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ABBREVIATIONS AND ACRONYMS

Et al. : Et alia (and others)

Etc. -et cetera

FGD : Focus Group Discussion
IR. . Interpersonal Reconciliation

MINALOC : Ministry of Local Government

MINECOFIN : Ministry of Finance and Economic Plamg

NR : National Reconciliation

NURC : National Unity and Reconciliation Commissio
RRB : Rwanda Reconciliation Barometer

UN : United Nations

UNDP : United Nations Development Program
UNSG : United Nations Secretary Genera

WWW : World Wide Web

ABSTRACT

This research investigated the Role of Unity anddReiliation Clubs in post Genocide

Rwanda. Similarly, the study has identified th@grams conducted by the Unity and



Reconciliation Clubs, the relationship to unity amtonciliation and the challenges faced
during the implementation of these programs. Itdusea triangulation of qualitative and
guantitative research designs and was conductea sample of 55 respondents selected by

using purposive sampling methods.

The findings of this research disclosed that thentiri club played a great role in Post
genocide Rwanda unity and reconciliation. In tregard, the key unity and reconciliation
programs conducted by urumuri club were Communitytual assistance, developing
conviviality community by strengthening communitycgl relations, conducting Unity and

reconciliation awareness campaigns, Community aom@mpowerment through tontines
encouraging Urumuri Club members and neighborh@ods#éving and requesting of loans
for investment. The study findings revealed tlgse programs were effective in boosting
the unity and reconciliation process by fostering tommunity social cohesion, discussing,
understanding the past, the present and envisighmduture of Rwanda, and improving the
community human security and the well being whioh @mong the fundamental dimensions

of unity and reconciliation in post genocide Rwanda

In addition, the research findings identified soroleallenges encountered during the
implementation of unity and reconciliation prograrifiey mainly include the ethnic-based
stereotypes, the persistence of genocide ideokryy,the wounds resulting from the divisive
past and the genocide not yet fully healed, insigffit financial resources to support the local
forums, community associations and club of unitgt eeconciliation. Given these challenges,
the study findings suggested the Ministry of Natilotnity and Civic Engagement to

continuously  monitor the implementation of paiand guidelines on the unity and
reconciliation, and fight against genocide ideology closely approach unity and
reconciliation clubs and encourage them to direptyticipate in programs promoting the
unity and reconciliation, and support the prograofsunity and reconciliation clubs

countywide by providing sufficient funds.

KEY WORDS: unity and reconciliation clubs, genocide post genocide, peace-building,

programs of unity and reconciliation club, Nationalunity and reconciliation commission



CHAPTER ONE: GENERAL INTRODUCTION

Rwanda faced a tragedy and horrible genocide patpdtagainst Tutsi in 1994. The uniqueness
in planning and implementation of 1994 Genociddarayd utsi forced Rwanda to find a series of
extraordinary strategies appropriate to build pesmcd&wanda focusing on solving genocide
consequences and prevent its reoccurrence in RwaRda unity and reconciliation was
prioritized by the Government of Rwanda in fightamgt Genocide in Rwanda. This study
investigated the Role of Unity and Reconciliatidmbs in Post Genocide Rwanda. The case study
of Urumuri Club. The present chapter describegélsearch project background, the statement of
the problem, research objectives, research qusstsaope of the study, significance of the study,

and structure of the study.

1.1. Background of the study

The 1994 genocide against Tutsi destroyed conditletiae social fabric of Rwanda which is the
key dimension strengthening the values and netwairkealthy interactions among Rwandese. In
fact, genocide against Tutsi has broken hearts ramdtls of genocide survivors, genocide
perpetrators, and society in general. This forcadmila to adopt the policies intending to heal
psychological wounds inflicted to different categsr of Rwanda and promoting unity and
reconciliation, as a valuable dimension and meatsrg to overcome the consequences of 1994
Genocide against Tutsi and build-peace in post gdedRwanda. In contention of this research
project, Post genocide peace-building relies furetaaily on unity and reconciliation as the
corner stone dimension to peace-building. This dsman is tied on different pace- building
components such as fight against genocide ideadngygenocide re-occurrence in Rwanda. This
is a collective civic obligation to all categorie§ Rwandese devoted to win the fight against
Genocide and sustainable peace-building in Rwanblathis context, unit and reconciliation
initiatives and programs tailored on governmentigylon Unity and reconciliation were
developed at different levels either individualomilective. During the 18 Commemoration of
the 1994 Genocide Against Tutsi in 2012, the Unikadions Secretary General Ban Ki-moon
underlined thatpreventing genocide is a collective obligation tmaquires to continuously work

together to ensure a future forever free of gen@tidUNSG, Video Message” April, 2012)

Similarly, with the passion and commitment to fighe reoccurrence of genocide in Rwanda,
different unit and reconciliation clubs were creltand established by the community
countrywide. In the same line, this research ptojeill investigate the role of unity and

reconciliation clubs in post genocide peace-bugdin Rwanda and the case study will be

1



concocted “URUMURI Unity and reconciliation club’perating in Kamonyi District, Southern

Province of Rwanda.

1.2. Problem statement

The history of Rwanda indicates that the destractd unity and reconciliation lead to 1994
Genocide against Tutsi. The reconstruction of uaitg reconciliation in post genocide peace-
building in Rwanda was envisioned by the governn@nRwanda as an inevitable obligation
necessary to restore peace in Rwanda (NURC, 2020rii}y and reconciliation in Rwanda is
basically founded on citizens’ common nationalgyshared same culture, citizens’ equal rights,
trust, tolerance, mutual respect, equality, complatarity, citizens each other healing of wounds

inflicted by the dark history experienced by Rwanda

In this perspective, the findings from the Rwandgdéhciliation Barometer: RRB, (2010, 2015,
2020) conducted on status, development and successeked in terms of unity and
reconciliation in Rwanda disclosed that in two pdestades (1994-2020), Rwanda has strongly
marked a consistent and interesting pace in umtyraconciliation development. From 2010 to
2015, unity and reconciliation improved from 82.3%2010 up to 92.5% in 2015 (RRB, 2010,
2016: RRB, 2016: xiii) and it increased sigraftly from 92.5% in 2015 to 94.7% in 2020
(RRB, 2020:154). However, the challenges impingimgunity and reconciliation process in
Rwanda reported by the studies above includingietbased stereotypes, the persistence of
genocide ideology and the unhealed wounds inflibtethe divisive past and genocide. In dealing
with these challenges, the unity and reconciliatbtubos were established countrywide as key
reconciliatory mechanisms supporting unity and ned@tion in Rwanda. In this contention, this
research project was meant with a view to find thet role of unity and reconciliation clubs in

post genocide peace-building in Rwanda.

