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I. INTRODUCTION

|  On A pril 29, 1972, the Republic of Burundi w as the

•!Hi scene of one of the w o rs t ethnic w a rs  in m odern  A frican
!i  | j

!| h isto ry . The com plete s to ry  has yet fully to  be told. In 

j| the wake of an attem pted coup by the Hutu m ajo rity  to  dislodge
\ ;j

j! the con tro l of the nation from  the T u ts i and the re su lta n t 

coun ter-o ffensive  by the T u tsi, 120, 000 people w ere  k illed .

B urundi and its  neighbor Rwanda, fo rm erly  p a rt of

if the G erm an and Belgian tru s t  t e r r i to r ie s  have s im ila rIt!11
jjj h is to r ie s  and v irtu a lly  the sam e population ra tio s ; about

f \(, 84% Hutu, a patien t, hard -w ork ing  ira sc ib le  and sh o rt people,
i;{ 1
|| 15% T u tsi, a shrew d, ta ll  and proud people, and 1% Twa,
n
11 an uninhibited dw arflike people who a re  ra re ]y  seen.
I !l

In neighboring Rwanda the Hutus, in a su ccess fu l coup
|j
if in 1962, expelled  the T u ts i m inority  and se ized  co n tro l of the 

?! governm ent.
[ |
i| In Burundi, how ever, the dom inant m inority  T u ts i

;j have, in sp ite  of attem pted  coups by the Hutu, been able to

I stay in pow er through co n tro l of the police, the m ilita ry
i j j
■; and o ther v ita l o rgan izations of the Burundi governm ent.



j |  The undersigned , in p reparing  th is  re p o rt, exam -II 
i |
! ined a ll of the pertinen t docum ents and new spaper c lippings,
!j
|j and in addition, v is ited  w ith the Burundi A m bassador to the 

United N ations.

The com m ents e x p re ssed  h e re in  a re  not n e c e ssa r ily

j! those of the o rgan izations to which the undersigned a re  a ttac h -
i ]
jj ed, but a re  offered in the s p ir i t  of focusing public opinionsi
;!
| not only on a "consisten t p a tte rn  of g ro ss  v io lations of
]
j

| fundam ental freedom s" but a lso  on the need to provide so c ia l 

|| and econom ic aid to developing coun tries in the second sta te
? I
[j of decolonization, so  that p o litica l liberty  and freedom  can  dev-

Si elop uninhibited by so c ia l and po litica l u n re s t o r t r ib a l
i;f I! I
jj conflict.
j;\ \

|| II. HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
I' ■

p (a) R w anda-U rundi (1899-1962)
i it

j’ Burundi, along w ith neighboring Rwanda, becam e

j? p a rt of G erm an E ast A frica  in 1899 - a t the zenith  of
■■ i
i| colonial expansion  on the A frican  Continent.



In 1916 (during W orld War I) Belgian fo rce s  from  the 

fo rm er Belgian Congo defeated  the G erm ans and occupied 

Burundi and Rwanda.

In 1923, Burundi and Rwanda becam e the Belgian 

m andated te r r i to r ie s  known as Rw anda-U rundi and w ere  adm in

is te re d  as a single unit.

In 1946, the te r r i to r ie s  cam e under the United 

N ations T ru steesh ip , w ith Belgian ad m in istra tio n . L im ited 

se lf-governm en t was in itia ted , which culm inated in the 

atta inm ent of fu ll independence fo r U rundi in 1962 a s  the 

[Kingdom of Burundi u n d er King M w am bustsa IV.

Shortly th e re a f te r , between 1963 and 1964, during 

a su ccess io n  of sh o rt- liv e d  governm ents, the m onet a ry -c u s to m s 

union w ith " tw in -s is te r"  Rwanda was d isso lved  and Rwanda 

gained h e r  independence from  Belgium.

Both Rwanda and Urundi have s im ila r  ethnic com posi

tions and s im ila r  h is to r ie s  - about 85% Hutu and 15% T u ts i.



