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What Really Happened in Rwanda?
Researchers Christian Davenport and Allan C. Stam say the accepted story of the mass killings of 1994 is incomplete, and the full
truth — inconvenient as it may be to the Rwandan government — needs to come out.

By Christian Davenport and Allan C. Stam

In 1998 and 1999, we went to Rwanda and returned several times in subsequent years for
a simple reason: We wanted to discover what had happened there during the 100 days in
1994 when civil war and genocide killed an estimated 1 million individuals. What was
the source of our curiosity? Well, our motivations were complex. In part, we felt guilty
about ignoring the events when they took place and were largely overshadowed in the
U.S. by such “news” as the O.J. Simpson murder case. We felt that at least we could do
something to clarify what had occurred in an effort to respect the dead and assist in
preventing this kind of mass atrocity in the future. We were both also in need of
something new, professionally speaking. Although tenured, our research agendas felt
staid. Rwanda was a way out of the rut and into something significant.

Although well-intentioned, we were not at all ready for what we would encounter.
Retrospectively, it was naïve of us to think that we would be. As we end the project 10
years later, our views are completely at odds with what we believed at the outset, as well
as what passes for conventional wisdom about what took place.

We worked for both the prosecution and the defense at the International Criminal
Tribunal for Rwanda, trying to perform the same task — that is,  to find data that
demonstrate what actually happened
during the 100 days of killing. Because of
our findings, we have been threatened by
members of the Rwandan government and
individuals around the world. And we
have been labeled “genocide deniers” in
both the popular press as well as the Tutsi
expatriate community because we refused
to say that the only form of political
violence that took place in 1994 was
genocide. It was not, and understanding
what happened is crucial if the
international community is to respond
properly the next time it becomes aware
of such a horrific spasm of mass violence.

Like most people with an unsophisticated
understanding of Rwandan history and
politics, we began our research believing
that what we were dealing with was one



of the most straightforward cases of
political violence in recent times, and it
came in two forms: On the one hand was
the much-highlighted genocide, in which the dominant, ruling ethnic group — the Hutu — targeted the minority ethnic group known as the
Tutsi. The behavior toward the minority group was extremely violent — taking place all over Rwanda — and the objective of the
government’s effort appeared to be the eradication of the Tutsi, so the genocide label was easy to apply. On the other hand, there was the
much-neglected international or civil war, which had rebels (the Rwandan Patriotic Front or RPF) invading from Uganda on one side and
the Rwandan government (the Armed Forces of Rwanda or FAR) on the other. They fought this war for four years, until  the RPF took
control of the country.

We also went in believing that the Western community — especially the United States — had dropped the ball in failing to intervene, in
large part because the West had failed to classify expeditiously the relevant events as genocide.

Finally, we went in believing that the Rwandan Patriotic Front, then rebels but now the ruling party in Rwanda, had stopped the genocide
by ending the civil war and taking control of the country.

At the time, the points identified above stood as the conventional wisdom about the 100 days of slaughter. But the conventional wisdom
was only partly correct.

The violence did seem to begin with Hutu extremists, including militia groups such as the Interahamwe, who focused their efforts against
the Tutsi. But as our data came to reveal, from there violence spread quickly, with Hutu and Tutsi playing the roles of both attackers and
victims, and many people of both ethnic backgrounds systematically using the mass killing to settle political, economic and personal
scores.

Against conventional wisdom, we came to believe that the victims of this violence were fairly evenly distributed between Tutsi and Hutu;
among other things, it appears that there simply weren’t enough Tutsi in Rwanda at the time to account for all the reported deaths.

We also came to understand just how uncomfortable it can be to question conventional wisdom.

We began our research while working on a U.S. Agency for International Development project that had proposed to deliver some
methodological training to Rwandan students completing their graduate theses in the social sciences. While engaged in this effort, we came
across a wide variety of nongovernmental organizations that had compiled information about the 100 days. Many of these organizations had
records that were detailed, identifying precisely who died where and under what circumstances; the records included information about
who had been attacked by whom. The harder we pushed the question of what had happened and who was responsible, the more access we
gained to information and data.

There were a number of reasons that we were given wide-ranging access to groups that had data on the 100 days of killing. First,  for their
part of the USAID program, our hosts at the National University of Rwanda in Butare arranged many public talks, one of which took place
at the U.S. embassy in Kigali. Presumably put together to assist Rwandan NGOs with “state-of-the-art” measurement of human rights
violations, these talks — the embassy talk, in particular — turned the situation on its head. The Rwandans at the embassy ended up doing
the teaching, bringing up any number of events and publications that dealt with the violence. We met with representatives of several of the
institutions involved, whose members discussed with us in greater detail the data they had compiled.

Second, the U.S. ambassador at the time, George McDade Staples, helped us gain access to Rwanda government elites —directly and
indirectly through staff members.

Third, the Rwandan assigned to assist the USAID project was extremely helpful in identifying potential sources of information. That she
was closely related to a member of the former Tutsi royal family was a welcome plus.

Once we returned to the U.S., we began to code events during the 100 days by times, places, perpetrators, victims, weapon type and
actions. Essentially, we compiled a listing of who did what to whom, and when and where they did it — what Charles Tilly, the late
political sociologist,  called an “event catalog.” This catalog would allow us to identify patterns and conduct more rigorous statistical
investigations.

Looking at the material across space and time, it became apparent that not all of Rwanda was engulfed in violence at the same time.
Rather, the violence spread from one locale to another, and there seemed to be a definite sequence to the spread. But we didn’t understand
the sequence.

