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Introduction


“Never again” was repeated throughout the world after the Holocaust and again after the atrocities in Cambodia, Bosnia, and Rwanda.
 Regardless of the terminology that the international community labeled these massacres, they were each a systematic persecution and murder of a group of people by another people.
 Since February, 2003 the Sudanese government and the Janjaweed, the Sudanese government sponsored Arab militia, have systematically murdered and raped the civilians of Darfur, while destroying their villages and homes.
 The atrocities have been deemed genocide by the United States (US) and the United Nations (UN) has declared that “no less serious and heinous crimes have been perpetrated;” yet the international community has been slow to respond to the bloodshed.
 


Sudan, a ratifying member of the United Nation’s Convention on the Rights of Child (CRC), is also the first Arab nation to ratify both Optional Protocols to the CRC.
 The Optional Protocols expand on the CRC’s coverage of the involvement of children in armed conflict and on the sale of children, child prostitution, and child pornography.
 Sudan’s ratification of the Convention on the Rights of the Child and the two optional protocols holds the government legally accountable for the numerous violations of children’s rights, however the Sudanese government continues to violate and disregard international law.
 


Since Sudan’s recent October, 2004 ratification of the optional protocols, children’s rights violations in Darfur continues to escalate.
 The Sudanese government has taken no formal action to honor the international law that it is expressly party to, thus making it absolutely essential that the international community hold this government and its militias accountable.
 Specifically, the atrocities are an invaluable opportunity for the African Union (AU) and the United Nations to achieve regional and international credibility, while affirming the importance of protecting African children.
 The United Nation’s and The African Union’s message must be clear to the world: government sponsored massacres against children will not be tolerated and all parties involved will be promptly held accountable and punished accordingly.
 


To determine accountability and punishment for the Sudanese government a two-step process must be analyzed: 1) where a trial should be held and 2) what charges should be brought against the perpetrators. The international community is strongly divided on where to criminally charge the Sudanese government. The United Nations Security Council recently passed Resolution 1593 to hold war criminals accountable at the International Criminal Court (ICC) at The Hague.
 However, the Sudanese government has again rejected international law and refused to adhere to the resolution. The UN and the European Union argue that an ICC trial of Sudanese war criminals could greatly facilitate the ICC in its struggle to achieve international authority.
 Sudan is a hot topic internationally and any legal proceedings would attract a great deal of attention.
 The ICC would assuredly gain the credibility and international attention that it needs in order to become a successful international court.
  


However, the United States has supported alternatives to an ICC trial since the United States fears that the International Criminal Court could bring charges against American soldiers for recent prisoner abuse.
 These fears motivate the US to support an ad hoc tribunal to be held in Tanzania as an extension to the International Criminal Tribunals of Rwanda.
 A tribunal in Africa would allow the trial to be monitored under the auspices of the African Union.
 By holding all proceedings on African soil, justice will be served to Sudanese war criminals in the name of the Sudanese people.
 Enabling Africa to lead this trial will provide them with the political power that they must acquire to be taken seriously by the international community.
  


European and US solutions are a result of their own political concerns that overshadow the interests of the Sudanese people. Yet the regional politics should be greatly outweighed by enforcing international law and supporting Africa’s regional stability. While politics has its role in international affairs, the essential goal of bringing brutal criminals to justice cannot be sacrificed.
 Punishment of war criminals is both a symbolic and necessary message, providing hope to the people of Sudan and deterring others from committing such atrocities.
 World organizations and governments must unite on common goals to efficiently support one another.
 


To best serve the Sudanese people and to perpetuate African stability, a criminal tribunal should be held in Darfur. Having all legal proceedings in Darfur will have economic, social, and political benefits for Africa. Most importantly it would ensure an actual end to the fighting since the region would need to be secured for international lawyers and judges to attend. Creating court houses and buildings would symbolize to the Sudanese people that it is safe to return to their homeland and that it is time to try to establish a new life for themselves. Civilians and children would be able to participate in the legal process and testify to the tragedy they have experienced. A trial in Darfur would invoke a feeling of international support for Sudan and Africa that would begin the process of healing and restore a sense of hope to a devastated community. 