They w ere both c lose ly  bound, econom ically  and o therw ise , 

to the Belgian Congo (now Z aire) and each w ere m anaged 

and ad m in iste red  during  the colonial period  by B elgian officials. 

Events in one never failed  to have som e se rio u s  re p e rc u ss io n s  

on the o th er. In each of these co u n tries  there  has been a 

long-standing  h is to ry  of violent r iv a lry  betw een the two tr ib a l 

g roups.

(b) Rwanda (1955-1963)

In Rwanda, betw een 1955 and 1958, T u tsi e x tre m is ts , 

viewing Belgian po litica l re fo rm s  as a th re a t, r e p re s s e d  the Hutu 

m ovem ent and in fac t m urdered  se v e ra l Hutu le a d e rs . In 1959, 

how ever, the Hutu s tru c k  back and in a bloody Hutu rev o lt 

overthrew  the T u tsi m inority . T u ts is , indeed, su ffered  

very  heavy c a su a ltie s  and it is rep o rte d  that approxim ately

120,000 fled to Burundi and o ther neighboring co u n tries .

In 1960, le a d e rs  of Hutu E m ancipation M ovement 

(PARMEHUTU) e stab lish ed  a p rov isiona l governm ent. In 1961, 

Belgium  recogn ized  the PARMEHUTU reg im e, but the 

United N ations, hoping to  p re se rv e  the e thn ic-econom ic  union



of Burundi and Rwanda a ft^ r independence, ru led  it unlaw 

ful and o rdered  fre e  e lec tions,

T hese e lec tions re su lted  in an overw helm ing 

PARMEHUTU v ic to ry , and in 1962 a United N ations reso lu tion  

ended the Belgian tru s tee sh ip  and gran ted  Rwanda full independ

ence .

N onetheless, and in an attem pt to again reg a in  

pow er in Rwanda, there  w as in 1963 an abortive T u ts i invasion, 

which o rig inated  from  Burundi with the co llabora tion  of som e 

Rwanda Tutsi e lem en ts . The re s u lt  w as a d is a s te r  fo r the 

T u ts i. In the m a ssa c re  that followed as many as 12,000 

T u ts is  in Rwanda w ere  k illed . An in tensified  and renew ed 

exodus of T u ts is  from  Rwanda began and the re la tio n sh ip  

[ betw een Burundi and Rwanda d e te rio ra te d  accord ing ly .

It should be repeated  that one can understand  the 

fa c to rs  contributing to h o s tilitie s  w ithin each of these  coun tries 

and betw een these  co u n tries , when one b e a rs  in m ind that



each  country is  con tro lled  by the r iv a l tr ib a l  ethnic group. 

Rwanda governm ent i,s dom inated by the Hutus and Burundi, 

desp ite  the fac t tha t the population is  85% Hutu, has a T utsi 

dom inated governm ent.

Burundi (1965-1971)

T here  w ere  frequent challenges to the T utsi con tro l 

of the Burundi during  th is  period . In 1965 Burundi P re m ie r  

P ie r re  Ngendandumw^ (Hutu) w as a ssa ss in a ted  and rep laced  

by a T utsi P re m ie r  Leopold Biha, who w as se rio u sly  wounded 

in an attem pted Hutu coup. As a re s u lt  of th is  incident, 

it is rep o rted  as m any as 76 Hutu lea d e rs  w ere executed.

Again in 1966, anpther T utsi a rm y  o fficer Colonel 

M ichel M icom bero overthrew  the m onarchy and p rocla im ed  a 

repub lic  w ith h im se lf  as  P re s id e n t. Many p rob lem s b e se t his 

governm ent as both ro y a lis t  T u ts is  and tra d itio n a l r iv a l 

Hutus challenge^ h is  governm ent from  se v e ra l fron ts.

The tensions within the country  heightened, as 

revealed  in the 1969 up ris in g s, a t which tim e 23 p e rso n s ,



including one fo rm er governm ent o ffic ia l and 19 m ilita ry  m en 

w ere executed  on charges of a ttem pting  a coup in Septem ber 

of 1969.