At National University of Rwanda, we spent a week preparing students to conduct a household survey of the province. As we taught the
students how to design a survey instrument, a common question came up repeatedly: “What actually happened in Butare during the
summer of 1994?” No one seemed to know; we found this lack of awareness puzzling and guided the students in building a set of



questions for their survey, which eventually revealed several interesting pieces of information.

First,  and perhaps most important, was confirmation that the vast majority of the population in the Butare province had been on the move
between 1993 and 1995, particularly during early 1994. Almost no one stayed put. We also found that the RPF rebels had blocked the
border leading south out of the province to Burundi. The numbers of households that provided information consistent with these facts
raised significant questions in our minds regarding the culpability of the RPF relative to the FAR for killing in the area.

During this period, we confirmed Human Rights Watch findings that many killings were organized by the Hutu-led FAR, but we also
found that many of the killings were spontaneous, the type of violence that we would expect with a complete breakdown of civil order. Our
work further revealed that, some nine years later, a great deal of hostility remained. There was little communication between the two ethnic
groups. The Tutsi, now under RPF leadership and President Paul Kagame, dominated all aspects of the political, economic and social
systems.

Lastly, it became apparent to us that members of the Tutsi diaspora who returned to Rwanda after the conflict were woefully out of touch
with the country that they had returned to. Indeed, one Tutsi woman with whom we spent a day in the hills around Butare broke down in
tears in our car as we drove back to the university. When asked why, she replied, “I have never seen such poverty and destitution.” We
were quite surprised at the degree of disconnect between the elite students drawn from the wealthy strata of the Tutsi diaspora, who were
largely English-speaking, and the poorer Rwandans, who spoke Kinyarwanda and perhaps a bit of French. It was not surprising that the
poor and the wealthy in the country did not mix; what struck both of us as surprising was the utter lack of empathy and knowledge about
each other’s condition. After all, the Tutsi outside the country claimed to have invaded Rwanda from Uganda on behalf of the Tutsi inside
— a group that the former seemed to have little awareness of or interest in. Our work has led us to conclude that the invading force had a
primary goal of conquest and little regard for the lives of resident Tutsis.

As the students proceeded with the survey, asking questions that were politically awkward for the RPF-led government, we found our
position in the country increasingly untenable. One member of our team was detained and held for the better part of a day while being
interrogated by a district police chief. The putative reason was a lack of permissions from the local authorities; permissions were required
for everything in Rwanda, and we generally had few problems obtaining them in the beginning. The real reason for the interrogation,
however, seemed to be that we were asking uncomfortable questions about who the killers were.

A couple of weeks later, two members of our team were on a tourist trip in the northern part of the country when they were again detained
and questioned for the better part of a day at an RPF military facility. There the questioners wanted to know why we were asking difficult
questions, what we were doing in the country, whether we were working for the American CIA, if we were guests of the Europeans and, in
general, why we were trying to cause trouble.

On one of our trips to Rwanda, Alison Des Forges, the pre-eminent scholar of Rwandan politics who has since died in an airplane crash,
suggested that we go to the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda in Tanzania to seek answers to the questions we were raising. Des
Forges even called on our behalf.

With appointments set and with Mount Kilimanjaro in the distance, we arrived in Arusha, Tanzania, for our meeting with Donald Webster,
the lead prosecutor for the political trials, Barbara Mulvaney, the lead prosecutor for the military trial, and others from their respective
teams. As we began to talk, we initially found that the prosecutors in the two sets of cases — one set of defendants were former members
of the FAR military, the other set of trials focused on the members of the Hutu political machine — had great interest in our project.

Eventually, Webster and Mulvaney asked us to help them contextualize the cases that they were investigating. Needless to say, we were
thrilled with the possibility. Now, we were working directly with those trying to bring about justice.

The prosecutors showed us a preliminary database that they had compiled from thousands of eyewitness statements associated with the
1994 violence. They did not have the resources to code all of the statements for computer analysis; they wanted us to do the coding and
compare the statements against the data we had already compiled. We returned to the U.S. with real enthusiasm; we had access to data that
no one else had seen and direct interaction with one of the most important legal bodies of the era.

Interest by and cooperation with the ICTR did not last as long as we thought it would, in no small part because it quickly became clear that
our research was going to uncover killings committed not just by the Hutu-led former government, or FAR, but by the Tutsi-led rebel
force, the RPF, as well. Until then, we had been trying to identify all deaths that had taken place; beyond confidentiality issues, it did not
occur to us that the identity of perpetrators would be problematic (in part because we thought that all or almost all of them would be
associated with the Hutu government). But then we tried to obtain detailed maps that contained information on the location of FAR military
bases at the beginning of the civil war. We had seen copies of these maps pinned to the wall in Mulvaney’s office. In fact, during our
interview with Mulvaney, the prosecutor explained how her office had used these maps. We took detailed notes, even going so far as to
write down map grid coordinates and important map grid sheet identifiers.

After the prosecution indicated it was no longer interested in reconstructing a broad conception of what had taken place —prosecutors said
they’d changed their legal strategy to focus exclusively on information directly related to people charged with crimes — we asked the court



for a copy of the maps. To our great dismay, the prosecution claimed that the maps did not exist. Unfortunately for the prosecutors, we had
our notes. After two years of negotiations, a sympathetic Canadian colonel in a Canadian mapping agency produced the maps we
requested.

