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Abstract  

This article aims to address three specific elements of the legal 

category of genocide: the quantitative threshold, the question of 

intent, and the incorporation of ethnic cleansing as a form of 

genocide. In this article, as in the prevalent legal framework, 

genocide is taken as a crime distinct from a broader category of 

war crimes and political killings. In terms of structure, the 

article is divided into three sections. In the first section, there is 

a discussion on issues related to the forensic investigations of 

genocide crimes. The section covers the historical and 

sociological efforts to define and explain genocide,especially 

with reference to perpetrators, victims, and the relationship 

between the victims and perpetrators of genocide. Finally, the 

role of international organizations will be critically examined 

to shed an objective light on genocide. This Article is an 

attempt to delineate the existing contentions between the 

definition and application of the term 'genocide,’ and to 

highlight the discrepancies between the definition, application, 

and their possible harmonization.. 
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Introduction: 

         Before moving on to theoretically discuss genocide, it is 
imperative to show how international juridical and non-juridical 
institutions define genocide (alongside other heinous crimes), as 
such definitions are based on an array of historical examples. This 
article explains how analyses of these examples, in international 
tribunals and subsequent academic studies, have specified this 
definition based on the intent of the perpetrator, the scale of the 
offence, and on the human and forensic investigation of what 
actually happens during genocides. The article traces the 
implications of determining and defining instances of genocide on a 
broad range of levels—family, community, national governments, 
and international policy councils—and explores the emotional and 
political costs of not only the crime itself but the complex process of 
identifying when one has taken place (Lemkin, 1946).  

 

While tracing the origin and trajectory of the term 

‘genocide,’ it becomes clear that crimes and atrocities against 

humanities went nameless for quite some time. As recently as 

the Second World War (WWII), there was no name for 

genocide, which is why Winston Churchill referred to the Nazi 

atrocities against Jews as “a crime without a name” (Churchill, 

1941). The origin of the term dates back to the law of armed 

conflict which began in the nineteenth century in the context of 

international human rights law. The term ‘genocide’ has 

surfaced only recently even though there have been many 

accounts of this appalling act in history. For example, it is 

claimed that 75,000 Armenians were exterminated in Turkey 

between 1915-1922. This massacre in Armenia was followed by 

Holocaust in which six million Jews were brutally killed, and 

Hitler was heard as saying: “who remembers the Armenians?” 

(Hamblett, 2005). A basic meaning of ‘genocide’ is based on 

the notion of a collective preparation for pulverizing the basic 

structure of the life of national group. This can manifest in 

several forms including the goal of killing/exterminating these 

groups; nevertheless, the defining feature of genocide is the 

effort to break down the political and social establishments of a 

culture, language, national sentiment, religion, and economic 
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presence/livelihood of a national group. Therefore, genocide 

additionally entails the decimation of individual security, 

freedom, wellbeing, pride, and even possibly the lives of a 

people sharing a common heritage. (Shaw, 2015). Thus, the 

neologism, genocide— that is, to name the “crime of crimes” 

and the “inhumanity of human” against human— became part 

of the dictionary in the 1940s.  

 

Related to definition, one can argue that genocide is a 

deliberate extermination of a racial, religious, or ethnic group 

for being part of any of these groups. Raphael Lemkin, a strong 

influence on the International Military Tribunal while partaking 

in a debate on genocide, categorized malicious acts like rape, 

killing, using birth control pills in the food of natives to 

eliminate their caste, or forceful displacement, as ‘genocide.’ 

He based his conception of genocide on the etymological roots 

of the word, that is, ‘genos,’ (a Greek word for race or tribe), 

and adding the suffix ‘cide,’ which means the act of killing. 

Genocide thus means the killing of a whole race or tribe. This 

understanding of genocide, according to international law, is a 

serious crime, is dominant because of its codification by the 

Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide which has 

been ratified by 130 states (Jones A. , 2016). Domestic courts in 

Belgium, Switzerland, and Germany have recognized the 

seriousness of the crime. Clarity in meaning apart, the term 

genocide is highly contested. The international tribunals ICTR, 

ICTY, and the international criminal court have therefore 

adopted this definition in order to charge perpetrators for their 

crimes against humanity.   