At the tim e  of the Burundi a ffa ir  in 1972, P re s id e n t 

M ichel M icom bero w as s t i l l  in pow er.

III. THE 1972 UPRISING
. ■' — .......... .. 1 " • i . 'i ' ■ 1 ' ■ "  1

B esides the g e n e ra l u n re s t and po litica l instab ility  

a sso c ia ted  w ith the developing co u n tries , th ree  fac to rs  account 

fpr the 1972 uprising  and violence in Burundi.

The f i r s t  is, of c o u rse , continuing Hutu d iscontent 

as evidenced in two p rev ious H utu-led rebe  llions in 1965 

and 1969. This basic  strugg le  involved an attem pt by the

Hutu m a jo rity  to overthrow  the ru ling  T u ts i a ris to c ra c y , as

! ' '  ' ■ -
j  the Hutus in neighboring FJwandg, had done successfu lly  in 1959

J  which eventually  re su lte d  in the e stab lish m en t of a Hutu-
■

contro lled  governm ent in 1962. In Burundi in 1972 the 

attem pted qoup failed a t {a te r r ib le  p r ic e , p a rticu la rly  among 

the H utus. Again It should be rem em b ered  the dom inant T u ts



in Burundi account for only 15 percent of the 3 .5  m illion inhab

itants of this country, which is  approximately 10,750 square 

m iles in area.

The second factor w as a R oyalist uprising against 

the Government of President Micombero. After approximately 

6 years in power President Micombero had allowed the King to 

return from exile in Wept Germany after giving assurances for 

| the monarch's safety.

Shortly after tt»e King's return at the end of March 

1962, the authorities announced the discovery of a royalist plot 

and King Ntare was placed under arrest.

The first early reports said that the King had 

been killed in the fighting which ensued when his supporters 

attempted to free him,

Later, however, President Micombero, h im self, 

confirmed that the ,f monarchists and reb els acted together on 

the night of the rebellion and disclosed for the first tim e that 

the former King was immediately tried and executed on the



night of the a tta c k ."  (New Y ork T im es - June 11, 1972).

T h e re  is ^ iso  a th ird  e lem en t which only the 

Government seem s to em phasize and for which evidence is very  

j scanty or non-existent. T his involves the charges of 'invasion '

| of the Republic of Burundi by fo reign  e lem ents co llabora ting  

; w ith the local re b e ls . Burundi A m bassador T erence tr ie d  to

j com pare th is 'invasion ' of h is  country  to that c a r r ie d  out

; against the Republic of Guinea by P o rtuga l. The country  m ost

| suspected  by Burundese is Rwanda. Another e lem ent assoc ia ted  

I w ith the 'invasion ' and the up rising  w ere  the "M ule lists"

| fo llow ers of thp l^te Congolese revo lu tionary  who allegedly  wanted 

| to use Burundi as a b^se to a ttack  the reg im e of P re s id e n t Mobutu
I
i  .  ,  .

| P re s id e n t M icom bero a s se r te d  that "M artin  Kasongo,

a, well-JqiQwn M ulelist, had taken p a r t  in the Burundi uprising ,

| had stolen four milliofi francs ^t MYANZALAG and had d is-
i . •
j appeared , " He e q ja lly  rep o rte d  that at M artyazo, in the
! /
1 '| B uturi reg ion , the re b e ls  se t up a 'P e o p le 's  R epublic ', and
i ■ "  '
S  ■ •  _
| rem ained  for two w eeks before they, w ere  routed out.
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The Buruncji governm ent a lso  rep o rted  that 4,600 

re b e ls  took p a rt in a sy s tem atic  s lau g h te r of T u ts is  in the South 

and tha t another group of 3 ,000 re b e ls  attacked B ururi, the 

hom eland of the P re s id e n t, and a fourth  was said to have
j

taken plac^ at Kitego, w here the fo rm e r  King w as held.