1.3. Research objectives

The objectives of this research project were didioeo general objective and specific objectives.

1.3.1. General Objective
This research project found out the role of unitbyd aeconciliation clubs in post genocide

Rwanda.



1.3.2. Specific objectives
The following specific objectives guided this reséaproject:

(1) To find out the programs carried out by Urumuri i€lu
(2) To assess the contribution of Urumuri Club programsunity and reconciliation in Post
Genocide Rwanda.
(3) To identify the challenges limiting Urumuri Club teffectively implementing its
programs.
1.4. Research questions

This research project was guided by the next rebeguestions:

(1) What are the programs carried out by Urumuri CluKamonyi District?
(2) To which extent Urumuri Club programs foster timaty and reconciliation in Kamonyi
District?
(3) What are the challenges limiting Urumuri Club téeefively implement its programs?
1.5. Scope of the study
This scope focuses on space, time and theme of ahdkr investigation.

1.5.1. Theme of the study
This research project investigated the role ofyumimd reconciliation clubs in post genocide

peace-building in Rwanda.

1.5.2. Area of the study

This research project was conducted in Urumuri Ghglated in Kamonyi District.

1.5.3. Time frame
This research project covered the period of betwesmiary 2009-May 2022.

This timeframe was selected based on the periodh whemuri Club started operating (2009).

1.6. Significance of the study
This study is important to different beneficiarieShese include the researcher himself,
academicians, the society, private and publictunsdins.

15.1. Personal interest

This study equips the researcher with advanced letge in relation to the role of unity and
reconciliation clubs in post genocide peace-bugdmRwanda.

3



It further develops comprehensively the researshiatowledge helping to assess the progress of

unity and reconciliation and community participatio post genocide peace-building in Rwanda.
1.5.2. Academic and scientific interest

This study meets the academic requirements in G€lcbnflict transformation and peace studies.
Likewise, it is beneficial for the academic relegaras well as the research findings serve as a

tool of reference on the side of future acadenseaecher helping to improve their studies
1.5.3. Social interest

The 1994 Genocide against Tutsi and its consegsedegeriorated Rwanda. Fighting the
reoccurrence of genocide is a cornerstone to stk peace in Rwanda. Unity and
reconciliation is a commitment for Rwandans helpiagreconstruct the present and future of

Rwanda through eradication of Genocide from it¢ pawses.

Therefore, the findings of this study serve as aanito the society, private and government

institutions helping to support unity and recoratibn and peace-building at large.

1.7. Structure of the study

This study was organized into five chapters. Th&t fthapter presents the general introduction.
The second chapter reviews academic literaturampet to the theme under study. The third
chapter details the research methodology that duicis study. The fourth Chapter portrays the

study findings. The fifth chapter depicts the dasion and recommendations.



CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW

This chapter reviews the literatures in line witie tUnity and Reconciliation in Post Genocide
Peace building in Rwanda. It embraces the diffecemnicepts and theories drawn from scholars’

perspective in field of peace studies.

2.1. Conceptual clarification

Scholars in field of research (Joanne, et al.,, 201032, Rafael (2014, p.67) challenged

dictionaries for not providing exhaustive and agsqulefinitions covering all areas of research.
In response to these difficulties, they suggestsgarchers to clarify and explain the concepts
used in research in order to specify the intendedmmg of the study. In this context two types of

definition were suggested: conceptual and operatidefinitions.

The conceptual definitions involve the abstract #mebretical meaning of the concepts making
the subject under study. These abstractions foculiservable phenomena interesting the
researcher, while operational definitions specifg bperations that the researcher performs in
collecting information required on a particular cept (Joanne, et al., 2010, 2). In this
perspective, the conceptual clarification of thtsdy defined the nexus between two main
variables: Urumuri Clubs programs (independent alde) and Unity and reconciliation
(dependent variable).

2.2.1. Unity

A depth of literatures basically defined the ternit” referring to” Oneness”, “harmony”, “in
accord” or “agreement” (up to the agreement togisa) (NURC, 2016). The NURC (2016, p.
28) indicated that this definition is not differdmdm contextual definition of the concept “Unity”

conceptualized in Rwandan perspective.

In fact, the history of Rwanda shows that the @divism is among the major causes that led to
1994 Genocide against Tutsi. The “Unity” of Rwanslaras underlined by different peace studies
conducted on 1994 Genocide against Tutsi (NURC,8R0ds a valuable and promising
perspective to fight genocide, its consequences@mcturrence in Rwanda. The term “Unit” in
context of this study means a commitment, tightetagketherness, and team spirit of Rwandans
in dealing with the causes and consequences dfa3®é Genocide against Tutsi and fight against

Genocide in Rwanda.



2.2.2. Reconciliation

Different studies conducted in field of peace stsdBhowed that scholars haven't a consensus in
proving a universal definition on concept “recoraibn”. Some scholars, the concept
“reconciliation” as a goal/outcome, or as a prod8ss-Tal and Bennink, 2004 cited in Cristina,
et al. 2009, p.111), as both a goals-somethingchoese and process-means to achieve to that
goal (Bloomfield, 2003, p.12, Ko§ti2007, p.3); and both a focus and a place” (Lexderf999,
p.30). This discrepancy in scholars ‘discoursesndef the term reconciliation led to divergence

and blurred nature of understanding of the conitegif.