As part of the process of trying to work out the culpability of the various defendants charged with planning to carry out genocidal policies,
the ICTR conducted interviews with witnesses to the violence over some five years, beginning in 1996. Ultimately, the court deposed some
12,000 different people. The witness statements represent a highly biased sample; the Kagame administration prevented ICTR investigators
from interviewing many who might provide information implicating members of the RPF or who were otherwise deemed by the
government to be either unimportant or a threat to the regime.

All the same, the witness statements were important to our project; they could help corroborate information found in CIA documents, other
witness statements, academic studies of the violence and other authoritative sources.

As with the maps, however, when we asked for the statements, we were told they did not exist. Eventually, defense attorneys —who were
surprised by the statements’ existence, there being no formal discovery process in the ICTR — requested them. After a year or so, we
obtained the witness statements, in the form of computer image files that we converted into optically readable computer documents. We
then wrote software to search through these 12,000 statements in our attempts to locate violence and killing throughout Rwanda.

The first significant negative publicity associated with our project occurred in November 2003 at an academic conference in Kigali. The
National University of Rwanda had invited a select group of academics, including our team, to present the results of research into the 1994
murders. We had been led to believe that the conference would be a private affair, with an audience composed of academics and a small
number of policymakers.

As it turned out, the conference was anything but small or private. It was held at a municipal facility in downtown Kigali, and our remarks
would be simultaneously translated from English into French and the Rwandan language, Kinyarwanda. There were hundreds of people
present, including not just academics but members of the military, the cabinet and other members of the business and political elite.

We presented two main findings, the first derived from spatial and temporal maps of data obtained from the different sources already
mentioned. The maps showed that, while killing took place in different parts of the country, it did so at different rates and magnitudes —
begging for an explanation we did not yet have. The second finding came out of a comparison of official census data from 1991 to the
violence data we had collected. According to the census, there were approximately 600,000 Tutsi in the country in 1991; according to the
survival organization Ibuka, about 300,000 survived the 1994 slaughter. This suggested that out of the 800,000 to 1 million believed to
have been killed then, more than half were Hutu. The finding was significant; it suggested that the majority of the victims of 1994 were of
the same ethnicity as the government in power. It also suggested that genocide — that is,  a government’s attempts to exterminate an ethnic
group — was hardly the only motive for some, and perhaps most, of the killing that occurred in the 100 days of 1994.

Halfway into our presentation, a military man in a green uniform stood up and interrupted. The Minister of Internal Affairs, he announced,
took great exception to our findings. We were told that our passport numbers had been documented, that we were expected to leave the
country the next day and that we would not be welcomed back into Rwanda — ever. Abruptly, our presentation was over, as was, it
seemed, our fieldwork in Rwanda.

The results of our initial paper and media interviews became widely known throughout the community of those who study genocides in
general and the Rwandan genocide in particular. The main offshoot was that we became labeled, paradoxically, as genocide “deniers,” even
though our research documents that genocide had occurred. Both of us have received significant quantities of hate mail and hostile e-mail.
In the Tutsi community and diaspora, our work is anathema. Over the past several years, as we have refined our results, becoming more
confident about our findings, our critics’ voices have become louder and increasingly strident.

Of course, we have never denied that a genocide took place; we just noted that genocide was only one among several forms of violence that
occured at the time. In the context of post-genocide Rwandan politics, however, the divergence from common wisdom was considered
political heresy.

Following the debacle at the Kigali conference, the ICTR prosecution teams of Webster and Mulvaney let us know in no uncertain terms
that they had no further use of our services. The reasons for our dismissal struck us as somewhat outrageous. From the outset, the
prosecution claimed it was not interested in anything that would prove or disprove the culpability of any individuals in the mass killings.
Now, they said, the findings we’d announced in the Kigali conference made our future efforts superfluous.

Shortly after our dismissal, however, Peter Erlinder, a defense attorney for former members of the FAR military who were to be tried,
contacted us. This was after several others from the defense had also attempted to contact us, with no success.

We had misgivings about cooperating or working with the defense, the gravest being that such work might be seen as supporting the claim
we were genocide deniers. After months of negotiating, we finally met Erlinder at a Starbucks in Philadelphia, Pa. The defense could have
made a better choice for roping us in. Erlinder, a professor at the William Mitchell College of Law, was an academic turned defender for



the least likable suspects.

After we obtained lattes and quiet seats in the back of the coffee shop, Erlinder came straight to the point: He was, of course, interested in
establishing his client’s innocence, but he felt it would help the defense to establish a baseline history of what had taken place in the war in
1994. As he explained, “My client may be guilty of some things, but he is not guilty of all the things that any in the Rwandan government
and military during 1994 is accused of. They have all been made out to be devils.”

What he asked was reasonable. In fact, he made the same essential offer the prosecution had: In exchange for our efforts at contextualizing
the events of 1994, Erlinder would do the best he could to assist us in getting data on what took place. With Erlinder’s assistance, we were
able to obtain the maps we’d seen in Mulvaney’s office and the 12,000 witness statements. With this information, we were able to better
establish the true positions of both the FAR and RPF during the civil war. This greater confidence of the location of the two sides’
militaries made — and makes — us more certain about the culpability of the FAR for the majority of the killings during the 100 days of
1994. At the same time, however, we also began to develop a stronger understanding of the not insignificant role played by the RPF in the
mass murders.