T here  w ere charges by the Burundi governm ent that the 

Hutus w ere  using m u le lis t ta c tiq s , w ere  smoking hash ish  and 

said to have w orn white saucepans sta ined  with blood as he lm ets 

and to have had th e ir  bodies tattooed w ith m agic signs as
i

imnq.unity against a ttaqk . i

■ ■ !
In a ll, the evidence geem s to be that approxim ately  j

\
10,000 Hutus and a sm a ll num ber of m u le lis ts  did take p a rt j
in the attem pted coup whj.ch re su lte d  in ex trem e re p re s s io n  |

|

by P re s id e n t M icorjibero. I
i

IV. UNDERLYING CAUSES; AN ANALYSIS |
5II

The even ts which tra n s p ire d  in Burundi between j
I

the 29th of A pril, the nfionths of May and e a rly  June of 197 2 |
i!

re su lte d  ip. what m ight be fa irly  d e sc rib e d  as genocidal j
■|

p o litica l violence resu ltin g  ip. a breakdow n of law and o rd e r  j



1J.

throughout the country,

The explanation of w hat happened issued  by the 

governm ent of Burundi has been found by us to be c o n tra 

d ic to ry  and inconsistent.

F o r instance, the question  of who k illed  the deposed 

King N tare ? The Burundi White P ap e r from  The Burundi 

M ission to the U. N. of June 6, 1972, stated  that the King

had been killed during the fighting betw een the governm ent 

fo rce s  and the re b e ls  in the City of Kitega, In an interview  

w ith the P re s s  (New Y ork T im es of June 11, 1972), P re s id en t 

M icom bero said  that the Ex-K ing w as " tr ied  and executed on the 

night of t^e a ttack " . The P re s id e n t added that the Ex-King w as 

''duped by the Hutu p lo tte rs"  who said  the fo rm e r  k ing 's  name 

had been upecj to get as wide backing as possib le  fo r  the 

uprising ; that Nta.re re tu rn ed  to Burundi from  exile  a fte r  he had 

been convinced that M icom bero1 s governm ent w as "very  unpop

u la r  and tfyat it w as now o r n ev er to m ake a com eback". 

Although the P re s id e n t acknowledged that he had given 

a ssu ra n c e s  that the fo rm er king would be p ro tec ted  on h is 

re tu rn  he s tre s s e d  that, since he w as "try ing  to t ra p  m e",



he could not be allowed to move about free ly  and had been 

put under house a r r e s t .

The P re s id e n t c la im s that a fte r  the K ing's re tu rn  

from  ex ile , p rep a ra tio n s  fo r the plot w ere in tensified . It 

seem s c le a r  to us that the decision  to try , judge and execute 

the M onarch-K ing N tare  w as based on s tra te g ic  reason ing .

F ir s t  the death of the king e lim inated  the danger of re s to r in g  

the popular m onarch  e ith e r  at that tim e o r in the fu ture. 

Secondly, it e lim inated  the co llusion  betw een R oyalists com posed 

of T utsi and Hutu m o d era te s  Qn one hand and the Hutu re b e ls  

on the o th er, thereby avoiding fighting a battle  on two fro n ts .

In o ther w ords the frag ile  coalition  of Hutus and 

T utsi m oderate  R oyalists bu ilt around the pe rson  of the 

M onarchy collapsed  when the news of h is  death  was made 

public. With the R oyalists thus iso la ted , the governm ent of 

P resid en t M icom bero m oved to challenge the m ore dangerous 

Hutu re b e l in su rgen ts . The incred ib le  m ajo rity  of the 

casu a ltie s  w ere Hutus. Tfae A rm y, Police and m ilitan t youth 

o rgan izations, under T u ts i con tro l, savagely  killed th e ir fellow 

countrym en. According to som e re p o r ts  the T u ts is  had waged
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a d e lib e ra te  cam paign to wipe out the Hutu e lite . Those 

sla in  a re  sa id  to have included th ree  Hutu M in iste rs  in the 

M icom bero G overnm ent, P a rlia m e n ta ry  deputies, te a c h e rs , 

church  le a d e rs  and even school ch ild ren . The e s tim a te s  of 

the to ta l num ber of dead range betw een 50,000 to 80, 000 

(the o ffic ia l figure) to 100,000 to 150,000 (figures accord ing  to 

the P re s s ) .