Commonly, several definitions found in differentetatures focus commonly on elements
featuring or bringing about the reconciliation: igecultural and political context specific to
countries experienced conflict3€rt et al., 2018, p.§1in this context, reconciliation was defined
as “a societal process that involves mutual ackedwhent of past suffering and the changing of
destructive attitudes and behavior into constrectrelationships toward sustainable peace”
(Karen, 2003, p.3).

In context of Rwanda, the conceptualization of rdeation integrates a holistic approach
reflecting the past, present and future of the tryuThe components of this approach embrace
mainly intrapersonal, interpersonal and nationabneiliation (NURC: RRB, 2020, p.5). In this
perspective, the National Policy on Unity and Reidation (2020, p.5) defined reconciliation as
“conduct and practices of Rwandans that reflecidbatity of the shared citizenship, culture, and
equal rights manifested through interpersonal trustlerance, respect, equality, truth, and
healing the wounds with the objective of layinganidation for sustainable development.”

In contention of this study, the term reconciliativas used in perspective ahé process of

peace building and development. It involves allrapérsonal, interpersonal and national

reconciliatory measures and strategies (conduct prattices) envisioning the present and future
living in harmony and peace of Rwanda. These exjiat are mainstreamed on three main
variables: a shared citizenship identity, culturep®ace, and equal rights and their indicators
such as interpersonal trust, tolerance, respectiadity, truth, and healing the wounds inflicted by
the past tragic history of divisionism and genocadminst Tutsi institutionalized in Rwanda in

different historical eras of Rwanda: pre-colonialanial, and Post-colonial periods”.



2.2.3. Peace building

Scholars indicated thatlthough the concept of “peace building” was figstleveloped in 1979
(John G., 1975, p. 282-304), it only made its watodhe international agenda in the early
1990s” (Thania, P, 2013, p.1).

The definition of the term “peace building” seenrstfy to be appeared in the United Nations
Agenda for Peace published1992.

This document discussed the different challengesta@s, cast in the Security Council) which
rendered the United National Powerless to deal with wars aodflicts crisis ravaged the world
since the creation of the United Nations in 194@lecla T, 1996). In the agenda for peace, the
UN Secretary General suggested Peace building@suktainable strategy to deal with wars and

conflicts resolution. The agenda for peace concded the term peace building as:

“One of several tools at the service of the intéro@al community to deal with the threat or
reality of war. It defined peace-building as a pasnflict activity involving "action to identify
and support structures which will tend to strengtlaed solidify peace in order to avoid a relapse
into conflict.” (Necla T, 1996).

In context of this study, the term peace buildingams the different mechanisms put in place by
the government of Rwanda seeking to address therlyimi) causes and consequences of the

1994 genocide against Tutsi and prevent futureewioé and disruption of peace in Rwanda”

2.2.4. Post genocide Rwanda

Scholars in field of History chronologically subdled the History of Rwanda into three distinct
historical timelines: Pre-colonial period, Colonial period, and Post-colal period However,
post genocide period falls in post-colonial peritdyas used to mean the timeframe of 28 years

covering the period of 1994 up to date.

2.3. Peace building Perspective

This section discusses the peace building persgeatiinternational and national perspective. A
better description of this concept of peace bugdis clearly identified by looking into the
traditional and contemporary dimensions of peacgerisSive scholarly studies in peace studies
(Goldstein 2011; Pinker 2011, Gibler, 2012) vievpece in lenses of the decline of war. These
scholars argued that the “world is more peacefigely because of declining violent behavior”

that particularly result in a battle death (Goldst2011; Pinker 2011). The proponents of this
7



perspective perceive and conceptualize peace itexionof intrastate peace and conflict and to
some extent the presence of a minimal degree obdemy and they focus on underlying the
conditions that generate war and other forms dewice (Michael G. F., Kyosuke K, and Susanna
C., 2017, p.92).This perspective of viewing peaxeahsence of war largely influenced the peace
building perspectives developed in United Natiorgeda for Peace publish@éd 1992, which
constitutes currently the main document inspirifguradant debates around peace building
worldwide. The contents of the Agenda for Peace enathe stem of the painfully existing
literatures discussing the negative and positiacpaleveloped in the work of a Norwegian John
Galtung in 1969s, which are two main typologiepeéce (Galtung, 1964, p.2) deeply elaborated

in next subsection.

2.3.1. Peace-building

The international politics views peace buildingpectrum of hegative peace and positive peace.
Scholars in peace studies underlined the dichotbetyveen the negative peace and positive
peacé and Galtung (1964, p. 2.) conceptualizedgative peace” as the absence of violence,
absence of war, whilst positive peace was conceagdhe integration of human society”
(Galtung, 1964, p.2). In connection to that, Gajtutassified Violence into two typologies”:
“Direct, structural and cultural violence He defined negative peace in terms absence of
organized direct violenceWhereas positive peace’was defined in context ofttfe absence of
structural and cultural violence and prevalencgustice, harmony and equality” The outset of
peace typologies of Galtung inspired different @nstin peace studies that used them to evaluate

peace at societal, national and international |Ehun T, 2015, p.252).

Similarly, Barash and Webel (2014) has elaboratktfl@ bit the definition of positive peace. He
views positive peace as [..a] social condition in which exploitation is minimdz or eliminated

and in which there is neither overt violence nag gubtler phenomenon of underlying structural
violence. It denotes the continuing presence ofa@uitable and just social order as well as

ecological harmonyBarash and Webel , 2014, p. 7).