 

Historical Background of the Crime of Genocide and its 

Prevention Policies. 

 

Since the Second World War genocide has been 

recognized for its characteristic of causing horrific mass 

murders. The Secretary-General of the Economic Social 

Council (ECOSOC)
 
has declared that any act of genocide to be 

considered as a crime under international law. The ECOSOC
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drew up a draft of the convention, taking into consideration 

prevention techniques and punishment methods for those 

convicted of committing crime of genocidal proportion (Weitz, 

2015) On 28 March, 1947, the ECOSOC passed a resolution 

requesting the Secretary-General to seek the help of experts in 

the field of international criminal law with the aim to determine 

which crime to be categorized as genocide, and how to prevent 

it from happening. As a result of these efforts, international 

criminal law emerged as a sub-field international law.  

 

Then a committee— ECOSOC ad-hoc drafting 

committee— was constituted, which was comprised of 

representatives from China, France, Lebanon, and Poland. 

Many queries were raised by the member states during the 

drafting of the convention: which group of people would be 

protected by the convention, what constitutes a ‘group,’ 

whether the convention should include the term ‘cultural 

genocide,’ and which acts of genocide should be considered as 

a crime. The committee agreed that the term ‘cultural genocide’ 

refers to the extermination of a class or group of people 

(Lemkin, 1946). Genocide was thus declared as a crime against 

humanity. One such case— crimes against humanity— 

happened in Rwanda in the 1990s.   

 

There occurred a systematic extermination of the Tutsi 

ethnicity in Rwanda between April and July 1994. Almost the 

entire Tutsi population of Rwanda was wiped out by the Hutu 

ethnic groups. One factor that allowed the Hutus to facilitate the 

massacre of the Tutsis was the setting up of checkpoints on 

almost all major routes to identify, separate, and kill the Tutsis 

(Sharlach, 1999) These aggressive attempts in Rwanda to 

destroy a distinct group of people based solely on ethnicity 

were no different than what Hitler did to the Jews. Helen C 

Epstein observes that “the Rwanda genocide has been compared 

to the Nazi Holocaust in its surreal brutality” (Epstein, 2017).  It 

is difficult to understand how such an intense level of hatred 

can arise against one group of people yet it did. Murdering 

people because of their skin colour or for having different creed 



Genocide, What Do You Mean? How Contestations over the Definition of Genocide Impacted the … 

The Journal of Islamic Studies and Literature  
Spring 2022  Issue: 02 

 

- 89 - 

 

is against humanity. Genocide must be viewed as the cruelest of 

the violations against mankind (Power, 2001).  

 

The slaughters that unfolded in Rwanda have every 

characteristic of a genocide, and it was one of the most violent 

and gravest atrocities in the second half of the twentieth 

century. Yet, no group, regardless of whether they were openly 

involved or not, were not held accountable the way they should 

have been in order to stop such gruesome activities from 

happening again. As per Article 3 of the Universal Declaration 

of Human Rights “everybody has the right to life, freedom, and 

security of the individual.” This is self-explanatory, yet the 

killing of more than 800,000 people in Rwanda is still 

contested: whether it was a genocide or not. Such contestations 

prevented the UN from intervening in Rwanda. This is 

evidenced by the fact that “even once the genocide was 

underway, members of the UN Security Council continued to 

debate whether [Roméo] Dallaire [commander of the UN 

peacekeeping force in Rwanda] had the mandate to act” or not 

(CBC, Sunday Magazine, 2019). Humanity suffers due to such 

negligence on part of other human beings.  

 

 

Ad hoc Committee and State Concerns. 

 

The ad-hoc committee was tasked to draw up the 

Convention according to the principles of the Nuremberg 

Tribunal; it was also given the authority to make a clear 

distinction between crimes against humanity and genocide. 

