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“Rwanda’s Genocide: More Complicated Than We Though

Who triggered the genocidal slaughter of nearlyilaam Tutsis and moderate Hutus in Rwanda in 1994?
Convictions by the International Criminal Tribufiai Rwanda confirm that the genocide was planned in
advance by extremist Hutus.

But were other parties complicit? An investigatomgnmission established by Rwanda’s government is
reportedly set to conclude that France trainedeexist Hutu militias to commit massacres by machete.
Could France truly have been complicit in the géae2

Meanwhile a French investigating judge alleges danitypin the genocide by Tutsi guerrilla commansier
led in 1994 by the man who is now President of RigaiPaul Kagame. Last November the judge issued
international arrest warrants for nine Tutsis, embmmended that Kagame face trial before theratemal
Tribunal. (As a sitting president, Kagame is imménoen prosecution before French courts, but nobisef
international tribunals.)

The French judge accused the Tutsi commanders afenand conspiracy for shooting down the plane
which carried Rwanda'’s then President, a Hutu, elsag the President of Burundi, in April 1994. ath
shooting ignited the genocide. Could it really &®the French judge concludes, that Kagame datidgr
took an action that he knew would probably spagk@ocide against his own people?

Both claims seem hard to swallow. Yet both areigilade, even if neither has yet been proved conays

In 1994 it was widely contended that the same Huttemists who masterminded the genocide also shot
down the Hutu President’s plane. They viewed tsntoa open to accommodation with the Tutsis, esfigci
after he brought several Tutsis into his cabirit.assassinating him and blaming the Tutsis, tloeydc
manufacture a pretext to launch their intended gieleo

At the time it was also known that France had mtedimilitary support and training to the Hutu gawveent,
helping defend it from Tutsi guerrilla incursiong/ith the UN’s blessing, French forces intervenethie last
stages of the genocide, sparing the Hutu forces freing overrun, and enabling them to flee to nedgimg
Congo.

But were Tutsi and French forces actually compiicithe genocide?

One opportunity to clarify the truth might have afrom the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwhmn
established by the UN in 1994 to prosecute genaandewar crimes in Rwanda. But that opportunity



appears to have been missed. While the Tribursainuicted and placed in custody most of the Heaalérs
of Rwanda’s genocidal regime, it has never indidtatsi military forces for war crimes.

The Tribunal has failed to do so, despite credibports by major human rights groups that Tutssder
committed serious war crimes during the 1994 wafew years ago Tribunal prosecutor Carla del Ponte
made known that she was investigating alleged wares by Tutsis. Kagame’s government howled in
protest. The UN then removed del Ponte as chafgmutor for Rwanda.

Last November the French judge issued his explagieeisation against President Kagame and his ifies.
judge’s 65-page report relied on interviews witlzelos of withesses, including close associates gake.

The judge also relied on damning forensic evidetiwetwo missiles used to shoot down the presidenti
plane, he found, came from a shipment of Soviesitas that had been sent to Uganda, in whose armed
forces Kagame and most of his commanders had seiegly had used another missile from the same
shipment to shoot down a helicopter in 1990.

The judge’s report provoked a furious response fk@game’s government, which expelled the French
Ambassador. Rwanda also attempted to sue Frarhe international Court of Justice in The Hague,
claiming interference in its internal affairs. Hewver, France has not accepted the World Court'sdigtion
in such cases.

It was unfortunate that the accusation against RaarPresident came from a French judge. Becduse o
France’s support of the Hutu regime against thei$uthe French have little credibility in Rwandaven
though the French judge is presumably independierig not seen as impartial by many in Rwanda and
throughout Africa.

Meanwhile Rwanda’s national commission has heatihteny, not only that the French trained Hutu
militias, but also that French troops systematcaped Tutsi women during the genocide. [f, gseeted,
the commission accuses France of complicity in geleg Rwanda may get another shot before the World
Court, which has jurisdiction over genocide.

Yet the full truth is unlikely to be authoritatiye¢stablished anytime soon. Some observers cadl fiauth
commission. But there is no chance that Presidagame — who has three years left in his current,tand
is all but certain to be reelected for a furtherear term — will allow an impartial investigatiohtomself.
The International Criminal Tribunal is now closiagt its cases and will not launch any new invesitogas.

French courts cannot try the Rwandamabsentia. And the new French government of President Mol
Sarkozy and Foreign Minister Bernard Kouchner — Veaba French humanitarian group in Rwanda during
the genocide — appears to be pursuingpprochement with Kagame.

So were the French and, in different ways, Tutsilés, both complicit in one of the worst genociofesur
times? These troubling questions demand autheetanswers, but are not likely to get them in the
foreseeable future -- if ever.
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