At this argument of view, Galtung established tlicome of the structural violence in essence
that it “is built in to the very nature of social, cultut@hd economic institutions. Evidently, it has
an effect of denying people’s important rights,lsas economic wellbeing, social, political and
sexual equality, a sense of personal fulfillmerd aalf-worth and is expressed with the existence
of hunger, political repression, and psychologicdienation”. Adversely, direct violence

generally works much faster and is more visible amdmatic (Tilahun T, 2015, p.252).
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Furthermore, Galtung pointed out that behind stmadtviolence is cultural violence which
legitimizes it through language, art, science, lavedia and education (Galtung, 1996, p.2). In

addition to that, Galtung pointed out that:

...since the search for peace is concerned withdlaions between groups; it obviously divides
into a negative and a positive part: the search tloe conditions for the absence of negative
relations, and the search for conditions that fiémie the presence of positive relations Galtung,
(1967, 14).

He mentioned further that:

...all these values can be discussed at the intreenati level of individuals as well as at the
international level of nations. One can talk abaudividuals exploiting each other and nations
exploiting each other, about individuals living fimar and anxiety and nations doing so, about
individuals having a wide range of actions opernhtemselves so that they can live "rich lives of
actions from which they can choose, and one m&yatabut nations in the same way "(Galtung,
1967, 14).

In this perspective, he related positive peacddoeixistence of ten values of positive relations at
national and international level which include thresence of cooperation, freedom from fear,
freedom from want, economic growth and developmagéence of exploitation, equality, justice,

freedom of action, pluralism, dynamig@altung, 1967, 14).

The above Galtung’s typologies of peace presenbedeawere also commented on by Grewel
(2003). In the same vein, he argued thakedative peace: is pessimistic, curative, peace not
always by peaceful means. Positive peace is stalciotegration, optimistic, preventive, peace
by peaceful mean&rewel, 2003, p.4). He advocated Galtung by ragathat what Galtung in
most of his work has sought to project was and stipositive peace as a higher ideal than
negative peace. In this perspective, Grewel (2P08, suggested that peace research should not
merely deal with the narrow vision of ending orueithg violence at a direct or structural level
but seeks to understand conditions for preventiodernce (Tilahun T, 2015, p.252). Indeed,
peace building perspective upholds undoubtedlypthstive peace values, which are the drivers
of this study endeavored to identify the existimgecvalues of positive peace uphold by the Unit

and Reconciliation Clubs in Rwanda.



2.3.2. Typologies of violence

Scholars in field of studies focused their worksvamat should be the root causes of conflicts,
wars, consequences what should be the predictabiditons, and solutions to overcome them
and build a suitable peace. The famous work puédisim this perspective is a work of the
Norwegian peace studies theorist Johan Gultunghwtéveloped &4 three pronged typology of
violence that describes how a confluence of factoesge, particular cultural and/or historical
factors to shape the conditions promoting violeace boost them to function as normative”
Galtung developed three typologies of violence: Direct violence, $tasal Violence and
Cultural Violence”(Galtung, 1990, pp.291-230)

2.3.2.1. Direct violence

The Direct Violence represents behaviors that serthreaten life itself and/or to diminish one’s
capacity to meet basic human needs. lllustratjuilg direct violence includes killing, injuring,
bullying, sexual assault, and emotional maniputatidn example to this type of violence
includes the several barbaric acts of violence niadgenocidal regime against the Tutsi. These
include the systematic killings of Tutsi in diffateparts of Rwanda which in different literature
written on 1994 Genocide against Tutsi were denaedattempt and initial preparation of
genocide against Tutsi in different parts of Rwaat#he time. The example is the massacre of
Bagogwe in Northern part of Rwanda, the forcefuligplacement of Tutsi from their lands and
dwelling them in dangerous zones such as Bugesszatfwhere the likelihood of security threats
were high due to animals and the Mosquito knowd setse which killed progressively a big
number of Tutsi, the defamation through politigaésches and the different dehumanizing names

such as snakes, cockroaches given to Tutsi.

2.3.2.2. Structural Violence
The structural violence represents the systemadigsvin which some groups are hindered from

equal access to opportunities, goods, and senti@senable the fulfilment of basic human
needs. These can be formal as in legal structhegsenforce marginalization (such as the 1994
genocide against Tutsi) or they could be culturéldlyctional but without legal mandate (such as
limited access to education or health care for mahged groups). For instance, “the politics of
ethnic quota promoting both education structurad &bor exclusioh used by the genocidal
regime in education system has segregated andattigpd the Tutsi. This marginalization and
oppression created educational inequalities marging the Tutsi and depriving them the right

10



to have equal to access education and labor lgdHtitu (Mafeza F., 2013, P.3, Lyndsay M. H.,
2013, P.2).

2.3.2.3. Cultural Violence
The cultural violencerepresents the existence of prevailing or promirsaial norms that make

direct and structural violence seem “natural” or ight” or at least acceptable” An illustrative
example is the Hamitic Myth also denoted Hamitic hypothesiedus genocidal propaganda
against Tutsi in Rwanda'Scholars (Nigel, 2006, Awa P Z., 2021, Shyak&@Q4) discussed and
underlined the influence of Hamitic theory in pregiary and execution steps of the 1994
Genocide against Tutsi. These authors showed‘thatEuropean anthropologist transformed
the ‘Hamite’ in to a racial object and this is hatwe extraneous provenance of ‘the Tutsi’ was
articulated in different historical periods characized Rwanda’(colonial Rwanda, first and the
second Republic). During this periothé hypothesis was constructing the Tutsi poputatie a
target of genocide which was institutionalized dedd to 1994 Genocide against the Tutsi
“(Nigel, 2006). Equally, Awa P Z. (2021) elabaatthe role of Hamitic theory genocide against

Tutsi as follows:

“[ ...] the Hamitic hypothesis or the Hamitic mythhiwwh was exported by European colonizers to
Rwanda, planted the seeds for the hatred thatdetié massacre of Tutsis in 1994. The effect of
the hypothesis was twofold. First, it shaped tistitiationalization of ethnic differences through a
series of discriminatory reforms and administratisgstems that favored Tutsis during the
colonial era. Second, the recontextualization arehponization of the myth after independence
resulted in discrimination against Tutsis duringtfirst and second Hutu republics, and their

subsequent extermination during the genocide (AaZ021).