France believed that these two should merge because a crime 

against humanity is genocide. This was overpowered by the 

opinion of the majority of member of states who believed that 

each of these two terms should be defined clearly and 

categorized separately. The committee rejected France’s 

position— about merging crimes against humanity and 

genocide— and adopted two separate definitions. Because the 

term ‘crime against humanity’ had already been defined in the 

Nuremberg Tribunals, some members of states were against it 
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being defined again in the convention. France also suggested 

that the convention should give preference to the International 

Military Tribunal along with the Nuremberg Tribunal. 

However, Lisbon objected to this as the Nuremberg Tribunal 

had already addressed crimes against humanity (Jones, 2000). 

Venezuela abstained from making any reference to the 

Nuremberg Tribunal in the convention because they did not 

want to cause confusion between crimes against humanity and 

genocide. The Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of 

the Crime of Genocide explains that any acts committed with 

the intent to destroy a national, ethnic, racial, or religious group 

likens to an act of genocide.      

 

Another point of contention between members of the 

Convention was the involvement of the government in debating 

and resolving issues related to genocide. In the committee the 

United States of America was represented by John Maktos. He 

proposed that the definition of genocide required government 

involvement because it is not possible to consider genocide as 

an international crime without the participation of the states 

involved both as victims and/or aggressors. It would be 

revealed later that mass murders could not happen without the 

involvement of another state. The genocide in Rwanda and the 

role of Uganda was a case in point. Romeo Dallair told US 

congressmen in 2004 that the leader of Uganda “Museveni had 

laughed in his face when they met at a gathering to 

commemorate the 10th anniversary of the genocide. “I 

remember that UN mission on the border […] We manoeuvred 

ways to get around it, and of course we did support the [RPF]” 

(qtd in Epstein, 2017). This shows that genocide level violence 

cannot be carried out without the active support of a state. This 

evidence also suggests that UNSC must have the power to 

intervene in a state to stop genocide from happening.  

But the proposal for power to be bestowed upon the 

United Nations Security Council to intervene in genocide cases 

was also refused. However, the majority of member of states 

remained dissatisfied with the committee’s progress and 

therefore agreed collectively not to refer to the International 
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Law Convention; nevertheless, the committee realized that the 

Convention needed to be adopted as soon as possible. After all 

the recommendations were made regarding the convention, the 

task of establishing the Convention was delegated to a group 

called the Sixth Committee of the General Assembly. (Power, 

2001) 

 

  

 

 

 
Fig No. 1 

 

  

 

The Law of Genocide and its Subsequent Development.   

 

History is replete with examples of mass level murder of 

human beings, yet there was no name for genocide as recently 

as the 1940s. Genocide was therefore not only nameless but it 

was not recognised by law until 1944. The Genocide 

Convention made it clear that the phenomenon of genocide was 

there in history and humanity has suffered because of its 

continual occurrence throughout history. Indeed, several 

references to genocidal acts appear in the Bible. The Ottoman 

http://book-travel.co/africansafaris/rwanda_map.html
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Empire’s campaign against Armenians and other minorities 

within its borders during World War I is considered to be the 

first genocide of the twentieth century. This genocide was 

followed by Holocaust in which millions of Jews were 

butchered by Nazis during WWII. Then occurred the first ever 

prosecutions for the “new” crime, i.e., genocide, after World 

War II. The Nuremberg Charter, which predated the Genocide 

Convention by three years, did not specifically list genocide as 

a crime, which is why the International Military Tribunal 

avoided the term in its judgments. But that forum was the first 

in which genocide was expressly included in an indictment 

(albeit as a war crime). After Nuremberg and the subsequent 

adoption of the Genocide Convention, the crime remained 

unchanged in international courts for fifty years.In the interim, 

the first true prosecutions of genocide as a standalone offense 

were pursued in domestic courts in Poland and Israel. As the 

modern era of international tribunals began, many adopted the 

Convention’s definition verbatim including the enabling 

statutes of the ICTY, the International Criminal Tribunal for 

Rwanda (ICTR), the International Criminal Court (ICC), and 

the Iraqi High Tribunal (IHT) (Jones A. , 2002).  

