, neither did any sanctions. Booker (a US 

liberalist) argued through Counterpunch: 

Once upon a time, Washington could have exercised its clout as the most powerful nation in the world 

and handily won over the support of these recalcitrant members. But now, the country that cried wolf 

has lost the moral authority it needs to rally its global neighbors to real action against genocide in 

Darfur.    

(Dixon 2004) 

The US themselves had not been taking part of the oil revenues in the country nor invested in them. In 

many cases it seemed as if the peace agreements between north and south were of major concern to the 

US, and that the problemats in Darfur would have to wait – a fact which would be extremely criticized in 

media.  

Again and again it is said that “something” must be done. “Humanitarian forces” and “U.S. 

peacekeepers” must be deployed immediately to stop “ethnic cleansing.” UN troops or NATO forces 

must be used to stop “genocide.” The U.S. government has a “moral responsibility to prevent another 

Holocaust.” 

(Flounders 2006) 

On the 31
st
 of July in 2007 the people of Darfur could finally see the end of a five year long genocide 

through the resolution 1769 mentioned above. The power of media would however be one of the 

strongest pulling forces in creating change in the UN. Many individuals, since the outbreak of the 

genocide in Darfur, reacted strongly in the public media to the fact that the UN and UNSC were so slow 

in taking actions against the government of Sudan and the Janjaweeds. The Chinese Olympics in Beijing 

was just around the corner in 2008, and slowly, individuals such as Eric Reeves started to use mass media 

in order to promote this Olympics as the Genocide Olympics. The Olympics were of major importance to 

China as they would finally get the chance to show their great developments as a nation – and any kind of 
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negative publicity could potentially destroy their vision of showing their success (Reeves 2006). The 

force of the new promoted Genocide Olympics hit hard on China, and in 2007 the world could finally 

watch as the Resolution 1769 finally was voted through the UNSC without any abstentions and the 

UNAMID was finally set in order to face and end the genocide in Darfur (Resolution 1769 2007). 

The ICC investigation on Darfur and Sudan was officially opened by the prosecutor on June 5
th

 2005 after 

a demand from the UNSC. Even in the current phase there are four ongoing cases which have suffered 

from major complications as the Sudanese government has refused to comply with the ICC. However, 

some prosecuted have appeared willingly in front of the court. The president of Sudan at the time of the 

genocide, among others, received arrest warnings issued in 2009. The former president and others were 

held for their responsibility of the violations of human rights in Darfur. The trial date was set to May 5
th

 

2014 and their punishment is still to come (ICC 2013). 
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7. Analysis  

The following analysis chapter will now highlight the parts from the previous chapter that is relevant for 

this study and that is worth further development with a coherent connection to realism. Starting out with a 

comparison between the similarities and differences between the two case studies the chapter then moves 

onto the problem of terminology of genocide. Last but not least is the discussion of external forces, both 

in terms of actual external interests but also in historical shape in form of previous colonies. Finally there 

will also be a defense of the international society. While the similarities and differences that are presented 

first describes the situation more in general the following highlights of this chapter concerns areas that are 

worth digging deeper into in terms of both similarities and differences for the two case studies.  

The research questions will here, one after one be discussed based on the information presented in the 

result chapter.  

7.1 Similarities and Differences  

When analyzing two case studies which have a significant amount of time between them, it is important 

to highlight both similarities and differences of the cases. The genocide in Rwanda took place almost 

exactly ten years before the one in Darfur – in a developing society, as the one we are living in, it is no 

surprise that globalization had during that time developed rapidly. Rwanda is known as one of the most 

famous genocides in the world, partly due to media but the reason for its reputation is a result of the brutal 

slaughter and non human nature – as already mentioned in this thesis. Rape was a common weapon in 

both case studies led to a spread of HIV and AIDS which left both countries with devastating futures to 

face once the genocides were over. To compare two genocides and argue that one is more brutal than the 

other will not be discussed in this thesis. It is, however, important to keep in mind that the genocide in 

Rwanda took place at a faster pace with a total of one hundred days, while the genocide in Darfur 

stretched over five years.  