About this time, we were approached by an individual associated with Arcview-GIS, a spatial mapping software firm that wanted to take
the rather simplistic maps that we had developed and improve them, thereby showing what the company’s program was capable of. Our
consultant at Arcview-GIS said the software could layer information on the map, providing, among other things, a line that showed, day by
day, where the battlefront of the civil war was located, relative to the killings we had already documented.

This was a major step. In line with the conventional wisdom, we had assumed that the government was responsible for most all of the
people killed in Rwanda during 1994; we initially paid no attention to where RPF forces were located. But it soon became clear that the
killings occurred not just in territory controlled by the government’s FAR but also in RPF-captured territory, as well as along the front
between the two forces. It seemed possible to us that the three zones of engagement (the FAR-controlled area, the RPF-controlled area and
the battlefront between the two) somehow influenced one another.

In his book, The Limits of Humanitarian Intervention, Alan Kuperman argued that given the logistical challenges of mounting a military
operation in deep central Africa, there was little the U.S. or Europe could have done to limit the 1994 killings. To support his position,
Kuperman used U.S. Defense Intelligence Agency information to document approximate positions of the RPF units over the course of the
war. We updated this information on troop locations with data from CIA national intelligence estimates that others had obtained through
the Freedom of Information Act and then updated it again, incorporating interviews with former RPF members, whose recollections we
corroborated with information from the FAR.

Our research showed the vast majority of the 1994 killing had been conducted by the FAR, the Interahamwe and their associates. Another
significant proportion of the killing was committed not by government forces but by citizens engaged in opportunistic killing as part of the
breakdown of civil order associated with the civil war. But the RPF was clearly responsible for another significant portion of the killings.

In some instances, the RPF killings were, very likely, spontaneous retribution. In other cases, though, the RPF has been directly implicated
in large-scale killings associated with refugee camps, as well as individual households. Large numbers of individuals died at roadblocks
and in municipal centers, households, swamps and fields, many of them trying to make their way to borders.

Perhaps the most shocking result of our combination of information on troop locations involved the invasion itself: The killings in the zone
controlled by the FAR seemed to escalate as the RPF moved into the country and acquired more territory. When the RPF advanced, large-
scale killings escalated. When the RPF stopped, large-scale killings largely decreased. The data revealed in our maps was consistent with
FAR claims that it would have stopped much of the killing if the RPF had simply called a halt to its invasion. This conclusion runs counter
to the Kagame administration’s claims that the RPF continued its invasion to bring a halt to the killings.

In terms of ethnicity, the short answer to the question, “Who died?” is,  “We’ll probably never know.” By and large, the Hutu and the Tutsi
are physically indistinct from one another. They share a common language. They have no identifiable accent. They have had significant
levels of intermarriage through their histories, and they have lived in similar locations for the past several hundred years. In the 1920s and
1930s, the Belgians, in their role as occupying power, put together a national program to try to identify individuals’ ethnic identity through
phrenology, an abortive attempt to create an ethnicity scale based on measurable physical features such as height, nose width and weight,
with the hope that colonial administrators would not have to rely on identity cards.

One result of the Belgian efforts was to show — convincingly — that there is no observable difference on average between the typical Hutu
Rwandan and the typical Tutsi Rwandan. Some clans — such as those of the current president, Paul Kagame, or the earlier Hutu president,
Juvenal Habyarimana — do share distinctive physical traits. But the typical Rwandan shares a mix of such archetypal traits, making ethnic
identity outside of local knowledge about an individual household’s identity difficult if not impossible to ascertain — especially in mass
graves containing no identifying information. (For example, Physicians for Human Rights exhumed a mass grave in western Rwanda and
found the remains of more than 450 people, but only six identity cards.)
In court transcripts for multiple trials at the ICTR, witnesses described surviving the killings that took place around them by simply hiding
among members of the opposite ethnic group. It is clear that in 1994, killers would have had a difficult time ascertaining the ethnic identity



of their putative victims, unless they were targeting neighbors.

Complicating matters is the displacement that accompanied the RPF invasion. During 1994, some 2 million Rwandan citizens became
external refugees, 1 million to 2 million became internal refugees, and about 1 million eventually became victims of civil war and
genocide.

Ethnic identity in Rwanda is local knowledge, in much the same way that caste is local knowledge in India. With the majority of the
population on the move, local knowledge and ethnic identity disappeared. This is not to say that the indigenous Tutsi were not sought out
deliberately for extermination. But in their killing rampages, FAR, the Interahamwe and private citizens engaged in killing victims of both
ethnic groups. And people from both ethnic groups were on the move, trying to stay out in front of the fighting as the RPF advanced.

In the end, our best estimate of who died during the 1994 massacre was, really, an educated guess based on an estimate of the number of
Tutsi in the country at the outset of the war and the number who survived the war. Using a simple method —subtracting the survivors from
the number of Tutsi residents at the outset of the violence — we arrived at an estimated total of somewhere between 300,000 and 500,000
Tutsi victims. If we believe the estimate of close to 1 million total civilian deaths in the war and genocide, we are then left with between
500,000 and 700,000 Hutu deaths, and a best guess that the majority of victims were in fact Hutu, not Tutsi.

This conclusion — which has drawn criticism from the Kagame regime and its supporters — is buttressed by the maps that we
painstakingly constructed from the best available data and that show significant numbers of people killed in areas under control of the
Tutsi-led RPF.