To determine which charges should be brought against the perpetrators of the Sudanese Conflict, the nature of the crimes must be acutely analyzed. The Sudanese genocide is extraordinary in that the violence not only affects children, it targets them.
 The violence targeted the most vulnerable members of a society to cripple a future generation and to morally debilitate the societal structure. Young girls are targeted as rape victims and sexual slaves, while young boys are used as soldiers and forced to commit acts of violence against their own people. The uniqueness of the Sudanese government’s war tactics require the charges to include more than crimes against humanity and genocide; CRC and Optional Protocol violations must be charged to reflect the specific atrocities committed. The Optional Protocols were recently written in response to an international crisis of children’s rights violations. It is therefore necessary that the Sudanese government be charged with violating the CRC and its Optional Protocols to signal to the world the importance of children’s rights and to punish the perpetrators in accordance with the devastation of the crimes committed. 


The African Union must utilize this opportunity as a period of unification to become a world player and take an active role in advocating for the trial to be held in Africa and to charge the government to the fullest extent of international law.
 The cooperation of African countries will allow them to collectively advocate for the continent and to stabilize the region in order to provide both economic and political security.
 Training and expanding AU military forces is essential to monitoring country activities and intervening when appropriate.
 


Also, future Sudanese government leaders must employ non-governmental organizations (NGO’s) to facilitate their recovery and to be involved in the criminal proceedings.
 The NGO’s (Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch, and Save the Children) have provided the primary aid to Sudan and reliable reports to the rest of the world.
 The NGO’s expert knowledge of the region requires them to be a major player in Sudan’s rebuilding.
 


Lastly, the United Nations and the Security Council must have an efficient plan to respond to an international political crisis where civilians are being targeted.
 The UN Security Council’s resolutions with threats of economic sanctions failed.
 Resolution 1556 stipulated an August 29, 2004 deadline that called for disarmament of Janjaweed militias and for justice to be served to those violating international human rights law.
 The August deadline has clearly passed and the violence persists. 


Resolutions and political pressure do not have the authority to stop the violence.
 The UN’s response must be acutely analyzed in order to create an effective regional plan for immediate reaction to such atrocities.
 While it is inevitable the UN will have political conflicts of interests, a cohesive humanitarian aid plan must be devised to facilitate immediate action in war torn areas of the world.

To best support the rebuilding of Sudan and to bring justice to the war criminals, an ad hoc trial should be held in Darfur. Creating this tribunal will be a symbol of stability and security in the region that will encourage the refugees to return to their desecrated homelands and attempt to rebuild their lives. The people of Darfur will be able to directly participate in the legal proceedings and witness justice being served to their slayers. The tribunal will also create jobs and stir economic activity. Economic growth is essential to stabilizing the region and restoring dignity to the Sudanese people. Most importantly, the tribunal will be a signal of hope for Sudan’s future with the permanency of the buildings and the international community finally supporting the Sudanese people from the massacre of their own government. 

History of Darfur Uprising: 


Since February, 2003 the Darfur region has been the setting of massive crimes against civilians of particular ethnicities in an internal conflict between the Sudanese government and rebel insurgencies.
  The Sudanese government has repeatedly denied that any violence has occurred in the region, while they continue to annihilate the civilian population. The two rebel movements, the Sudan Liberation Army (SLA) and the Justice and Equality Movement (JEM), sought power-sharing within the Arab-ruled Sudanese state.
 The Sudanese government’s campaign to combat these groups has devastated the civilian population.
 The Janjaweed have driven more than one million civilians, mostly farmers, into camps and settlements in the Darfur region where they live on the very edge of survival.
 In less than two years of conflict, it is estimated that two million people have been displaced from their homes and conflict-related civilian deaths (from disease, malnutrition, and violence) are likely well over 100,000.


In addition, the Sudanese government’s systematic use of aerial bombardment in Northern Darfur has accounted for several thousand civilian casualties.
 Yet, the deployment and coordination of Janjaweed militias has had the most devastating effect on civilians.
 The Janjaweed’s systematic rape and murder has been an attempt to destroy the civilian population and devastate the region of Darfur.
  The Janjaweed were recruited from landless Arab nomadic tribes and have previously terrorized Darfur farming communities.
 


Before the conflict began, civilians were able to easily identify the Janjaweed as nomads, but in the last year citizens of Darfur commented that “it seemed strange to see these men in uniforms with guns riding camels through the scrubby desert landscape.”
 The surmounting evidence that the Sudanese government sponsors Janjaweed terrorism makes this crisis even more chilling.
 