The genocide in Rwanda did manage to end when the Tutsis reached the main capital in Rwanda and 

could therefore end without the other countries discussed as a major contributor. However, the fact that 

the international society could have acted faster and decreased the number of casualties remains. In 

Darfur, there was no chance of ending the genocide by capturing the capital – and such ideas were not 

even part of a plan. However, one can ask oneself if the genocide in Rwanda technically could have faced 

the same length of genocide if the Tutsis had not reached the capital – would the international society 

have intervened and stopped the events? The answer can be found within the case of Darfur and the five 

year long genocide where action was further away than anyone could perhaps have expected. As Taha 

(2011) describes Darfur as a Rwanda in slow motion one could not help but wonder how much truth that 
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statement actually holds as it seems to be more truthful than much other published works concerning 

genocide. In line with realism this shows the lack of an international organization that can actually act for 

the benefit of the world rather than for the benefit of oneself. The fact that a country has to defend oneself 

is here visible – a country (in this case Rwanda) was left on its own to defend its country and also to 

finally end the genocide. The troops that was sent to assist Rwanda came months to late, and the problems 

of these international troops will be discussed under headline 7.3. 

The genocide in Rwanda was also supposed to be the last genocide that the international community did 

have to face – but still the genocide in Darfur did happen which proves E.H Carr’s argument that 

international actions does not work, even if they exist. Also, both Rwanda and Darfur had after the 

genocide established justice courts to take care of their cases to charge those responsible for violating 

human rights. The court concerning Darfur is still open with cases awaiting judgment. It should be noted 

that the ICC that took care of the judgments of Darfur, while Rwanda instead had the ICTR established 

for its case. To establish justice after genocide has been committed does therefore seem important and the 

international society seems more or less willingly to do so, however: it’s the lack of willingness to act 

before and during the genocide that has caused these justice courts creation. The failing of facing 

genocide does not only appear once in history, as this thesis shows, but rather it is reappearing even 

though the international society has kept creating international justice courts, international laws and 

international programs of rescue – and it seems as if the problem with all of these international creations 

comes down to the fact that there is a lack of a workable international institution which can command 

international acts for everyone. 

7.1.1 Terminology    

One of the similarities worth highlighting is the problem of terminology. Genocides are a problematic 

area to deal with as governments are slaughtering their own people. Even if there are reports that leave the 

country accusing the government of this, the government denies this fact. The international society has, 

since the genocide in Rwanda which they have admitted was a failure of the UN in many ways, been 

working on new regulations that could ease the accessibility of the international society. This does for 

example concern the RtoP that was created in order to halt, among other crimes, also genocide. However, 

the RtoP was not providing any future change for the people of Darfur and one could argue that this is 

partly due to the lack of a proper terminology. The Sudanese government did not act upon the demands 

that the RtoP asked them too, however neither did the international society when the Sudanese 

government ignored their requests and hence the RtoP remained quite useless. The importance of correct 

terminology is once again emphasized when discussing the RtoP as it also seems as the dilemmas of 

definition creates further problematic for the international society to act under it.  
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It can be noted with the two genocides presented above is that the previous conflicts are very similar – 

there have been tensions where the international society has been aware of. Many major international 

organizations, such as the UN, are built up in a complex way and to act does not solely rely on one 

person’s responsibility. Instead it is a long progress of reaching a common decision to do so – which 

becomes more complex as the government of the country committing genocide often denies the slaughter. 

It is perhaps the realist world that we live in today that slows or stops the process of providing help to 

genocides.  

Besides the humanitarian reasons, there are also financial and economical costs for these events that stop 

an ongoing genocide as required. Nobody wants genocide, but still they happen. The genocide in Rwanda 

was relatively intense if compared to the one in Darfur – in terms of time this did indeed provide more 

time for the international society to act and react in Darfur than in Rwanda. The term “genocide” itself 

has been a very fragile one to use and has been creating problems for government, but also genocides, 

around the world. Both in the case of Rwanda and Darfur, world leaders have been careful with 

addressing the problems as genocide since the term itself requires a large international engagement as 

well as their individual presence in the situation. For hundreds of thousands of people this carefulness in 

using terms has resulted in slaughter, rape and an endless suffering in terms of memories and destroyed 

lives – for many, a different use of this concept would make a faster reaction against genocide possible. 