One fact is now becoming increasingly well understood: During the genocide and civil war that took place in Rwanda in 1994, multiple
processes of violence took place simultaneously. Clearly there was a genocidal campaign, directed to some degree by the Hutu government,
resulting directly in the deaths of some 100,000 or more Tutsi. At the same time, a civil war raged — a war that began in 1990, if the focus
is on only the most recent and intense violence, but had roots that extend all the way back to the 1950s. Clearly, there was also random,
wanton violence associated with the breakdown of order during the civil war. There’s also no question that large-scale retribution killings
took place throughout the country — retribution killings by Hutu of Tutsi, and vice versa.

From the beginning, the ICTR’s investigation into the mass killings and crimes against humanity in Rwanda in 1994 has focused
myopically on the culpability of Hutu leaders and other presumed participants. The Kagame administration has worked assiduously to
prevent any investigation into RPF culpability for either mass killings or the random violence associated with the civil war. By raising the
possibility that in addition to Hutu/FAR wrongdoing, the RPF was involved, either directly or indirectly, in many deaths, we became in
effect persona non grata in Rwanda and at the ICTR.

The most commonly invoked metaphor for the 1994 Rwandan violence is the Holocaust. Elsewhere, we have suggested that perhaps the
English civil war, the Greek civil war, the Chinese civil war or the Russian civil war might be more apt comparisons because they all
involved some combination of ethnic-based violence and the random slaughter and retribution that can occur when civil society breaks
down altogether.

Actually, though, it is difficult to make authoritative comparisons when it remains unclear exactly what happened in the Rwandan civil war
and genocide.

Contemporary observers — including Romeo Dallaire, the commander of the ineffective U.N. peacekeeping force for Rwanda in 1993 and
1994 — claim that much of the genocidal killing had been planned by the Hutu government as early as two years in advance of the actual
RPF invasion. Unfortunately, we have not been able to gain access to the individuals who have information on that score to either
corroborate or to refute the hypothesis. The reason? Convicted genocidaires who have been implicated in the planning of the slaughter now
reside out of contact with potential interviewers in a U.N.-sponsored prison in Mali.

We wanted to put questions to these planners, specifically to ask them what their goals were. Was the genocide plan an attempt at
deterrence, an effort that the FAR leadership thought might keep the RPF at bay in Uganda and elsewhere? Did the FAR government
actually hope for war, believing — incorrectly as it turned out — that it would win? Was the scale of the killing beyond its expectations? If
so, why do FAR leaders believe events spun so badly out of control, compared to previous spasms of violence in the 1960s, ’70s and ’80s?

Unfortunately, the U.N. prosecutors in Tanzania told us they could not arrange a meeting with the convicted planners and killers, but we
were free to go to Mali on our own. We were told we would probably get in to see the prisoners, but the prison is in the middle of
nowhere, in a country where we had no contacts. We had to let go.

Even without access to convicted genocidaires, we continued to piece together what had happened in 1994 with the help of a grant from
the National Science Foundation. The grant allowed us to be more ambitious in our pursuit of diverse informants who started popping up
all over the globe, to refine our mapping and to explore alternative ways of generating estimates about what had taken place. While our
understanding has advanced a great deal since our first days in Kigali, it is hard not to see irony in a current reality: Some of the most
important information about what occurred in Rwanda in 1994 has been sent — by the very authorities responsible for investigating the



violence and preventing its recurrence, in Rwanda and elsewhere — to an isolated prison, where it sits unexamined, like some artifact in
the final scene of an Indiana Jones movie.
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First I must join in the chorus of praise for your courage and unyielding commitment to the truth. I'm of both tribes and like all my people,
I have been much wounded by the events of 1994. Getting at the truth has been a much needed healing experience. I've no scientific
authority in the sense of being a certified scientist but I must say with scientific authority or at the very least speak with your commitment
to the truth, that the European powers, particularly Britain, France and the U.S.A were the true architects of the destruction of a whole
people. Why? as u put it, for conquest. There are already very few scientists like yourselves actually beginning to say the truth, but none
have even begun to raise the question of the involvement of the U.K, U.S.A and France when everything about the history of Rwanda since
colonization to Kagame's education, FAR's and RPF's arming and everything else has the tag "made in the U.K, U.S.A etc".
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Mille thanks to the authors of this article. It is unbiased. As a Rwandese, I really believe that all researchers who will freely conduct their
researchs on this Rwandese problem, will reach similar conclusion. 
Time will tell. 
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I am a Tutsi and I love a lot of close family members in the genocide. But Kagame is slowly moving Rwanda and our region toward
another mass slaughter and violence. There is a lot of underlying resentment and bitterness amongst the Hutu people in the country. It
makes me sad and depressed. Because Kagame doesn't understand that economic development means nothing if people are not allowed to
reconcile and health and face the truth of their history. 

For example, as a member of a Tutsi family descended from the royal clan, I know that for 300 years my community repressed other Tutsi
but more severly repressed and dehumanized Hutu. But Kagame wants to play with history and say its the Belgian who taught us this. The
majority Hutu and all the people of the region knows this to be a lie, and it causes them to further hate Tutsi, because Kagame is
dehumanizing our past by denying the suffering of 300 years right in the face of everything who knows he is doing it.

Another example, and this is what these authors who brilliantly covered. the Hutu elite just like the Tutsi royal elite care little to nothing
about the people or its people. pre-colonial Tutsi feudalism was just like post-colonial Hutu elite feudalism. As a Tutsi living in the 80's I
saw how the Hutu in the South suffered while, my family just suffered worse, but we all suffered by the dictatorial rule of the akazu Hutu
extremist clan which surrounded and controlled Habyarimana. These exploited history to make the Hutu fear us Tutsi, but the history they
exploited was a real history that is why it was so easy to exploit. And if it was not for the Hutu manifesto, we all would be living in a Tutsi
kingdom in which honestly only my family and the royal clan families would of prospered..just like the Hutu akazu regime. So they used
this history and remember what happened in Burundi, hundreds of thousands of Hutu were killed in the 30 year rule by the Tutsi ran
military. So the majority Hutu people had a reasonable fear that was stroked by the political rhetoric of the akazu regime to stay in power.
We are all victims. 