The influence of Hamitic hypothesis in 1994 Genecabainst Tutsi was also elaborated by
Shyaka in his work entitled the Rwandan Confliectgim, development, exit strategies conducted
in 2004, describes the influence of Hamitic hypeibeseeding hatred and divisionism ideology
that led to the 1994 genocide against Rwanda. Tdmitit theory asserted that:

“The Rwanda political, social and economic orgariaa was achieved by the invading Tutsi,
whose distant ancestors would have been of Eurasigim. It also defined the relations between
the Hutus and the Tutsis and defines them in te&fng®mination and submission, thus opposing
the Hutus who were submitted and destitute to thesi§, who were rulers, well-off and
oppressors”’(Shyaka A, 2004, p.8).
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Indeed, the three typologies of violence (Diretityctural and cultural violence) discussed above
are interlinked and they instigate the conflict amdr which are undoubtedly in one way or
another destroy peace and destabilize the entaeepleuilding system worldwide. A sustainable
peace building process should take into consideratd handle and manage these barriers.

Galtung (1964, p. 2) summarized the concept of @aad violence as presented below:

Figure 1: Expended concept of peace and violence

VIOLENCE
DIRECT VIOLENCE INDIRECT VIOLENCE
Personal: Structural: E.g.: Poverty, Hunger,
Discrimination,
A 4 \ 4
Absence of personal violence or Absence of Structural Violence
NEGATIVE PEACE
PEACE

Source : Balgit, S. C., 2003, p.2

Indeed, the three typologies of violence (Diretityctural and cultural violence) discussed above
are interlinked and they instigate the conflict amdr which are undoubtedly in one way or
another destroy peace and destabilize the entaeepeuilding system worldwide. A sustainable
peace building process should take into considerdt handle and manage these barriers. In line
with this chart, Galtung, (1969, p. 168) argulkdt “violence exists because of the structure and
the actors merely carry out that violence. Gultulgfines “violence as being present when human
beings are being influenced so that their actualntak realization is below their potential
realization. In this context, peace is not mereaig absence of violence (negative peace), but also

absence of structural violence (Positive PeacEptructural violence stems from violence in the
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structure of society, rather than the actor genedapersonal and direct violencg€Gultung,
1969, p. 168). ThereforetHe role of peace studies is to study both negas/evell as positive
aspects of peace both the conditions for absenemleince and the conditions for peace”

2.3.2. Post genocide Rwanda peace building perspeet

The debate of scholars in field of peace studigset that atthe beginning peace building was
predominantly an internationally-coined and prontbteoncept referring primarily to the
international community's response to violent dotd] threats of violent conflict or aftermath of
such conflicts? As previously highlighted, peace building was @iynconceptualized as an
interstate conflicts and war oriented approachsTgeace building framework raises a query
peace studies should answer whether this approashaw effective to sustainable peace. This
guestion was clarified by Necla T, (1996) who asgkthat ft is evident that violent conflicts are
issue and context-specific and have complex intedypaamics. Similarly, external responses to
such conflicts are products of a complex set okrimdtional factors, with far-reaching
ramifications on the ground. Peace building, thenthe point of intersection between local
realities and international response”This ineffectiveness is linked to the fact tha majority

of the research in peace studies was based oniveegatce in line with the needs of the power
holders and positive peace was devoid of concret¢eats (Schmid, 1968). This argument was
also supported by Gur-Ze-Ev (2001) who believed tha entire project of peace education is
doomed to fail. Similarly, Bonisch (1981) foundetpositive Peace building concept lacking in
rigour and overly utopia. The above scholar’s argnts show thatgleace building overlooked to
build a positive peace framework tailored on thelreontext of communities experienced

conflicts and opt for negative peace”

In context of Rwanda, the violence that led to 1884 Genocide against Tutsi was not interstate
war and conflict. The Genocide against Tutsi in Reéa has its particularity that requires a
separate conceptualization of peace building. Is gerspective, building peace is based on
transformation of dynamic causes sustaining viaebg instilling national values and peace
perspectives, institutional frameworks and posipeace based approach. This approach unfolds
the genocide root causes in a constructive wayeadstof negative peace handling conflicts
superficially in pretext ofiefining the absence of war and violence, the apghahat does not
capture a society’s perceptive tendencies towatdbilgy and harmony. The Post Genocide
Rwanda conceptualization of peace building integgdtoth negative peace and positive peace in
context specific to Rwanda. Specifically, it fosusa defining Rwandan social cultural and
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political economy values instilling more lastingape built on sustainable investments in
economic, institutional and societal values andtadies development of Rwanda that foster
peace. This perspective was incorporated in homegrsolutions which is the bedrock paradigm
shift in reconstruction of Rwanda after the 1994nGmde against Tutsiln this context “the
Constitution of the Rwanda suggested Rwanda to badewandan values, initiate home-grown
mechanisms to deal with matters facing Rwanda ew o build the nation, promote national
culture, and restore dignity'(Rwanda constitution of 2003 amended in 2015).c€dauilding
envisaged in this perspective which put at thefforg, the positive values supporting societal
transformation and sustainable peace. Robert [28dggested a core framework of change for
peace building focusing on three main componestisictural, Attitudinal, and Transactional. The
structural emphasis on systems and institutiongded to meet people’s basic human needs. The
Attitudinal refers to shared norms, beliefs, socigbital, and intergroup relationships that affect
the level of cooperation between groups or pedphe. transactional element refers to processes
and skills used by key people to peacefully managdlict, build interpersonal relationships,
solve problems collaboratively and turn ideas iatiion. These aspects lead peace building
perspectives to focus on macro and micro level éaork. The post genocide Peace building
framework engaged a holistic approach involvingedént macro level and micro level programs
promoting peace. These include putting in plackeght institutions of peace building at national

and grassroots levels such as peace building fordissussing past and future of Rwanda.