However, it is also important to emphasize the right usage of the concept genocide and it is perhaps here 

that the problem can be found once again. The world does not want to be too quick to label a situation as 

genocide, partly because they need to be very sure that it actually is and partly because it requires them to 

react in very costly manners – and a costly operation is not preferred. 

The definition of genocide appears in a wide range of definitions. However, this thesis only clarifies and 

states two – one provided by the UN themselves, and one provided by Fein. The varying definitions of 

genocide in combination with its denial make the development of facing genocides even harder. For 

example the complete denial of the Cambodian genocide made by Schabas mentioned in chapter 3. It was 

the denial and complication of genocides that made for a difficult process. People disagree and the 

consequences we can see in the areas in where hundreds of thousands has died from it.  

To name the problems in an area civil war is a debatable problem as a civil war would rather emphasize 

the killing of two groups where the killer comes from both groups – one group is thereby not 

exterminated or slaughtered by another – but rather both are killing each other to some extent. Both cases 

of Rwanda and Darfur civil wars had characterized the years before the actual genocides took place. As 

for Rwanda, it was the historical anger and violence from both the Hutus and Tutsis. For Darfur the civil 

war took place in the south and north as presented in the background chapter of this thesis. To classify a 

conflict as a civil war does not put the same pressure on the international society as the terminology 
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genocide does – and it is therefore important to keep the two apart when analyzing or reacting to certain 

situation. Also, to mix up the definitions of civil war and genocide may purely historically accuse many 

people or groups of having committed genocide. For example the American president Abraham Lincoln 

and the Civil War. During the Civil War in the US from 1861 to 1865 between the north and the south of 

the country almost as many dead as in any genocide can be calculated, still this remains as a civil war as 

two sides were killing each other – rather than one side killing another, as in the two case studies of this 

thesis. A clear and agreed terminology of genocide therefore becomes even more important.  

7.2 Historical Interference – the post colonial involvement 
Worth highlighting is the importance of the previous colonial power mentioned in the second chapter of 

this thesis. The prior colonialist powers often, after the country itself has gained independence, wants to 

work with the local elites (in the case of Rwanda this was the Tutsis) in order to gain power of the 

situation. Along with the realistic line, the interest of individual countries once again shows how prior 

colonizers choose to act in some cases, and not in others. These actions depend on what their interests and 

gains are and when supporting one ethnic elite over another the choice is clearly made.  

A problem appears from the fact that ethnic groups that should not live together have been forced to do so 

due to previous colonial powers. While Belgium helped the Tutsis gain power and create a foundation for 

the elite, the British-Egypt rule in Sudan helped increase the importance of ethnical groups. In both of 

these cases one is represented as superior in comparison to others creates a foundation for conflict. The 

UK is in fact one of the biggest aid contributors for Sudan, but as for preventing the genocide the UK did 

not play as big of a part as Belgium did for Rwanda concerning their peacekeeping mission. Not to forget 

is that the UK acted through the UNSC instead as it is one of the permanent members of the council – and 

by following the line of realism one can perhaps see the problems of acting trough an international 

organization as these actions are often slowed down or paralyzed by the organizations complexity itself.  

This is not an example that only shows in terms of cases of genocide, a (what seems to be) never ending 

debate about the same problem has been taking place in Israel-Palestine for decades. Some groups that are 

based on different ethnicity, foundational opinions or religions should not be forced into living in the 

same area due to their fundamental differences as groups. The internalist view does not apply to this 

thesis or the relevance of this material what so ever – problems are not created by groups that are living in 

the same area. Instead the problems come from the fact that these groups have been forced to live with 

one another from the beginning. The forced groups living within the same borders are rarely a decision 

made by the groups themselves, but rather a decision by external forces. Sudan is also facing a rather 

different problem than Rwanda is, a bigger variety of ethnicity, religion and language – while Rwanda 
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has to face three different groups, Sudan has been dealing with hundreds and perhaps this is one of the 

biggest difference between the two case studies. 