Since the conflict began, the Sudanese government and the Janjaweed militias, have systematically killed and psychologically tortured the native Sudanese by raping women and children, recruiting child soldiers, destroying villages, schools, food supplies, livestock, and water wells and pumps.
 Villages continue to be methodically torched as to permanently prevent the civilian population from returning to their homeland.
 Recent UNICEF (United Nations Children's Fund) reports reveal that the violence is specifically directed towards children.
 These reports detail numerous accounts of child rape, recruitment of child soldiers, and forced separation from their parents by throwing civilian children on to trucks and transporting them to makeshift camps.
 These reports confirm that children are not simply affected by the massacre, but are used as strategic weapons to annihilate the civilian population.
 

I. Where a trial should be held 

A. Determining a Method Legal Accountability: 


It is crucial to determine which method of legal accountability will be most successful. Politics divides the world on how to hold violators of international law accountable.
 The International community has looked to individual countries for their response to the crisis.
 While the United States has used strong language in declaring genocide in Sudan, there has been very little action.
 The United Kingdom has supported all UN efforts and has pushed for resolutions. 


Both France and China have oil investments in Sudan and do not wish to alienate the Sudanese government to protect such interests.
  Russia and Pakistan have spoken out as being reluctant to interfere with the sovereignty of another country’s government.
 Individual countries differ in their reasoning for their action or inaction, yet these amalgamated controversies have allowed the massacre to continue.
 


While no one country holds the sole responsibility to end the crisis in Sudan, there had been great hope that the United Nations would lead the world in a cohesive effort to stop the genocide and set an example for other potential militant groups.
 However, Resolution 1556 carried no such force.
 It appears that United Nations did not take into account what they are trying to combat here.
 The UN cannot stop a corrupt government who employs militia to destroy their civilian population with sanctions containing loose threats of economic consequences.
 Here the United Nations has rallied international support for sanctioning a government that rebukes all sense of law, and as a result the genocide continues on.
  

B. The International Criminal Court:


The international community adopted a treaty creating the world's first independent and permanent International Criminal Court at an international conference in Rome on July 17, 1998.
 The International Criminal Court (ICC) is able to investigate and prosecute those individuals accused of crimes against humanity, genocide, and crimes of war.
 The ICC complements existing national judicial systems and will step in only if national courts are unwilling or unable to investigate or prosecute such crimes.
 Only seven countries voted against it (including China, Israel, Iraq, and the United States) and 21 abstained. The ICC's jurisdiction commenced on July 1, 2002 and the 18 elected judges were sworn into office on March 11, 2003 at The Hague.
 


There are many advantages to holding a trial at the ICC.
 First, it is already established and a trial against Sudanese government officials could begin almost immediately.
 Second, the ICC is a new international invention and deeply requires international support to be taken seriously.
 An ICC trial against the Sudanese government would provide public interest in the court and would establish the credibility to make it a valuable tool of international law.
 An effective ICC would prove consequences to potential violators of international law by exemplifying serious consequences to such war crimes.
 


There are also several disadvantages to holding a trial at The Hague. Most obvious is that the trial would be far from where the atrocities occurred. The geography would prevent Sudanese civilians from attending or participating in the trial. Also, the three recent State cases submitted to the ICC’s Office of the Prosecutor have all been from Africa: the Central African Republic, the Democratic Republic of Congo, and the Republic of Uganda.
 Perhaps the underlying problem is that Africa is not equipped to handle the legal problems on its continent. The fact that African countries need to try their cases in the world court speaks to the larger problem of how to institute an effective legal system within Africa. To ignore the real problem of the instability of the African continent will allow these massacres to continue. The ICC is not supposed to act as a band-aid for a continent’s political wounds and allowing the Sudanese trial to be held at The Hague will further this notion.

C. Ad Hoc Tribunals at the International Criminal Tribunal of Rwanda:


While the ICC does hold advantages, world politics may act as a barrier for this trial to go to the ICC.
 United States’ President Bush has strongly spoken out against the ICC, in that it is a “foreign court where unaccountable judges could put our troops and officials at an unacceptable risk of politically-motivated prosecutions.”
 While President Bush’s concerns about the ICC may be irrational, this political problem may delay a Sudanese prosecution.
 


President Bush’s alternative solution to the ICC is an ad hoc tribunal based in Tanzania and run by the Africa Union.
 While president’s Bush reasons may seem inappropriate, an ad hoc tribunal may be an effective method of accountability.
 A tribunal in Africa would help to propel the African Union as a world player.
 The ad hoc special courts and tribunals are designed to respond to particular conflicts, like the tribunal in Arusha, United Republic of Tanzania, considering the genocide in Rwanda.
 