2.3.2.1. Reconciliation perspective

A flourished literature in peace studies focused“post-conflict reconciliation exponentially
started in the post-Cold War period, the concepteobnciliation began for the first time being
applied, systematically, by both academic and gddiccles, to countries described as being in a
“post-conflict” or “transitional” phase (Eugenia21, pp. 252-278, Mullet, et al, 2020). During
this period, violence and conflicts were an inti@es nature and subsequently post conflict peace
building agenda plagued in the same perspectiviadi the concept reconciliation was not new
at that time, but its systematic use in post-conhfind post-genocide contexts which remained
silent. At this point of view, the literature shewhat in the aftermath of World War Il, there
wasn’t any call invited allies and the Axis powefsGermany, Japan and lItaly for reconciliation,
nor Nuremberg trials were not expected to promet®mciliation, nor belligerents in civil wars

expected to “reconcile” after hostilities, much desictims and perpetrators of genocides.
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Reconciliation gained momentum almost after 50 gekater, with the establishment of

International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda estabéid on 08 November 1994.

Why it took a long period to consider reconciliatim peace building? Intensified breadth and
depth of literature (Epstein, 1979, Sichrovsky, 2,98ar-On, 1989Simon, 1993, Teichman and

Leder, 1998), in field of peace studies indicates for decades, reconciliation was discussed in
response to holocausts, conflicts and wars andielw was opposed to academic literature

standpoint. Théone and vocabulary used show a concern with pteremot reconciliation

They Pointed out that the importance of uncovertdugumenting, remembering in the Holocaust
literature is justified in the name of “Never Again and not in the name of “healing” or

“reconciling”, a characteristic of more contempg@ranst-conflict and post genocide contexts in
peace studies, according to which, Peace buildirtged on a range of activities that go beyond
crisis intervention such as longer-torn developmant building of governance structures and

institutions.

In this context, peace building is typically undeosl as a post conflict activity, to be
distinguished from some broader definitions whieb peace building as “efforts to avert conflict
either before or after war (Paris, 2004, p.2). dRediation besieges in this perspective of
strengthening durable peace. Reconciliation measare along with host peace building
measures that should be incorporated in policied agreements of counties experienced
conflicts, and genocide wars (Kritz, 1996, p. 128jleed, different scholars (Bloomfield, Barnes,
et al., 2003, p. 167) suggested that reconciliathust be implemented in parallel with and as a
constitutive part of those other activities of mefioor reconstruction, not before, not after, but at
the same time as rebuilding. This marks the rfse ‘mew post-conflict agenda” which includes
“explicit attempts to influence core social andipodl dynamics of governance, reconciliation
and justice” even though these are “areas thatl anfiew years ago were totally off the
development agenda (Uvin, 2001, p. 177-8). At gusit of view, it was commonly underlined
that without our “reconciliation glasses” on, pasgir and longer-term development interventions
will prove misguided and counterproductive (Chagad Minow, 2003, p. xviii-xx). Long term
peace cannot be realized if resentment, bitterreess,moral doubts about the just treatment of
perpetrators and victims of human rights abusegetim the minds of citizens (Crocker, 1999, p.
63-4). Post-conflict peace building must be stréaea on putting in place a wide range of

activities associated with capacity building, redbation, and societal transformation, with a
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major concern being the repairing, or positive $sfarmation of broken human relationships.

Reconciliation is a key factor to achieve to susthle peace.

2.4. Theoretical perspective on Unity and Reconcdtion

This section discusses the different literatureiory and reconciliation.

2.4.1. Generic perspective on Unity
The concept of unity involves the elements of dgitgrand harmony for the general interest of the

country. Sentama (2014, p.35-37) relates the caricefty” to the theoretical and philosophical
discourse of Hegel in connection with the concéptimity in diversity developed by Hegel (Atta,
2008, p.8). Accordingly, Sentama (2014, p.35) adgheat:

” where unity is present, differing opinions arelwad and are essential to the truth-seeking
aspect of consultative decision-making. Teams a@enup of individuals with different strengths
and knowledge, individual approaches to tasks angéuned and supported, learning approaches
aim to foster appreciation of and experience oebity, and wide geographic representation and
outreach, and gender balance, are sought by theruegtion” Unity is thus a positive value
when there is real respect for being different aimel uniqueness in that. In some contexts, unity
also means having a set of common rules, whichitédei interaction. However, diversity

represents appreciation of different approach&&htamg2014, p.35)

In this contention, unity in diversity equates #ssence of the whole or a set of diversity with its
constituents. A system having a set of differemtpaorking together, complementing each other
to serve the same function. This essence of unityiversity expresses the meaning of oneness

and harmony.

2.4.2. Rwanda conceptualization of unity

This subsection presents the various opinions tesgrthe perception of Rwanda towards the
concept of unity. The discussion briefly is an agtrof the historical background outsourced from
the Rwandan Culture. Some proverbs suash “abaginama hamwe Imana irabasanga”,
“Abishyize hamwe ntakibananiratall for peace and unity. In the first proverb, &wans
believed that God is Peace. By translating litgratl is shown that where there is oneness and
harmony, peace reigns. The second proverb showts tbigetherness makes strengths, and
solidarity, which characterizes Rwanda National tiniexpressed in the concept of

‘Rwandanness’ (Ubunyarwanda), which incontestahlglasolute Rwandans identity.
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The work entitled “Ubudehe to fight poverty”, MINAAC and MINECOFIN (2002, p.1)
evidently elaborate the unity and solidarity of Rtans as key pillars for the survival of Rwanda.
Accordingly, this work argues thdtfrom the time in memorial, Rwandans in their cuéiheld
that unity was strength, and that to survive theseded each other's help without any

distinction—solidarity by ‘working together ‘. Thiwas Rwanda’s traditional philosophy of
mutual solidarity and assistance reflecting a numobg collective activities they performed at
village level. People jointly put up houses, clehbrishes and tilled land for growing of crops.
Efforts were also combined to defend themselvemstgeommon enemies and generally came to
each other‘s help both in time of happiness ane tifhsadness. It is realized that spirit of mutual
assistance was deeply rooted in the conventionscastbms of the society. Such solidarity kept

the Rwandan society quite intact and dynanfldINALOC and MINECOFIN, 2002, p.1).

