
Notes to Guide Reading:                      Week 2: Monday 8 July 

 
U.N. General Assembly – “Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide” 

 Know the general legal definition of genocide. 

It is also relevant to know the “five punishable acts of genocide,” detailed in Article II, 
which Schabas notes but fails to clarify:  

(1) killing members of the group; (2) causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of 
the group; (3) deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about 
its physical destruction in whole or in part; (4) imposing measures intended to prevent 
births within the group; and (5) forcibly transferring children of the group to another group. 

 Recognize that the following are also punishable under the Convention: (a) conspiracy to 
commit genocide, (b) being complicit in acts of genocidal violence, (c) inciting others to 
commit genocide, and (d) attempting to commit genocide (per Article III). 

 Don’t get confused about the distinction between “crimes against humanity” and genocide—
especially considering the fact that “crimes against humanity” has no settled legal definition 
and no international convention aiming at its prevention. 

 Be able to explain the three primary obligations that all states that are party to the Convention 
have.  In other words, according to this treaty, what are three obligations states have in 
preventing crimes of genocide? 

 What agency is responsible for interpreting and enforcing the terms of this Convention? 

 Know the flaw in this Convention that Schabas notes toward the end of his article.  (And with 
this flaw in mind, think about why so few cases of genocide have “come to a final judgment.”) 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

U.N. General Assembly – “Implementing the Responsibility to Protect” (again, only pp.4-10) 

 Know the specific responsibilities that the international community of states has according to 
this mandate (detailed in pillars 1-3).  

 Know the reason why the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) does not violate international law. 

 Be able to recite some of the specific instances that the international community failed to 
prevent the forms of violence that this convention is intended to prevent. 

 Know what we mean by “sovereignty as obligation” or “sovereignty as responsibility,” and be 
able to explain how this notion could be an alternative to external intervention. 

 Make the connection to our discussion last week about sovereignty:  

(a) why might the Responsibility to Protect seem to contradict the sovereignty of states? 
(b) how can we understand the R2P as strengthening state sovereignty? 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Kuperman – “The Moral Hazard of Humanitarian Intervention” 

 Know what Kuperman means by the claim that the R2P “lowers the cost of rebellion.” 

 Be able to reconstruct Kuperman’s argument that this growing international norm—that 
states have an obligation to protect all civilians of the world from state violence—actually 
motivates the very violence that states are responsible for preventing. 
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 Be able to give specific examples of some of the different forms of humanitarian intervention 
that Kuperman details. 

 Don’t stress the details of the Bosnian or Kosovoian case study, but do read them—seriously!  
This is important international history. 

 Know the (four) different ways that Kuperman believes we can avoid the problematic 
consequences of the growing norm of humanitarian intervention. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Memmott/Gjelten – “Grim Reading: The Mladic Indictment” (podcast) 

 According to Gjelten, what were the actions that General Mladic took that violated the 
convention for the prevention of genocide? 

 Drawing on Gjelten’s interview (and/or Kuperman’s case study analysis), what was the 
primary motive(s) of the Serbs for the violence against Bosnian Muslims? 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Beaubien – “Recalling Rwanda’s Brutal 100 Days” (podcast) 

 What are the reasons identified in this segment for the genocidal violence against minority 
Tutsis by the Hutu population? 

 From what you have read about the Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime 
of Genocide, on what legal basis do you think that the (2) Hutus affiliated with the radio station 
that announced the President’s plane crash could have been charged with genocide? 

 What is the common argument of those who still deny that the genocide ever occurred? 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Daalder and Stavridis – “NATO’s Success in Libya” 

 What actions against the Libyan government did the Security Council’s resolution condone? 

 Be able to explain (in detail) the primary reason for the success of the intervention in Libya. 
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Crowley – “The Obama Doctrine: Syria vs. Libya Intervention” 

 Be able to explain some of the (nine) different reasons that Crowley elucidates why the Obama 
administration claimed that conflict in Syria does not meet the requirements for a justified 
external military intervention. 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

The Economist – “Yet Another Massacre” and “Crossing A Red Line” 

 According to “Yet Another Massacre,” what was the reason why Western countries re-thought 
providing greater aid to Syria’s leading rebel group? 

 Think about what threats the continued Syrian conflict poses to neighboring countries. 

 How or why do you think that the use of chemical weapons against Syrian civilians by Assad’s 
forces would (or should) justify a military intervention? 


