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In my paper I would like to address the question of how to prevent an escalation in increasing human rights violations by tackling the causes at an early stage. Some of the research questions are:

1. What are the first signals for gross violations of civil and political human rights?

2. What are the first signals for gross violations of economic, social and cultural human rights?

3. What is the relationship between these first human rights violations and the operational causes of military conflicts?

4. Why did states and international organizations not intervene to stop the escalation?

5. What possible instruments at what moment for which society are to be proposed for an effective intervention by third states and international organizations?

I have done a lot of research in twelve states on these violation during ten years in the post-Cold War period. With regard to the causes I am interested in the proximity causes or accelerators of conflicts and gross human rights violations for the intermediate period of time. These are the operational causes and they differ from the triggers of the conflict on the one hand and the structural causes or root causes on the other hand. They may better give us the possibility to act on the base of indicators which show the change in the target state. A change towards a worsening situation in terms of the gravity, scope, frequency of human rights violations in a particular state or region. These violations were put in indicators reflecting different dimensions and categories of human rights for instance on food, housing, children rights, labour rights, torture, prison conditions, extrajudicial executions etc. 

The early warning which could be made clear did however not result in any early action by third states. It is in my view the bystander at the international level that is best able to stop ongoing atrocities or to prevent atrocities at an early stage. But it is not an automatic follow up of an early warning. A separate political mobilisation is needed which has hampered thus far to achieve results. That is why I am interested in the decision-making process before the genocides took place and why at what level was decided not to act with any kind of intervention. This bystander’s role is my topic of research on which I would like to present some results in particular on the genocide in Rwanda which I am now studying with the role of Belgium, Canada, The Netherlands, France, The United States, European Union, United Nations and African Union.  

 After Rwanda I want to research the role of the same eight international bystanders in other cases such as Darfur, Israeli-Palestinian conflict and Former Yugoslavia.

My paper will address in particular theme H. Identification of endangered communities – by indicators for early warning – and the prevention of genocide – by early action from international bystanders.

In some way my paper will address also theme C. on the origins of the outbreak of atrocities in Rwanda –what happened the year before and why no action to intervene was undertaken. In some way theme D. on the legacy which lessons are learned for instance from Rwanda in the new UN proposals (A/59/565 from December 2005) will be addressed too.