The ICTR and ICTY have since developed most of the 

significant genocide jurisprudence. The actus reus elements of 

the crime are clearly articulated on the face of the Convention 

and statutes: (1) one or more of the five specific acts mentioned 

above must be (2) directed at a protected group rather than at 

one or more specific individuals. It is the mens rea element of 

the crime that usually gets the most attention from academics 

because “genocidal intent” is one of the hardest things for a 

prosecutor to prove (Stanton, 2013) The specific intent of 

genocide requires not only establishing that the accused 

genocidaire intended the acts but that he intended those acts to 

destroy the protected group “as such.” And, although there is no 

threshold requirement for how successful or widespread the 

destruction of the group must be in the plain language of the 

Convention or statutes, in 1998, the ICTR determined that 

genocidal intent can be inferred from context and held that the 

number of victims, such as “the scale of the atrocities 
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committed”, can be a factor in finding the requisite specific 

intent to destroy a group in whole or in part. In addition to the 

intent of the perpetrator, there is another set of criteria that 

determines which crime is genocide and which is not.  

 

Mass Graves, Forensic Science, and Humanitarianism. 

 

Genocidal operations often result in “multiple victim 

burial features” such as mass graves. There are at least fifty-two 

known mass grave sites in Sierra Leone—more than 150 in the 

former Yugoslavia holding up to 3,000 bodies, and more than 

270 in Iraq containing as many as 15,000 bodies. Graves 

continued to be discovered in Iraq years after the overthrow of 

Saddam Hussein’s genocidal regime. So is the case of Bosnia 

where nearly twenty years after the war mass graves have been 

discovered. Such sites contain a wealth of forensic evidence 

that can be extremely useful in prosecutions for genocide-

related crimes. Even so, fifteen years before anybody was 

charged with genocide in an international court, several 

nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) and the United Nations 

began worldwide humanitarian efforts to exhume mass graves 

left in the wake of grand atrocities such as those left in 

Argentina after its “Dirty War.” Central to that work were 

efforts to identify the victims exhumed to return them to their 

families. That goal, however, at least in the short term, is not 

always shared by investigators and prosecutors seeking to hold 

the perpetrators of those crimes accountable in court. Forensic 

science, which regularly provides physical and documentary 

evidence in trials of perpetrators of mass atrocity, has 

“unparalleled benefits” and it “doesn’t lie.” Forensic evidence 

collected from mass graves helps not only to establish facts but 

also to maintain them. Whereas documents may be reinterpreted 

and people’s memories are less than perfect, the bodies in the 

graves that some scientists call “posthumous witnesses” speak 

very strongly for themselves in ways that do not easily change 

with time (Robinson, 2007). The evidence of the dead— that I 

was killed for no crime of mine— is well-nigh irrefutable.  
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This issue of excavating dead bodies and presenting as 

evidence against perpetrators of genocides is not problems-free. 

There are important operational differences between excavating 

a mass grave to gather evidence to present in a genocide 

prosecution versus doing so to identify and repatriate victims, 

even though “forensic” techniques may be used in each. In a 

true forensic exhumation, the actual remains of the buried 

victims are important but constitute only one among many 

critical elements of evidence to be recovered with scientific 

precision from the mass grave.   Multidisciplinary excavation 

teams often include several forensic pathologists, forensic 

odonatologists, medical epidemiologists, anthropologists, 

otologists, molecular biologists (when DNA is examined), 

radiographers, archaeologists, ballistics experts, firearms and 

tool mark examiners, entomologists, crime scene examiners, 

evidence handlers, photographers, interviewers, liaisons, police 

officers, ordinance experts, mortuary technicians, logistics and 

administrative officers, and fingerprint experts to ensure 

evidence is properly collected, catalogued, and maintained for 

admission at a genocide tribunal (Longman, 2009). There is an 

additional reason for exhuming dead bodies besides presenting 

it as evidence for prosecution, in tribunal, and that is 

repatriation of victims. Hence, there is a foolproof mechanism 

for collecting admissible evidence— through excavations— for 

genocide-related tribunals.  

