
UNDERSTANDING THE CASES OF GENOCIDE

But can the killings be understood as a case of genocide? For scholars such as Kuper, Chalk and Jonassohn, who
consider the.

In , Winston Churchill , when describing the German invasion of the Soviet Union , spoke of "a crime without
a name". Darfur genocide intervention. In the end, half of the Mongol tribes were exterminated by Genghis
Khan. Impartially, however, Tamerlane also slaughtered Shi'ite Muslims, Jews and heathens. Thus,
irrespective of the context in which it occurs for example, peacetime, internal strife, international armed
conflict or whatever the general overall situation genocide is a punishable international crime. The Convention
must be interpreted in good faith, in accordance with the ordinary meaning of its terms, in their context, and in
the light of its object and purpose. Some scholars believe that the term genocide has ceased to have serious
meaning because of its overly-politicised use by victim groups of the most variable and diverse character. See
also: Genocide definitions The debate continues over what legally constitutes genocide. No word or provision
may be disregarded or treated as superfluous, unless this is absolutely necessary to give effect to the terms
read as a whole. The Soviet views were also shared by a number of other States for whom it is difficult to
establish any geographic or social common denominator: Lebanon, Sweden, Brazil, Peru, Venezuela, the
Philippines, the Dominican Republic, Iran, Egypt, Belgium, and Uruguay. In , the first session of the United
Nations General Assembly adopted a resolution that "affirmed" that genocide was a crime under international
law and enumerated examples of such events but did not provide a full legal definition of the crime. The
intentionality of the perpetrators to eliminate a group in whole or in part, as defined by the genocide
convention and the international tribunals, must be clearly demonstrated. While history today is generally
written with some fealty to 'objective' facts, most previous accounts aimed rather to praise the writer's patron
normally the leader and to emphasize the superiority of one's own gods and religious beliefs. The legal
meaning is defined by CCPG. It is intended rather to signify a coordinated plan of different actions aiming at
the destruction of essential foundations of the life of national groups, with the aim of annihilating the groups
themselves. Finally, genocide in our own era â€” Bosnia, Rwanda, Darfur, eastern Congo â€” has its particular
history, closely tied to changes in the norms of the international system regarding human rights and genocide
prevention. As a result, the marginalized group might be labeled as a threat that must be eliminated. Each of
them requires a long and systematic explanation. While this factor alone will not indicate whether the targeted
group is substantial, it canâ€”in combination with other factorsâ€”inform the analysis. Only in the s did the
international law on the crime of genocide begin to be enforced. It noted that the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia and the International Court of Justice had agreed with the narrow
interpretation that biological-physical destruction was necessary for an act to qualify as genocide. The Book of
Numbers chapter 31 recounts that an army of Israelites killed every Midianite man but captured the women
and children as plunder. Kiernan is ready to begin his history with the ancient world, the Old Testament, the
Greeks, and the Romans, an approach I now share. The judges continue in paragraph 12, "The determination
of when the targeted part is substantial enough to meet this requirement may involve a number of
considerations. Article II of the Convention defines genocide as Many historians â€” I was once one of them
â€” claim that one should not speak of genocide before the 20th century. Kiernan, and after him Mark Levene
, who has authored four impressive volumes on the history of genocide, make the case that the history of
genocide can and should be broken down into general periods that reflect the stages of the development of
state and society over the centuries. He prefers the definition from Chalk and Jonassohn: "Genocide is a form
of one-sided mass killing in which a state or other authority intends to destroy a group so defined by the
perpetrator. The first draft of the Convention included political killings, but these provisions were removed in
a political and diplomatic compromise following objections from some countries, including the USSR , a
permanent security council member. The victim group must be the object of campaigns of mass killing, as
well as other attacks on their very existence that are detailed in the convention. Thus examples listed may
constitute genocide by the United Nations definition, or by one of the alternate interpretations. If the
differences between the people and some other society were particularly large in terms of religion, language,
manners, customs, and so on, then such others were seen as less than fully human: pagans, savages, or even
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animals. Moreover, it creates a gulf between the popular understanding of genocide and the academic. Its
objectives are to safeguard the very existence of certain human groups and to affirm and emphasize the most
elementary principles of humanity and morality. Lemkin defined genocide as follows: Generally speaking,
genocide does not necessarily mean the immediate destruction of a nation, except when accomplished by mass
killings of all members of a nation. Details here. Moreover, the sources, the dynamics, and the consequences
of genocide become clearer in light of comparison with other genocides. In a great many cases, that name
meant 'the people' to set the owners of that name off against all other people who were considered of lesser
quality in some way. When the Convention was drafted, it was already envisaged that it would apply not only
to then existing forms of genocide, but also "to any method that might be evolved in the future with a view to
destroying the physical existence of a group".