But Kagame wants to deny this dynamic and pain ony Tutsi as victims, dehumanizing the history, legitimate fears, and well humanity of
Hutu people by making it seem like it was ony us who suffered. 

He has done this best concerning the genocide. We all in Rwanda know that as much Hutu if not more Hutu were killed than Tutsi. Yes,
the Hutu akazu regime tried to annihliate my community, but the narrative of our suffer included equally the suffering of Hutu and Twa
people from before the genocide, during the genocide, and after when the RPF killed hundreds of thousands. We are all victims every
single Rwandan, but that is not the narrative, the RPF does not recognize the victimization of the people that make up 90 percent of our
country, the RPF does not acknowledge how our army played a role in the victimization and death of millions of human beings of Africans
of neighbors right acress the border in Congo.

How can we go on like this without paying for it. How long can we go on without acting like the lives of millions of Hutu and Congolese
are as valuable as the life of hundreds of thousands of Tutsi, were not the majority of them innocent and victims just as we were. As a
group we Tutsi make up so small a community in a sea of Hutu and Congolese and yet we don't recognize our role, we don't lament the
lives of Hutu and Congolese, we simply blame the Belgian and the Hutu for the deaths of Tutsi, Hutu, and Congolese, but as a state we
only lament the deaths of Tutsi.

Kagame has lost all moral compass and fails to understand that common people are not so common, they know history, they can count,
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they see what the Tutsi political elite has done and what it refusing to do. 

If Kagame instituted a peace and reconciliation program, if he sacred memorials were not to only Tutsi but to the hundreds of thousands of
Hutu who were also killed, if he acknowledged that what is at fault is our history, than Rwandans would of been moving forward, but as
smart as he is economically, he has made a tragic choice to continue to see our nation and its history as a Tutsi and slanting it in a manner
in which Tutsi life is more valuable. That is why he can't open up the political culture, but what he doesn't realize, man does not live off of
bread along. Rwanda is not Singapore or China, the Chinese Communist and the Chinese people are majority the same people, Singapore
history is not full of the vicious horrors like what happened to Tutsi, Hutu, and Congolese in the 90's.

For Kagame to believe that economic development will make this go away is very naive and lacking in vision. Eventually when the Hutu
acquire any kind of economic or political power the issues of the 90's and Congo will come back up and the lack of recognition of our true
history and the devaluation of Hutu lives and fears in the political narrative which has made them look like crazy irrational African savages
will come up. 

What are we going to do than. Tutsi will all revert back to fear and anxiety, as we are now, because we are indirectly being told only we
were victims, so we will fear that Hutu will unleash their savagery. One sides lack of being valued will percipitate the others anxiety and
will spiral to yet another vicious civil war for control of the political narrative. 

And on the Hutu side it will not be people like Victoire Ingabire, who though I completely disagree with her, only exist as a dialectal result
of Kagame's denying Hutu victimization in our narrative, it will not be people like her who will be in the political led amongst the Hutu,it
will be real Hutu extremist, who will exploit the mess that Kagame is greating. I pray that we as Rwandans realize we need a third way. I
don't know what it is,  but Kagame is taking us down a road we will one day regret.

Like  

This is an incredible and remarkable research. 
They may be so much interest in confirming the genecide in Rwanda. 
ortherwise they woun't be any reason why people should fight over this issues. 
Any really surviver who lost their families and reltives are more quite angry on the use of that world in able to be rewarded a massive help
from western countries to go some people s'pockets .who did not even know the pain of losing a loved one. genocide is not a career to
advertise in whatever they say or do instead is careful world which should kept silent as it really hurt those who suffered.

Like  

i can believe this rather than what i read in many magazines, books newspaper etc...

i am a Rwandan myself and i know much of what happened so the outsiders know a small piece of what happened in Rwanda and simply
publish whatever they have heard without a critical research,
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keep it up and tell the world the truth about Rwanda not what many believe about Rwanda is truth..

Like  

Your article is so much interesting. It is also romantic to read how you were expelled only when you had aleady collected essential data.
So, the overall of your findings confirms what is discussed indoors.However, if your study doesn't intend reconciliation, I don't see in what
it could interest Rwandans. I think that your findings are relevant for real reconciliation, because if we know who killed who, we could also
know who reconciles with whom? Who to pardon who? who apologize to who? That can help to avoid generalization which is dangerous;
victimization, frustration and demonization. However, the question to know who killed who is partially responded by Gacaca information
gathering. 

So, you are from a powefull country, you have means that other lack, I can suggest your findings/project be transformed in lasting peace
building project. It is what rwandans need.

Like  

This article is truthful and backed with scientific evidence. However, this study will be rejected by many in the world who would rather
stick with "conventional wisdom". Don't forget the first people to say that the world was round instead of flat were killed for telling the
world that "conventional wisdom" was wrong. In the end, the true story of the Rwandan genocide will come to light. Kagame and his
sympathizers will hate that day.

Like  

Shame on some Western Government who close their eyes in front of these clear realities.