 

While their findings may corroborate other testimony, 

the information collected is circumstantial, does not yield 

contextual evidence, and will not carry its own weight in court. 

Indeed, several U.N. reports have highlighted gaps in national-

level investigative and forensic capacities regarding individual 

“extralegal executions.” Those concerns are amplified with 

large-scale executions resulting in mass graves, and the 

international tribunals’ rules dictate that evidence may not be 

admitted if “obtained by methods which cast substantial doubt 

on its reliability”. The ICC Statute similarly provides that 

evidence will not be admitted if there is substantial doubt 

regarding its reliability or if its admission would seriously 
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damage the integrity of the proceedings. The consequences of 

deficient forensic work in international fora thus mirror what 

might be expected in a domestic prosecution. (Jones A. , 2016) 

 

The European Court of Human Rights has held entire 

investigations to be ineffective when forensic examinations of 

crime scenes are inadequate. And the Inter-American Court of 

Human Rights has also chastised governments for conducting 

poor exhumations of mass graves, holding that the manner in 

which an exhumation was conducted was insufficient for trials. 

The high standards for admitting archaeological and other 

evidence stems in part from the fact that properly recovered and 

examined forensic evidence “often provides unequivocal 

corroboration of what could otherwise be suspect or dubious 

evidence.” Likewise, solid, credible forensics also can help cure 

potential problems associated with witnesses’ testimony 

(including that of anonymous witnesses, which is allowed in the 

international tribunals) by lending scientific analyses to confirm 

or contradict eyewitness testimony. (Longman, 2009) 

 

Because of this, prosecutions for genocide and other 

mass atrocities often rely heavily on forensic analysis of mass 

grave evidence to establish factors not present when 

investigating individual deaths such as patterns of action for 

killing and body disposal. This creates a disconnect between 

courts’ evidentiary requirements in genocide prosecutions, 

which as a matter of law, already focus on group-level 

characteristics rather than individual victims, and certain human 

rights documents based on the individual right to life 

recognized in the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights (ICCPR) that offer standards for investigating 

extrajudicial killings on a relatively small scale (Shaw, 2015) 

Perhaps more importantly, ICCPR demands choices of the local 

victims’ populations as they patiently await the (often many-

years-long) prosecution of those alleged to be responsible for 

the mass atrocities that befell them or forces them to work more 

quickly to identify the buried victims, possibly at the expense of 

otherwise valuable evidence in court. Indeed, individual 
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victims’ identities often are not necessary for prosecution; 

merely establishing the victims’ ethnicity and cause and manner 

of death is likely enough to build a genocide case, and it is 

easier to prove group membership using objective factors such 

as skull measurements than it is to analyze and cross-reference 

individual traits to a list of thousands of names and descriptions 

with the hope of identifying each victim (Jones A. , 2016). So, 

forensic evidence and the victims’ ethnicity authentication are 

deemed enough to build a genocide case.  

 

Transitional Justice and Victims’ Families 

 

There are researchers who are of the view that all 

examinations concerning human rights infringement or misuse 

must be taken into account for making a compelling case in 

courtrooms. (Jones A. , 2016) Other commentators have noted 

that “while the need for evidence for prosecutorial purposes has 

not diminished, the needs of the victims’ families have gained 

increased recognition.” “Victims’ families,” however, are not a 

homogenous group, and their preferences and broader 

community needs will change over time, influenced by a variety 

of factors. The people themselves will often demand that justice 

be carried out against the perpetrators of the crimes committed 

against them, but they also want “truth” about what happened to 

them and their loved ones and who was responsible. 