Accountability contributes to the process of healing and helps children to understand that they are not to blame for what has happened to them.
 The atrocities in Sudan are one of several areas of conflict on the African continent.
 The African Union desperately requires unification in order to learn to solve its own regional conflicts and to call upon foreign aid more effectively.
 Having the tribunal in Tanzania would allow more civilians and NGO members to testify and attend the trial.
 The physical proximity to the legal process may not seem hugely important to a society that has a reliable legal system, but to a people who have suffered at the hands of their own government it is essential for them to witness justice being served.


The disadvantage for holding a tribunal at the location of the Rwanda genocide tribunals is that it diminishes the significance of the individual tragedy that occurred.
 The symbolic gesture of holding individual tribunals for this genocide is necessary to reassure the civilian population that their situation is being handled with the greatest respect and sensitivity.
 

D. Ad Hoc Tribunal in Darfur: 

In the implementation of this plan, accountability will best be served by holding an ad hoc tribunal in Darfur. Having all legal proceedings in Darfur will have economic, social, and political benefits for Sudan and Africa. Most importantly it would ensure an actual end to the fighting since the region would need to be secure for international lawyers and judges to attend. By trying the war criminals for children’s rights violations it is crucial for children to testify in court and speak to the atrocities that have been committed against them. To reduce the trauma that these children will undergo when testifying, it would be best if they could do so in Darfur with family and community support. 


Next, the buildings and court houses would symbolize to the Sudanese people that it is safe to return to their homeland. The Janjaweed’s repeated burning of villages and farmland left the people of Darfur in fear of returning to their homes. A tribunal in a devastated region would require mass amounts of labor. Job creation is essential to economically strengthening Darfur and Africa.
 Currently NGO’s provide the civilian population with the majority of their food supply.
 It is necessary for the people of Darfur to have employment opportunities and eventually become self-sufficient.
 The economy would grow with the need for markets, hotels, and other structures required to support the tribunal. While these building might be more costly then using the facilities at The Hague or in Tanzania, these buildings are an investment in Darfur’s future. When the tribunals end, these building should be used for schools or medical facilities to support an emergent society. 


Most importantly, what was absent from the region of Sudan was optimism. A government turning against its own people and systematically raping, murdering, and torturing its children and civilian population has stripped this society of hopefulness for the future.
 These atrocities were allowed to further escalate by the lethargy of the international community. Therefore, by creating a tribunal in Darfur would be a symbol of hope for the future.  

II. What charges should be brought against the perpetrators

A. How to Charge the Perpetrators


It is painfully apparent that the Sudanese government and the Janjaweed militias have not only violated the CRC and its optional protocols, but have ignored all aspects of State and international law in their persecution of children.
 The Sudanese government’s violence toward the most vulnerable members of a society is repugnant and should be charged to reflect the realities of the torture. The 1998 Rome Statute is the basis of the International Criminal Court’s establishment, which makes it clear that intentional attacks on a civilian population, including children, are punishable by international law.
 The landmark ruling by the Special Court for Sierra Leone in June 2004 held that the recruitment or use of children under the age of 15 in hostilities is a war crime under international law.
  The ruling paves the way for other such government actors to be held accountable for recruiting child soldiers and other violations of children’s rights.


While the CRC and its protocols legally bind governments, it is essential the Janjaweed militia also be brought to justice. The Janjaweed could be tried as a mere extension of the Sudan government since they were directly following government orders, wearing uniforms, and carrying weapons supplied by the Sudanese government.
 The Janjaweed were simply acting as the Sudanese government’s military force.
 It would be best to prosecute the Janjaweed as actors of the Sudanese government, holding them both liable under the CRC and the optional protocols.

B. Child Rape in Darfur: 


The epidemic of child rape is used as a tactic to terrorize and humiliate these children, their families, and their communities.
 

Several NGO’s report that young girls are targeted for rape when they are most vulnerable: when they leave their tents in search of firewood or water to provide for their families basic survival.
  


During village attacks children are targeted as sexual slaves, one 12 year old girl was raped by six men and held captive for more than ten days.
 Amnesty International reported that many of the girls who are released as sexual prisoners have severe physical and psychological injuries.
 Some girls leave their captors with broken bones, while others have permanent scars from having their flesh carved into.
 One girl vividly recalled the Janjaweed’s screams when they invaded her village, “You, ugly black pretend… We are your god! You will be our wives.”
 