Like  

This is one of the few close to truth reporting that Rwandans have so far besides the honorable reporting of Peter Erlinder which supported
all new revelation of what happened in Rwanda after the smeer campaign and propaganda supported by the USA N UK taxpayers money
otherwise these people should be honored in Rwanda as our heoros because what they just did it was to tell the truth nothing but the truth.
this made me look at Americans differently because before I used to think all Americans are liars and wamongers but after seeing these two
gentlemen and peter erlinder without forgeting sister Annie Garrison not all Ameircans are pro what Kagame did to kill  Hutus and Tutsis
hidden behide stopping genocide propaganda. 

Hutus know that they are Hutus, Tutsis know very well that they Tutsis, and Twas know the truth as well. we didnt need beligians to cme
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and tell us our identity. that is the same way we dont need Kagame to tell us to be what we are not. A Hutu will never become a Tutsi or
Twa, nor the Tutsi will become the same as well. we only have to accept the truth that we are not the same but we have to live with it and
coexist.

the truth is that:

Kagame and RPF attacked Rwanda in 1990s which endangered their fellow tutsis in Rwanda. then it became worse when Kagame
intentionally killed Habyarimana knowing very well that it could spark the mass killing of tutsis in Rwanda. but Kagame knew very well
that the Hutu retaliation would take him to power. that is what he followed. 

Hutus killed some tutsis around 300,000

Tutsis killed 4million Hutus since 1990 to now as we speak Kagame is still  killing more.

Hutus or Tutsis will never rule Rwanda alone so we have to find a common understanding otherwise we will continue this vicious cycle.
Today Hutus are refugees then tomorrow Tutsis are gone. we have to find solution and the only country that has a hand in this problem is
USA the same way they have got a solution to all this problem

Like  

Another thing non Rwandans miss is that to understand the genocide in Rwanda you have to study Rwanda's history ( the real version, not
the Kagame version ) Tutsis enslaved Hutus for 400 years. During those 400 years, Tutsis were cruels to Hutus. Hutus worked for Tutsis
for free, a Tutsi King could select beatiful Hutu children and kill  them just for the pleasure, Tutsi kings used to decorate a drum named
Kalinga (which was their emblem ) with Hutu testicles... When Tutsis invaded Rwanda in 1990, the first thing that came to the mind of
many Hutus was, oh my God, if they took over the country, they are going to bring back the slavery system that was just got rid of ( some
30 years earlier ). Much resentment Hutus have for Tutsis came from that slavery system. 

Also, I might add that Tutsis (RPF) killed all Hutus on their path. And they don't just kill.  They use horrible methods like breaking one's
skull with a hoe, call a meeting and then during the meeting, bring a machine gun and kill  everybody, bomb refugee camps, open wombs
of pregnant women while the subject still  alive... Many violence against Tutsis inside Rwanda were a retaliation. 

All tutsis inside Rwanda were accomplices of RPF. Many had sent their sons to the battlefield to fight for Kagame. This also created
resentment from extremist Hutus.

Like  
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The article is very close to the truth.

800K tutsis were killed from 600K and 300K survived?

However the authors are simplistic when they say that the killers didn't know in many cases the ethnicity of the victims.

All rwandans know their ethnicity even if some try to be hypocrite and tell you that they don't know who or what they are. Intermarriages
happened but they have not been able to erase ethnicity like in USA they have not yet mingled races. It is thinking in christian terms if you
don't know that not only Rwandans but also many people around the world like to marry within their ethnic group, caste, class, religion or
race. Belgian policy gave to some Rwandans opposite ethnicity but since then people got stuck with their real ethnicity or belgian wrongly
attributed ethnicity till now. Whether a Rwandan ethnicity is wrong or correct he/she currently has it with all the associated issues. 

When people were fleeing the country most of them moved in families and neighbors. At road blocks the Interahmwe could not pick
someone from their families or neighbors for having certain physical features dominant to the other ethnicity. For that reason FAR army
and Interahamwe errors in identifying the real or Belgian attributed ethnicity in 1994 were very slims. For the RPF the errors of identifying
ethnicity in controlled zones were very slims too. The tutsis in their zones were telling who is what. It is mostly Hutus that were fleeing
FPR advances and the rebels knew who were the people caught trying to flee.

Another interesting thing that many non rwandans do not know (I have only heard one Nigerian scholar coming close to the real situation):
If two rwandans meet they have 70 per cent chances of telling right away each other's ethnicity (here I mean real ethnicity or belgian
attributed ethnicity between 1910 and 1950) through their looks. After a few talks about the country and politics then they become 100 per
cent sure about their ethnicities.

Rwanda is part of central and east africa. The region has ethnicities from central Africa called bantus and from Nile valley called nilotics.
Those ethnicities haven't totally mixed in Kenya, Uganda, Tanzania and Congo Kinshasa. Because they speak same languages in Rwanda
and Burundi then they have mixed?

Like  

thank you guys for showing the real truth of what happened to Rwandans without taking side like USA n UK governments.this is what is
happening to us in Rwanda now and happened to us.no body cares and noone is going to care but thew Lord cares

Like  

Thank you for the insightful article. I'll use it in my Rwanda class this semester! I'm a qualitative researcher, but I wish I had more data on:
the role of socio-economic class in the killings. One of my respondents, for instance, was blackmailed by thugs and her mother was
kidnapped and threatened - until  they paid up. Have you GIS-mapped or otherwise explored whether wealthy "neighborhoods" experienced
more killings than poorer ones?