D espite overw helm ing evidence that the killing 

proceeded along ethnic lines ajid w as aim ed m ainly at the 

Hutus, the governm ent denied that th e re  w as any ethnic b a s is  

to the conflict. In what am ounted to an incredible inconsistency  

the O fficial G overnm ent White P ap e r from  the New Y ork office 

of The Burundi M ission, on June 6, 1972 spoke of "Hutu 

attem pted  genocide again st the T u ts i ethny". In attacking 

the P re s s  fo r em phasizing tr ib a lism  in explaining the Burundi 

c r is is ,  the White P ap e r a s se r te d , " if  tr ib a lism  is to be 

m entioned, think of the one you have d iss ip a ted  into our socie ty . 

You c ra ftily  tpok advantage of the naivety o r cupidity of



14,

of c e r ta in  of our c itize n s . In a few y e a rs  you destro y ed  the 

se cu la r  p roduct of our a n c e s to rs . You d istingu ish  betw een 

the B urundese c itize n s  labeling them  as Hutu and T u ts i. You 

did r}ot stop th p re . You convinced Hutu of the n ece ss ity  of 

m assa c rin g  T utsi.

All th is  with the best in te re s ts  in mind, in the name 

of dem ocracy l Oh] D em ocracy , how many c rim e s  have 

|)een com m itted in  yo u r ri^me; but providence is not dem ocratic , 

no r is the m a ssa c re  of the T u tsi m inority  by the Hutu m ajority  

which failed in 1.960-1961, in 1965 and 1969, and finally  again 

in 1972. "

F ro m  the above one cannot help but conclude that 

the governm ent has com pleted a full c irc le  from  f i r s t  denying 

the ethnic o rig in s of the conflict and then confirm ing its 

sign ifican t ro le  im the 1972 upheaval in Burundi.

The a ttem pted  coup of A pril, 1972 to a ll a p p e a r

ances followed in the s a ’W  line of p r io r  Hutu reb e llio n s , 

but th is tim e w as o rgan ized  on a m uch b ro ad e r and m ore  

v io len t sca le . W hether the broad base and in c re a sed  level



of violence can be a ttribu ted  to the coincidence of the 

co u n te r-u p ris in g  o r  re f le c ts  an increasing  m om entum  and 

support which the Hutu re b e ls  a re  receiv ing  from  both in 

side  and outside the country , rem a in s  to be seen . It seem s 

apparen t to som e Hutus that reb e llio n  seem s to have becom e 

the only way out. To the governm ent of M icom bero o r that 

of any T utsi le a d e r , the rea d in ess  to c ru sh  such a rebe llion , 

h as been am ply dem onstra ted  in the m ore than five sh o rt 

"w a rs"  since 1961.

V. CONCLUSORY REMARKS

We m u st re a liz e  that the Burundi case  is  not 

unique, and that dem ocracy  has not found a home in the world 

g en era lly  and in  the new nations in p a r tic u la r . The incident 

in Burundi in  1972 involved an a ttem p t to overthrow  the 

G overnm ent of P re s id e n t M icom bero. It involved a s e m i

o rgan ized  group of the Hutu m ajo rity  seeking a re p re se n ta tio n  

in  the national governm ent, and to som e extent the R oyalists 

bent on the re s to ra tio n  of the deposed popular M onarch N tare .



The governm ent response  f i r s t  took the form  

of se lf-d e fen se , and then becam e an a ll-o u t m ilita ry  

operation , in the Squtfy (NYANZ-LACRUMONGE) in the W est 

(BUJUMBURA the capital) in the C enter (K2TEGA) and in 

the E as t (CANKUZA).