Furthermore, exhumation teams have noted that a key 

component to the ultimate success of a forensic effort is “the 

extent to which the families and their organizations are actively 

involved in efforts to locate, exhume, identify, rebury, and 

memorialize the dead” (Chalk, 1990)   But victims’ families 

understandably can grow impatient at the slow pace of a 

forensic exhumation, which can take several weeks to months. 

This time-consuming process include only on-site examination, 

as the preparation time or analysis of the collected evidence are 

not part of this stage. Additionally, the specified part of the 

earth is dug a few inches at a time so as to minimize disturbance 

to the underlying human remains and other artifacts and grave 

features that provide crucial clues to investigators.  



Genocide, What Do You Mean? How Contestations over the Definition of Genocide Impacted the … 

The Journal of Islamic Studies and Literature  
Spring 2022  Issue: 02 

 

- 97 - 

 

 

There have been instances when surviving members of 

the victim population begin to try exhuming graves themselves 

in ways that can make forensic work, including identification of 

the bodies, extremely difficult. The aggrieved have been known 

to use their hands, backhoes, buckets, wheelbarrows, and even 

bulldozers for digging purposes, which in some cases, lead to 

the gouging and commingling of skeletons. These conflicting 

priorities between a slow justice process with tediously detailed 

forensic methods and victims’ families have yielded differing 

opinions about what might be the best process to satisfy both 

the interests of the victims and larger policy considerations. 

(Gilani, “A Comparative Study on International Humanitarian 

Law and Islamic Law”., 2021) 

 

Genocidaires, those who are involved in killing, do not 

compile “kill lists;” they do not feel restrained by targeting only 

those who are identified as dissidents or political enemies. They 

target everybody who belongs to the ethnic, tribal group against 

who genocide is carried out, as their intent and goals are to 

destroy them. All of them. As U.S. government officials were 

reportedly contemplating how to prosecute members of ISIS for 

genocide, it is clear to many that, from the current perspective 

of the directly affected populations, there is a definite 

“connection between the possibility of justice and the future 

wellbeing of victims. (Stanton, 2013) This also implies that the 

time value of justice, which brings to mind the centuries-old 

maxim “justice delayed is justice denied—” the longer justice 

takes to be meted out to aggressors to the satisfaction of the 

victims’ families. More importantly, justice must be seen and 

felt as it is done.   

 

The Distinctiveness Feature of the Crime of Genocide. 

 

Determining the reason why an individual or group 

commits such atrocities is pf immense importance. It is evident 

that the main cause of genocide is because of the disparities 

between the offenders and victims. Genocide can be instigated 
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by the economic differences between the government and 

citizens. There can be a conflict between groups in a 

community over resources used for survival. Conflict can be 

caused by the immigrants who work and occupy job 

opportunities. Many citizens feel threatened due to the presence 

of immigrants, which may arouse feelings of resentment. For 

example, Brexit is considered as a referendum on immigration 

in UK politics (Gietel-Basten, 2016) but that does not mean that 

there are chances of genocide in the UK as the state and society 

are strong enough to stop it from happening in the first place. 

Other racialized forms of genocide can take the form of forced 

birth control or segregating individuals in a group apart from 

each other such as the Australian practice of separating bi-racial 

Aborigine children from their birth parents, the aim being to 

make the children accustomed to Australian culture (Cook, 

2000). Such policies have both intended and unintended 

consequences.  

 

The common denominator among these and other 

examples is that, as a response to these disparities, genocide 

stems from extremism that expresses itself as hate. Feeling the 

urge to kill and murder each and every individual from the other 

group by any methods makes this crime not the same as other 

international violations. According to Helen Epstein, in the 

Rwandan genocide, “the killers used simple tools – machetes, 

clubs and other blunt objects, or herded people into buildings 

and set them aflame with kerosene. Most of the victims were of 

minority Tutsi ethnicity; most of the killers belonged to the 

majority Hutus” (Epstein, 2017).   