Rape victims suffer well beyond the physical and emotional scars of the act, as they are often ostracized from their communities and families.
 The religious and social customs of Sudan have prevented some rape victims living in refugee camps, along the border of Chad and Sudan, from finding their families so as to not shame them.
 These young victims suffer alone and often times feel they were partially at fault for being raped.
 The girls strongly fear that they would become a burden to their families and cause them to become social outcasts.
 


Many rape victims become pregnant and have their rapist’s baby. This results in further ostracizing of the rape victims, as the babies are labeled as the enemy.
 A pregnant rape victim from Darfur who was attacked by three Janjaweed militia cried “I don’t even know who the father is.”
 Pregnant girls are specifically targets of violence as several of these girls have been found with their stomachs slit open because the Janjaweed feel it is their mission to destroy “the child of an enemy.”
 

C. Recruiting Boys as Child Soldiers: 


Thousands of Sudanese boys have been held captive and recruited as child soldiers by both Janjaweed militia and rebel groups.
 While some children are able to flee from the fighting, thousands of Sudanese boys are being used to fight against their own people.
 Boys as young as eight years old are taken from their families and used as soldiers and servants to support the fighting efforts. 
 These boys often terrorize and kill civilians, leaving them severely emotionally scarred.
 In the last three years tens of thousands of children have been released from the military and are attempting to reintegrate into their society.
 These efforts are primarily provided by NGO’s who are in the best position to support these children with counseling and medical attention.
   


An alarming concern is how and whether to hold child soldiers accountable when they have directly participated with militia groups in the killing and raping of civilians.
 Civilian Children who have participated in serious crimes must be held to some standard of accountability, conducted in a way that respects their rights and takes into consideration their age and maturity.
 This process may involve the child’s testifying at a trial or taking part in a reconciliation processes.
 According to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, the key objective is to promote the reintegration of child perpetrators into society.
 Any judicial proceedings for children should be in the context of juvenile and restorative justice in order to ensure the child’s physical, psychological and social recovery.


Many child soldiers’ experiences have been documented by NGO’s.
 UNICEF worked with a fifteen year old boy, who was taken captive with eight other children.
 He vividly recalled being beaten several times a day by his rebel capturers.
 When interrogated about his village and the location of his goats, his captors tied his penis with a rope and pulled from both sides until he could no longer tolerate the pain.
 This interrogation left him with some physical injuries, but the psychological torture left this boy in great need of support.
 NGO’s are in the best position to provide psychological support for these children since Sudanese customs do not facilitate speaking openly about the torture.

D. The Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC) and its two Optional Protocols: 


The CRC was adopted by the UN General Assembly on November 20, 1989.
 Today only two UN member countries have not ratified the convention, The United States and Somalia.
 This convention is unique in that it protects the entire range of children’s human rights, including civil-political, economic, social, cultural, and humanitarian.
 Also, its implementation organism allows for a monitoring body, the Committee on the Rights of the Child, which is to ensure State Party compliance.
 The CRC is also special in that NGO’s played a major in the role in the CRC’s drafting, implementation, and in its monitoring body.
  


Sudan’s ratification of the two optional protocols on October 31, 2004 legally binds the government to uphold all of the articles of the protocols.
 The Optional Protocols to the CRC expound on the protection of children from recruitment into the armed forces and from sexual exploitation.
 The protocols require governments to take action to prevent any violations of the protocols articles.
 Government’s must not recruit any military involvement from citizens under the age of 18 and ensure that all military participation is on a voluntary basis.
 The government must also punish any acts of sexual exploitation of children and actively work to reduce child sexual exploitation.

III. Proposal


In seeking a solution to holding war criminals accountable, both long term and short term goals must be made clear. For the short term, it is necessary to stop the fighting completely. For the long term, all parties involved in the massacre must be held accountable for their violations.
 It is also essential for the Sudanese civilians, especially the most vulnerable citizens, the children, to know that they have the world’s support and that legal action is being taken to hold the Sudanese government accountable.
 For the long term, the goal must be to prevent such government sponsored crimes from happening again by strengthening the African region and enforcing international law.
 


In order to hold war criminals accountable for CRC violations a process must be implemented to alter the current international system. First, the UN must create clear consequences and punishments for CRC violations. Presently, CRC violations are reported by UN appointed researchers and the countries with the most extreme violations are assigned special rapporteurs to further investigate the crimes. But, while the Committee on Children’s Rights investigates, there is no clear penalty for governments and individuals who commit these heinous crimes. Instead, the UN still attempts to negotiate with Sudanese officials, despite reports confirming that this is a government-sponsored genocide. This seems as ludicrous as expecting the UN to negotiate with Adolf Hitler or Slobodan Milošević. 