If genocide m eans "a  denial of the r ig h t of e x is t

ence of e p tire  hum an g ro u p s '1 o r "a sy stem atic  killing of 

a people based  on the ir race  o r  ethnic o rig in , c reed  o r 

co lor" e tc . , then genocidal a c ts  o ccu rred  in Burundi and 

the v ic tim s w ere  m ainly Hutus, T his is not to  say that 

the Hutus did not c a rry  out som e m a s sa c re s  of th e ir own 

against the T u ts is . Onp Hutu m em ber of the G overnm ent, 

P asch a l B ub iriza , M in ister of T elecom m unication  and the 

co u n try 's  fo rm e r  A m bassador to Moscow, w as said  to have 

confessed that m a s sa c re s  had been aim ed at the Tutsi.

In the  end the Hutus suffered  the m o st fo r it was 

the T u tsi con tro lled  governm ent which con tro lled  the in s tru 

m ents of v io lence , the a rm y , police, rev o lu tio n ary  youth 

b rigades, e tc . Hence, w h ereas the governm ent can plead 

se lf-defense  fo r moving against the re b e ls , it cannot at the



sam e tim e deny that a sy stem atic  m a ssa c re  of Hutus 

o ccu rred  o r  that th e re  w^s a sy stem atic  attem pt to 

wipe out the Hutu e l i t e /  even if it m ay not have been p a rt 

of the g o vernm en t's  o rig in a l plan to a ttem p t to quell the 

rebe llion .

It is d ifficu lt to argue to the c o n tra ry  espec ia lly  

since m a ssa c re  alpng ethnic lines has followed the h is to ry  

of Burundi since 1961 when Louis R ivagaso re , son of the 

W atusi (Tutsi) king who becam e p re m ie r  (designate), was 

a ssa ss in a ted  only m onths before B urund i's  independence.

The su ccess io n  of shprt-live«ji governm ents have followed 

successive  m a s s a c re s  along ethnic lines of which the 197 2 

m assa c re  w as the w o r? t so far in both its  level of v iolence 

and duration .

INTERNATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

The In te rna tiona l Commun ity has an obligation to 

som e of these  new §t;ates, which in m ost c a se s  they helped 

to c re a te . It is  probable that the tendency of the governm ents



of the new s ta te s  to beopme a u th o rita rian  is  not caused  by 

ha tred  of dem ocracy  Or dem ocratic  principles.. In m ost cases 

there  is n e ith e r  an eqotiomi,c base nor a dem ocratic  po litica l 

trad ition . M ost o r  ^11 of them  w ere p roducts of co lonial 

ad m in is tra tio n s which w ere anything but d em o cra tic , and 

whose p re fe ren c e  ' fo r one ethnic group over the o ther depended 

upon to whom  they coul^ "safely" hand over pow er, upon 

independence.

If the B elgians had estab lish ed  a dem ocracy  in 

Burundi, p e rh ap s  the. Hutu m ajo rity  m ight have been in power 

o r at the v e ry  lea s t ha,ve been re p re se n te d  in the governm ent 

and consequently  re p re se n te d  in the n a tio n 's  a rm ed  fo rces  in 

a m anner p ropo rtiona te  to  th e ir num bers .

T hese  in iq u itie s  in tim e becom e the b a s is  of 

conflict and tensions at va rious levels w ith the re su lta n t 

po litica l in stab ility . If the in te rnation al com m unity would 

help these new s ta te s  to e re c t  the p ro p e r basic  so c ia l and 

econom ic in stitu tions and hold those s ta te s  accountable for



th e ir  in te rn a tio n a l obligations regard ing  the peop le 's  hum an 

c iv il and p o litica l r ig h ts , it is possib le  that the e x c e sse s  of 

those in pow er such as those re la ted  h e re , could be cu rta iled .