The perspective of Rwandans on unity was also egprein Agreement between the Government
of the Republic of Rwanda and the Rwandese Patrabnt in its Articles 2 and 3. In provision
of these articledNational unity’ implies that the Rwandese peopkcanstituent elements of the
Rwandese nation, are one and indivisible. Natiamaity entails the rejection of all exclusions
and any form of discrimination based notably onnétity, regions, sex and religion. It also
entails that all citizens have equal opportunityactess to all the political, economic and other
advantages, which access must be guaranteed bgtdte (Rwanda-RPF Arusha Peace Accord,
1992).

This perspective on National Unity was reiteratedundamental principles of the constitution of
2003 whereby it was shaped towards a bond in diyefEhis connotation was expressed in term
of the concept pluralism” which politically, indicates an extensivconsensus and social

cohesion, adaptation and accommodation among Rwendad the emergence of integrative

central value system (Rwandan Constitution 2008,9%r11, 178).

Based on historical and chronological time linepazienced Rwanda discussed throughout this
study, it is clear that the concept of unity wasa isaditional attribute and value that was revived

and recommended by the Government of Rwanda teibforced for peace building in Rwanda.

2.4.3. Perspective of reconciliation

Scholars (Crocker, 1999, Borer, 2006) in field &fape studies provided different types of
reconciliation. On the one hand, Crocker, (199%)gssted a three reconciliation typology (Thick

reconciliation, Democratic reciprocity, Thin recdiaion) based on degree of social cooperation
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criteria. On the other hand, Borer (2006) basedlmracter or approach of reconciliation has
classified reconciliation into two main categorigslividual reconciliation and national unity and
reconciliation based on character or approach toonaliation. However, the distinct
terminologies, both typologies of reconciliatiomeerge to two typologies of peace (negative and

positive peace) developed by Galtung.

2.4.3.1. Thick reconciliation

The thick reconciliation is also Interpersonal Reghation (IR). This type of reconciliation is
centered on the reparation of relationships betweeims and those who harmed them or their
loved ones (Stovel, 2006, cited in Sentama, .2P0380-33). In this contexttlie reconciliation
happens to individuals, usually between two pers@asgroup of people (survivor and
perpetrator), but also sometimes with an individudlemselves known as intrapersonal
reconciliation (IR)” (Borer, 2006, p.32). Intrapersonal reconciliat@iso ‘referred to trauma
healing (the process by which individuals who satfefrom, or conducted, violence need to
reconcile with themselves)'The determinants of this type of reconciliatiowlude healing,
apology, forgiveness, confession, and remorse €5t@006). The thick reconciliation involves
both the sociopsychological approach and the gpiribr theological approach of reconciliation.
On one hand, sociopsychological approach is basedeotheory of contact, which maintains that
multiplied contacts between parties to a conflidrtigcipate in the process of mutual
(re)humanization. Instead of fundamental needss tapproach focuses on interpersonal
relationships that are only possible through inteoas. The approach suggests hearing spaces
between parties, common interest projects; visasperatives etc. On other hand, the spiritual or
theological approach is based on religious beliggfat reconciling with our neighbors is
reconciling with God. It insists on the direct tedaship between forgiveness and reconciliation.
The approach focuses on abandoning vengeance wdssto forbearance. It tries to promote

collective healing through confessions and repaacollective prayers to heal the nation, etc.

Assefa (2008), suggestedh& seven elements to be considered for individeebnciliation
effectiveness in fostering peace: (1) honest agledgment of the harm/injury each party has
inflicted on the other; (2) sincere regrets and cese for the injury done; (3) readiness to
apologize for one’s role in inflicting the injur{4) Readiness of the conflicting parties to letofjo
the anger and bitterness caused by the conflicttaednjury,(5) commitment by the offender not

to repeat the injury; (6) sincere effort to redrgsast grievances that caused the conflict and
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compensate the damage caused to the extent posaitde(7) entering into a new mutually

enriching relationship

2.4.3.2. Democratic reciprocity reconciliation

Mulellet, et al., (2020) argued that the meaningeaonciliation depends on the degree to which
trust and cooperation between opponents have besiored. These scholars described the
democratic reconciliation that as the phase wheh Iparties have resumed the capability to
cooperate at least minimally after the fighting hstepped (Mulellet et al.2000). Indeed,
democratic reciprocity reconciliation involves timitial process of developing the capability of
cooperation between former adversary parties. bhdiéas located between thick reconciliation
and thin reconciliation continuum developed by ®ey¢(1999).

Gouldner (1960, p. 162) In Andreas S. (2021, p2-2B8) argued that the reciprocity is a two-
sided social norm of fairness that involves a dotyeturn favors, as well as the permission to
return injuries, is widely recognized as a fundataenorm “not only for primitive but for all
societies (Andreas S. 2021, pp. 252-278). Thisbdowside social norm involves negative
reciprocity to positive reciprocity. In this corte Andreas S. (2021, pp. 252-278) asserted that
the normative theories of democracy tend to comceilemocracy as a system of mutual
cooperation which is sustained by norms of mutwaperation (“positive reciprocity”), while
empirical theories of democracy tend to conceiveasacy as a system of mutual cooperation
which is endangered by norms of mutual retaliafioegative reciprocity”).