The intention of individuals who carry out genocide is to 

otherwise, demonise the population as the ‘enemy,’ which is 

then exterminated through targeted killing by the perpetrators. 

This crime therefore puts innocent lives at risk and endangers 

many civilians as a consequence of attempting to subordinate 

and ultimately destroy and dismantle a whole ethnic group or a 

tribe. Individuals are targeted in the process because they 
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identify with the targeted groups. In genocide cases, only 

certain racial or religious groups have the ‘right’ to exist. 

Attempts by such groups to eliminate other groups violate the 

basic human right to life which has developed amongst the 

international community.   

 

The Convention has banned all types of actions that can 

potentially cause harm to any given group. Even though rape is 

not classified as an act of genocide, if carried out in a populated 

area it would be considered as equivalent to genocide. If a 

government decreases food resources or medical rations to 

civilians in response to economic uncertainty, this is not 

classified as genocide; however, if a government restricts 

medical provision for a particular population with the intention 

to cause them harm by starvation or disease, this qualifies as  

genocide. According to the UN General Assembly, genocide 

“shocks the conscience of mankind”. (Jones, 2000) Its 

punishment has been enabled by an entrenched and widely 

accepted multilateral treaty. Genocide’s status as a jus cogens, 

which is the norm of international law, is ratified by many 

nations. Luke de Pulford suggests that any list of rights should 

be short and coherent. The right to life would be the highest 

priority on the list; genocide takes away the right to life of an 

entire population solely because of its identity, making it a 

selective, discriminatory, ruthless practice. When mass murders 

are carried out usually the government gets involved with the 

intention to control the situation. Their extreme nature 

necessitates a strong organization to enforce its prevention. 

(Chalk, 1990). This evidence clearly demonstrates what 

constitutes a genocide and how its perpetrators can be tried, 

punished, and made examples for others.  

 

In order for a crime to be classified as genocide, it must 

fulfill the requisite actus reus, which in this case is to cause 

serious injury both mentally and or physically. Carrying out 

mass killings is regarded as being an inhumane activity 

worldwide. In order for actus reus to be satisfied, the act must 

be committed against members of the civilian population and on 
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discriminatory grounds based on national, political, ethnic, 

racial, or religious identity politics.  

 

Conclusion 

State behavior can be changed only if it sees that the 

consequences of its action are more serious than the benefits of 

any discriminatory, murderous policy. There are now new laws 

imposing obligations on nations to stop genocide. The 1948 UN 

Convention is concerned with defining genocide and 

establishing rules used to prosecute perpetrators. Article VIII 

grants States the right to appeal though it does not allow them 

to take action via the military outside the UN framework. Under 

exceptional circumstances, nations can take military action if it 

is in self-defense. These developments are a fundamental need 

to emphasize moral standards and values regardless of any 

territorial and political barriers. There is a need to give 

established treaties the importance they deserve. There needs to 

be a strong shared priority in the international community to 

take measures to deal with genocide. This will allow the 

jurisdiction of International Criminal Courts to become more 

effective in enforcing the International Criminal Treaty and 

international laws. The institution of the global human rights 

regime must be strengthened in order to make it extremely 

difficult for a group, nation, or state to indulge itself in 

murdering their own people or enable others to commit mass 

murders for them, as was the role of Uganda— by providing 

sanctuaries, arms, and manpower to the Rwandan Patriot Front 

(RPF) militia— in the Rwandan genocide.   

 

There is a general impression that the perpetrators of 

genocide usually go unpunished— that no justice is done to 

them. This impression needs to dispelled. The UN as well as 

great powers like the US bear more moral responsibility in this 

regard. International cooperation is key to stopping genocide in 

the future. Last but not least, all genocide-related conventions 

and treaties need to be strengthened so that a state or an ethnic 

group think twice before involving itself in committing 

atrocities against fellow citizens who are considered as 
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different— that is, in terms of ethnicity or religious or sectarian 

or tribal identities.  
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