We have the Genocide Convention and the U n iversa l 

D ecla ra tio n  of Human R ights and th e ir  re sp ec tiv e  Covenants, 

w ith which m ost governm ents hard ly  com ply. When these  

in te rn a tio n a l no rm s a re  violated openly by the new s ta te s , 

th e re  is  a c e r ta in  leniency on the p a r t  of the in te rn a tio n a l 

com m unity. H elp less and hopeless v ic tim s re b e l, and th is  

app lies to  c e r ta in  governm ents as w ell as  to som e insurgen t 

g roups. Some governm ents a re  v ic tim s of the trem endous 

dem ands of th e ir  people, which they cannot possibly  fu lfill 

w ith th e ir  lim ited  re s o u rc e s  and lack  of techn ica l sk ills .

The people a re  som etim es v ic tim s because  the narrow -m inded  

le a d e rs , who m anage to get into pow er, tu rn  away from  their 

re sp o n sib ility  to the people to n u rse  se lf-se rv in g  ideologies,, 

tr ib a l  o r  o ther narrow  and se lfish  goals .
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As UNESCO dictum  say s, " s in ce  w ar begins 

in the m inds of m en, it is th e re  that the  v ic to ry  m ust be won".

The people need education fo r c itizensh ip ; education 

fo r techn ica l sk ills . F o r exam ple, the illite rac y  ra te  in 

Burundi is  90% and life expectancy is  39 y e a rs . As we 

sta ted  e a r l ie r  th is is  not unique to Burundi, it is  p revalen t 

a ll o v e r the T hird  W orld (in A fro -A sian  coun tries p a r t 

icu larly ). At lea s t th e re  should be m assiv e  aid through 

the in te rn a tio n a l o rganizations - WHO, ILO, UNESCO, and 

o th e r  specia lized  agencies to these  coun tries to enable them  

to build the so c ia l and econom ic base  requ ired  fo r the o r d e r 

ly functioning of a resp o n sib le  governm ent. U ntil th is is 

done Human Rights w ill continue to look to them  like a 

luxury which they cannot afford to d ispense .

The UN has been involved in Burundi since  1946

when it inherited  it from  the League M andate adm in istered  

by B elgium  to its  fu ll independence in 1962. The UN has 

provided substan tia l am ounts for re l ie f  pu rposes in se v e ra l



of B urund i's  up ris in g s - through the office of the High 

C om m issioner fo r Refugees in 1965. The UN also  sen t 

o b se rv e r  team s to Burundi during the 1972 upheaval to 

investigate  c a se s  of genocide, re l ie f  p rob lem s, e t c . , o rg an 

ized through the Office of the S ec re ta ry  G eneral. Burundi 

m eanw hile has achieved another of its p rov isional c e a se -  

f ire s , but the solution to B urundi's p rob lem s rem ain s as 

elusive as it has alw ays been.

U nless these  p roblem s a re  solved esca la ting  violence 

w ill re a ch  a point w here  it may w ell sow the seeds of an 

in te rn a tio n a l w ar m ost probably betw een Burandi and Rwanda. 

Anyone in te re s te d  in the m aintenance of in te rnational peace 

and secu rity  in that reg ion  cannot overlook o r  underestim ate  the 

"violence po ten tials" of both coun tries .

| Hopefully, the legacies of co lon ia lism  w ill not be

I the  tra g e d ie s  of those peoples who w ere  "trapped" in a 

situation  of pe rpe tua l enslavem ent in the cen tury  that should 

be b e s t rem em b ered  for its e fforts on behalf of the A frican 

peop les ' freedom  and independence.



22.

One cannot condone the u se  of fo rce  and violence 

to su p p ress  the freedom  and w ill of o th e rs . N or can one 

condone the fa ilu re  of the in te rn a tio n a l com m unity to help 

p rov ide  the so c ia l and econom ic in stitu tions n e ce ssa ry  to 

m ake dem ocracy  and freedom  a rea liz ab le  goal.

R espectfu lly  subm itted ,

W illiam  J. B u tler, Esq.
for

The In te rna tiona l C om m ission  of Ju r is ts

G eorge O biozor, B. A . , M. I. A. 
fo r

The In terna tional League for the R ights of Man