The problem provided by the previous colonial powers can be attributed to the ethnical divisions in the 

country – created due to the colonial powers forcing ethnical divided people living together and then 

choosing or pointing out an elite. Problems in the areas were nothing new once the genocides occurred; 

instead the problemat has existed since the independence of the countries where they were left alone to 

solve the problemat. In the case of Rwanda, the roots of the problems are inherited over the last 500 years 

and to break these habits of living, acting and behaving takes a great deal of time and commitment. The 

interest of the previous colonies are here shown and has affected the weaker player, which in this case 

concerns both Rwanda and Darfur (Sudan) in where different ethnical groups has been forced into a 

society that is not optimal. In line with realism this historical interference shows the self interest of the 

previous colonizers and the negative affects this had on both Rwanda and Sudan.  

7.3 The international interference  
External interests do not only appear in terms of the previous colonial masters, there are several other 

world players that have their goals and aims and that will affect the situation while genocide is occurring. 

With the theoretical framework of realism chosen as a foundation for this thesis, the wants and needs of 

strong individual countries will not reflect the needs of a country or area suffering from genocide.  

The economical interests in the two case studies are of major relevance to analyze. In both the case of 

Rwanda and Darfur the UN did indeed provide financial assistance for peacekeeping missions, aid to 

other organizations and to assist the affected area. However, what the two cases had in common is that 

assistance that was sent was not effective and insufficient for the problems they were about to face. A low 

budget reflected the actions taken and once again reflects the problems of the existence and coherence of 

a working international organization due to individual countries interests. 

Aside from the lack of financial means, or the choice to lack of financial means, there is also the interest 

of other countries that matters and the fact that the power within the UN comes from the individual 

members. It is therefore important to understand and analyze what the countries that are highlighted in 

this thesis wanted and how they planned to achieve their goals. Further, this can be seen by the US and 

their membership in the UN – the US was not one of the key players in the foundation of the 

organization, and did also not enter as a member until they realized their own gain from the international 

society and the power this position could give them. In the globalized world we are living in right now, 

power is becoming more and more important. It does not mean that power has ever been less important 

than today: it does however take place in a different form in the present world than it might have done 

historically. Power today can be defined in terms of wealth which is based on scarce natural resources. 
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The oil in Sudan is such a scarce natural resource that naturally makes it a popular country 

internationally. Sudan is in need of money and the world is in need of oil. The problemat of oil was the 

fact that the oil was in the hands of the government, and not in the hands of the people of Darfur. This 

provided the foundation for the government to commit genocide and sell oil without any major personal 

losses. Rwanda on the other hand does not have oil, but in the case of Darfur, the discovery of oil was one 

of the reasons for why delay in help was so problematic. 

The US motivations for its actions in the case of Darfur within the UNSC differed from the behavior of, 

for example China – several of the resolutions raised by the UNSC were in fact raised by the US 

themselves but turned out to make little change as China abstained from several of them. The US suffered 

from other events that made their position in the case very fragile – years earlier they had, without the 

permission of the UNSC or any resolutions, invaded Iraq in a search for alleged weapon of mass 

destruction (WMD). The whole mission had become known as a failure where the US was internationally 

embarrassed and to increase this embarrassment was not in the interest of the US government. On the 

other hand, the US knew that China was opposing the idea of entering Darfur at all – the relationship 

between China and the US was (and still is) very tensed where they disagreed on many significant matters 

internationally. To keep in mind is that the two are world players that are dependent on each other and 

that any kind of tension between the two is usually avoided. By this one could say that the US did not 

deny help to the area of Darfur – it was however not convinced enough to gamble with their reputation or 

their relationship with China. At the same time, the situation with Iraq had to some extent taught the US 

what happens if one does not follow the guidelines of the UNSC. As for Rwanda the US behavior could 

mainly be described as similarly careful and weak, a behavior that would increase again in terms of Iraq 

and then sink back to a low profile in terms of Darfur. The recurrent patterns of the US failing 

internationally due to negative consequences of their previous behavior seem to have left trails in both 

Rwanda and Darfur. 