Once government-sponsored genocide is determined by unbiased researchers in the field, the UN must arrest these persons and criminally charge them with breaking international law, including CRC violations. As previously discussed, a tribunal in Sudan would be most appropriate to try these officials, but however they are tried, it remains most important that they are brought to justice. In addition to criminal charges, government officials shall have their bank accounts frozen and all assets shall be seized by the UN and held till the trial is over. If the individual is found guilty, these assets should be used to rebuild the region and to prevent it from fueling future terror. 

Secondly, the UN must reorganize and redefine its goals to promptly and effectively aid the current world crisis. The UN must take immediate action to provide a military force to secure the region. Economic sanctions and resolutions have proven ineffective, while limited UN peacekeeping troops are not able to secure civilian safety. While the UN and the Security Counsel’s response to Sudan have been resolutions that pose economic sanctions, it appears that these efforts do not have the force to stop the violence.
 Even though the UN has peacekeeping forces, it may at times require a military presence where governments target their own people and regional militaries do not have the resources to be effective. Kofi Annan has recently discussed creating a High-level Panel on Threats to respond to crisis situations by acting quickly to protect civilians with a possible military presence. This panel should be triggered by accounts of war crimes or genocide, especially when CRC violations are committed in addition to those charges. Here it is imperative the UN send troops to show a united world front, rather than one country sending forces that may give the appearance of imposing its ideals on another part of the world. 

Once the UN receives reports of such activity from their investigators and special rapporteurs, there should be a six-week limit for them to take action. While this time crunch seems impossible to meet, civilians rely on world organizations to act on their behalf when their own government persecutes them. To financially support this UN branch, they must require member-states from developed countries to provide troops to support the goal of peace-keeping, but who are armed and can train less skilled militaries on how to protect their own people. 

As part of the UN’s presence in the region, they must seize this opportunity to strengthen their relationship with regional troops and with NGO’s already in the field. The UN must train African Union troops and provide them the necessary equipment and resources to secure civilian safety. AU soldiers have the advantage of being familiar with the cultural norms and regional geography; however, they are greatly in need of supplies and training. The UN must seize this crisis as an opportunity to strengthen AU forces and enable them to be essential in the process of stopping the massacre of their own people.  Extensive training and military expansion of African Union forces is vital to monitoring activities and intervening when necessary.
 The cooperation of African countries will allow them to collectively advocate for the continent and to stabilize the region in order to provide both economic and political security.
 

Also, the UN must look to the non-governmental organizations (NGO’s), who may have been first in the field to provide them with information on how to most effectively facilitate civilian support and recovery.
 The NGO’s have been a consistent face of support to civilians and have provided reliable reports of the atrocities to the rest of the world.
 The NGO’s knowledge of the region and their expertise requires them to be a major player in assisting in rebuilding the region.
 The NGO’s knowledge and non-political agenda must be part of the fabric of restructuring Sudanese society.
 While it is inevitable the United Nations will have political conflicts of interests, a cohesive plan must be devised to facilitate immediate action in war torn areas of the world.
 

The UN’s experience with the human massacres of Rwanda, Yugoslavia, and Sierra Leone must be scrutinized to determine how UN efforts (aid and troops) could be quickly implemented to stop the slaughter of the civilian population. While the UN was originally designed to prevent such grievous acts from occurring, it must recognize these impossibilities and redefine itself in 2006 to be a more effective organization. 

IV. Conclusion


The massacre in Sudan is reminiscent of the genocides and atrocities seen throughout history.  With the presence of the mass media and international organizations like the UN it was impossible not to know of the massacre, yet no action was taken. Children continue to be persecuted as soldiers and sexual slaves, while sanctions are written and language is debated on what the suffering should be labeled.
 Today, the international community’s political debate on how to proceed with criminal accountability overshadows the suffering of the countless victims. 


In structuring a trial for accountability the international community must for once put their own agendas aside and simply ask, “What would be best for the people of Sudan?” The answer is to hold a criminal tribunal in Darfur to allow all civilians to be part of a legal process against their persecutors. The people of Darfur deserve nothing less than to be able to try the government that set out to destroy them. 


The international community should have the respect for the people of Darfur to travel to the region and attempt to understand what has occurred. Even though an ocean separates nations from this immense suffering, this does not absolve the responsibility to act. It is crucial that this failure, on a regional and global level, be understood and remedied in order to assist Darfur’s healing, while promising to the next generation “Never Again.”
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