Like  

Perhaps Joel Rosenblum should learn to give credits to researchers who go out on the field and gather actual data. Even if the results of the
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said researchers are not quite what one would expect I think they are much more worthy of consideration than lectures and simple readings.
Apart from that well done to Davenport and Stam. I learnt new things..

Like  

Awesome article. There is a saying in Rwanda and Burundi when Burundi sneezes Rwanda catches a cold. The year before the Rwandan
genocide Burundi had their own genocide, one run by the army (mostly) against civilians. This genocide was reversed, Tutsi killing Hutus.
The popularly elected president of Burundi was killed by the tutsi run military. Slowly, the military tried to wipe out the hutus in
Bujumbura. I believe this is part of the reason why the violence in Rwanda was so intense during this time period. Genocide in Rwanda
and Burundi are related to one another. It is not just hutus killing tutsi or tutsi killing hutus. It is a conversation, one going back and forth
between the two groups. To look at genocide in rwanda isolated from Burundi is a mistake. They inform each other.

Like  

La méthodologie de ces auteurs est remarquable et tous ceux qui font ce type d'enquetes devraient aussi avoir une démarche scientifique.
Recevoir les témognages, les confronter aux données, aux faits réels, avant de tirer toutes conclusions! La vérité finit toujours par
triompher, tard mais, triomphe quand même...

Like  

Thank you for putting this information out. A lot of rwandans were assassinated trying to do exacltly what you are doing. To me as a
Rwandan, as unbiased it can be, this is nothing but the truth and it is the beginning. Read on!

Like  

This article sounds well researched and balanced. It touches the multi-dimensional core of the events of 1994. It is imperative to the
Rwandan government, and to the international community to draw away from the "constructed truth" of the events that took place in 1994,
and subscribe to the much more complex "real truth" of those events. Without that, they will be no plausible political stability in Rwanda,
and subsequently in Eastern Congo. I personally dispute the planning of genocide. I have seen a number of the so called "Mob justice"
involving some form of mass killing and yet happened suddenly. I liked the analogy of what would have happened if someone had shot
down Nelson Mandela's airplaine in 1994?

Like  

In my opinion, this is a well balenced research article. The world should be proud of these authors. They succeeded where all western
media failed. Many thanks to you Profs Christian Davenport and Allan C. Stam.The Rwandan people are in desperate need of courageous
people like you. Please let people like Joel do their homeworks and find out why the ICTR failed to find any evidence for genocide
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planning or government conspiracy to kill  civilians.The following articles may of great interest to anyone who is hungry for truth about the
Rwandan genocide:1) The truth about the Rwandan genocide (http://ugandarecord.co.ug/index.php?
issue=20&article=263&seo=The%20truth%20about%20the%20Rwandan%20genocide)2)The" target="_blank">
(http://ugandarecord.co.ug/index.php?issue=20&article=263&seo=The%20truth%20about%20the%20Rwandan%20genocide)2)The Truth
about the Death of Maj. Gen. Fred Rwigyema(http://www.ugandarecord.co.ug/index.php?
issue=20&article=264&seo=Death%20of%20Maj.%20Gen.%20Fred%20Rwigyema)" target="_blank">
(http://www.ugandarecord.co.ug/index.php?issue=20&article=264&seo=Death%20of%20Maj.%20Gen.%20Fred%20Rwigyema) 3) What
they don’t tell you about Rwanda(http://www.standardmedia.co.ke/InsidePage.php?id=1144025632&catid=4&a=1)" target="_blank">
(http://www.standardmedia.co.ke/InsidePage.php?id=1144025632&catid=4&a=1)

Like  

Nothing interesting in this long, poorly edited article. I had a class last year on this genocide. We read a few different academic books on
it, including one which was just interviews with members of the Interahamwe volunteer genocide army (Machete Season: The Killers in
Rwanda Speak, by Jean Hatzfeld). It is well-established that the genocide plans were drawn up far in advance of the downing of the Hutu
President Habyarimana's plane, even if these authors haven't figured that out (they should try reading more, and looking at maps less).
Also, it is not news that many Hutus were killed, after all it was war between the FAR and the RPF as the authors mention repeatedly. The
authors' claim that the RPF advances coincided with increased massacring of Tutsi by the FAR and Interahamwe is also not news. It is
obvious. Members of the Interahamwe explained later that they knew they had a limited amount of time to finish the killing, so they
"worked" faster as the RPF advanced. That does not mean the RPF did not stop the genocide. Just that they took their merry time, and they
surely wanted the conquer the capital more than they wanted to stop the genocide. RPF is not to be worshipped as a heroic group, even if
they did finally end the genocide... but of course if you mention that they are not all great, you will be kicked out of their country.

Like  

Thank you for this excellent, balanced article. As someone who knows people of both "sides" in this tragedy, I tend to compare it to South
Africa. Imagine if, after Nelson Mandella had become president, the whites had run a campaign of terror from a neighboring country,
causing a million of the majority blacks to flee their homes along the border, and then shot down the plane that Mandella was flying in and
launched an invasion. What would have happened to the innocent white population? It would have been genocide. The majority would
have resisted returning to rule by the minority, and probably would have taken unspeakable actions. This excuses nothing, but may help to
explain the triggers. It also explains how "normally docile" people kill  their neighbors a lot more plausibly than the standard explanation
that they did this because the radio told them to.

Like  

Trackback URL http://www.miller-mccune.com/politics/what-really-happened-in-rwanda-3432/trackback/
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