When comparing the two case studies one notices the interesting complication of the fact that France was 

accused of providing the Hutus with weapons and aid that was then used in the genocide to eliminate their 

threat: the Tutsis. As for Darfur we can once again see how the provision of aid from China’s oil 

investments has been argued to end up in the investments in weapons that could potentially be used in 

killing the Darfuris. However, there has not been  any official accusation of this and one can wonder if 

this once again mirrors the tensed relationship between the US and China – two world players with 

power.   

In line with E.H Carr and realism, one has to see the world for what it is, and accept it. International 

organizations, such as the UN and the AU can exist but the organizations will not stretch further than their 

own members’ interests. The value of states sovereignty will remain as the strongest force within the 
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world we are right now living in and that will affect how these international organizations will act and 

react to world problems, such as genocide. The fundamental fact that the self interest is precedent before 

everything else in international affairs has historically affected genocide, and will most likely keep on 

doing so in the future too. 

7.4 Defense of the international society  
One could of course argue the complete opposite – that the US, China, Belgium, UK, UN, AU and all 

other representatives of the international societies in Rwanda and Darfur did not make any mistakes. That 

they were, due to the fact they often were strictly forbidden to enter such areas, uneducated and 

uninformed about the events in the areas. That the reports that came in were not trust worthy, and that the 

contact with the internal government in each case study denying genocide – that the government was in 

fact not at all killing, slaughtering, raping, molesting and forcing their own people to suffer.  

However, facts remain that hundreds of thousands of people were facing a brutal death under the watch of 

the international society. Reports were sent and read, and that countries in the UNSC chose to abstain. 

Sudan had oil that countries were interested in – and that oil is a scarce commodity in this world can also 

not be ignored. These countries, just as many other countries who have been suffering from colonization, 

continue to suffer from the consequences of that and that millions of people that should not be living 

within the same area are still forced to do so. One can choose to defend the international society, simply 

as the international society was defending itself over and over again. However, facts remains that in the 

case of genocide, the so called international society does not have a working regulation, international 

organization or likewise that has the capability to face genocide in a quick and effective manners. This 

can then be connected to the problems of having full force working international society as realism and 

E.H Carr suggests. 

7.6 Conclusion  
To summarize the most essential points made in this thesis there will be a total of three conclusions made 

in order to show the similarities, differences and the involvement of the so called international society 

within the two case studies of the genocide in Rwanda and Darfur. 

First of all, the problemat of the definition of genocide automatically calls for a delay in action. The 

problematic definition leads to a delay in action as a clear definition is needed in order to receive the 

proper treatment. Just as any medical condition needs the proper identification before treatment and 

salvation, genocide needs to be correctly identified. 



 
47 

Secondly, historical problems are created by external forces. Both Rwanda and Darfur are suffered from 

ethnic groups that are so fundamentally different and are sharing the same land and country. These 

inherited problems do, however, open up for future problems and a great deal of responsibility for the two 

genocides can be based on this reasoning. 

Finally we have the external interests affecting the areas of the two genocides. The fact that the UN is not 

stronger than its strongest member becomes the most obvious when delays can be due solely to the 

opinion of a member of the UNSC. Early warning signals were in both cases of Rwanda and Darfur, but 

still the actions and aid were normally sent either by the end of the genocide – or after years of delays. 

The fact that countries can also, in an extreme sense, invest in genocide and go unpunished or uncharged 

shows the lack of a properly working system and a need of a new approach to face genocide.  

The self interest of countries through international organizations has created problems for the UN to act 

as the organization that they argue that they want to be.  This shows the fundamental connection to 

realism and E.H Carr where an international society will not work as the strongest member of this 

organization will always rule. 
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