In this context, the cooperative demands of recipyaare straightforward in ideal situations of
universal compliance; they direct all citizens to their “fair share” and cooperate with
everybody else who is doing the same. The generah of reciprocity strives to establish basic
symmetries of giving and taking in social life: dqyro quo, tit for tat. It obliges us to treat well
the people who treat us well (“positive reciprogitgnd permits us to mistreat those who are
mistreating us (“negative reciprocity”). Becker &8 p. 105-13) stated that reciprocity demands
bounded (“appropriate”) responses to kindness, et a8 to nastiness. Both the retribution of
benefits received and the retaliation of harmsesatf must be qualitatively adequate (“fitting”)
and quantitatively commensurate (“proportionallf)this reciprocity combines both negative and
positive, what is the stand for democratic recoatdn?

In fact, democratic reconciliation focuses on bo#tributive (a justice system of criminal justice

on the punishment of lawbreakers and the compeansaifi victims)and restorative justice, that
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is, a system of criminal justice which focuses on tkbabilitation of offenders through
reconciliation with victims and the community atge’. Indeed, the objective of democratic
reconciliation is not retaliation which is the gaalnegative reciprocity, but rather to resolve the

issues of conflict between former adversary pathesugh reconciliation.

2.4.3.3. Thin reconciliation

This third typology is also termed National Rectintion (NR) and it felies on national or
political reconciliation paradigm which is assocakt with building socio- political institutions.
In Rwanda, the thin refers to the National UnitydaReconciliation” This method is different

to thick reconciliation discussed in previously sedtion. It is based on assumption that former
enemies are unlikely to agree with each other endw get along very well. The most important
aspect of NR is the development of a political edtrespecting and promoting the human rights
of all people. In this regard, the national recbation is founded on premise that the state should
strive to build legitimate and representative stagitutions which respect fundamental human
rights and in which it is the responsibility of tetate to create a culture of rights based upon an
inclusive and democratic notion of citizenship (&9r2006). This National reconciliation
model is indeed, most closely associated with éhmd such as tolerance, rule of law (justice),
democracy, human rights culture, conflict resolnfitransparency, and public debatéZugenia

Z., 2014, p.59). The thin reconciliation is in limath the structural approach of reconciliation
termed the institutional approach which gives aagmeeight to deep institutional and policy
changes. The proponents of this approach belieak ttie existence of such mechanisms are
crucial in creating conditions of true reconcilaati They contend that legal protection of human
rights, poverty reduction oriented policies, socjaktice mechanisms and institutionalized
democratic procedures participate in reducing $agiavances, including inequalities and thus
promote social harmony. Adherents of this modedl tenbelieve that overt reconciliation actions

are not essential for equitable and enduring int@raunal accommodations.

The literature perspective on reconciliation présgrwas briefly summarized by Eugenia Z.
(2014, p.59) in next diagram.
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Figure 2: The Thick-to- Thin reconciliation continuum
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7
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Source Eugenia, 2014, p.5

As indicated to the above table, Thick reconcitiatis interpersonal reconciliation (IR) and it
leads to Nation Reconciliation (NR) through trusidacooperation between former adversary

parties.

Indeed, different literature discussed in previsubsection on unity and reconciliation show that
various reconciliation models can be tailored omtewt of the conflict and peace indeed to
achieve. However, both negative and positive peaeeemphasized on during peace building

process, Post genocide peace building Rwanda empHam positive peace education.

2.5. Rwanda reconciliation perspective

Unity and reconciliation of Rwanda was firstly dooented in Arusha Peace Accords, signed in
August 1993 between the then Government and thenBavaPatriotic Front (Sentama, P.35). The
1993 Arusha Peace Accords considered Unity andrRd@dion as a process that is fundamental
for the stability and development of RwandalUnity and reconciliation was viewed as an
imperative prerequisite for the reestablishmentleocracy, peace and tranquility, the rule of
law, national cohesion and holistic developme(MURC, 2009). The aftermath of the 1994
Genocide against Tutsi was faced with a huge chg#ie¢o reunite and reconcile Rwandans, who
were in total trauma and distregdlURC, 2007, P10).The overall challenge was thus how to
rebuild the socioeconomic, cultural and institutbabric, restore security, provide justice, and

bring about Reconciliation and Unity in a devasthmuntry made up the wounded, disunited
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and traumatized peopl§NURC, 2009, p.7; Longari Marco, 2010, p.49). &ddress this dark
past of Rwanda, and the consequent legacy andeoal, toward a new and bright society, the
restoration of national Unity and Reconciliationsithus vital (Sentama, 2014 p.35). Peace, unity
and reconciliation were the essential pillars fevelopment of Rwanda (The Constitution, 2003,
Art.9, 11).

The Rwanda Government effort to establish Unity aedonciliation was also expressed in
discourse of the National Unity and reconciliati@ommission (NURC). Accordingly, the
NURC, (2007) indicated thatUnity and reconciliation is a responsibility of ey Rwandan and
every institution. It is the only option for peateat Rwanda chose to undertake after the
discriminatory and divisive politics that plungdaetcountry into wars and the 1994 Genocide
against Tutsi” (NURC, 2007).

In addition, NURC (2010, P.16) defined Unity andaeciliation as:*a consensus practice of
citizens who have common nationality, who sharestme culture and have equal rights; citizens
characterized by trust, tolerance, mutual respequality, complementary roles/interdependence,
truth, and healing or one another's wounds inflctey our [Rwanda’s] history, with the
objectives of laying a foundation for sustainabkvelopment”.The same definitiorwas also
codified in National Policy on Unity and Recondiien of 2020. This policy views the National
Policy on Unity and Reconciliation (2020) &€onduct and practices of Rwandans that reflect
the identity of the shared citizenship, cultured @gual rights manifested through interpersonal
trust, tolerance, respect, equality, truth, and lir@athe wounds with the objective of laying a
foundation for sustainable developmel(iRlURC, 2009). The intent and orientation of theab
policy was detailed by the NURC (2010, p.16).

In context of this policy, the ambition of the gowment of Rwanda in line with the unity and
reconciliation of Rwandans was anticipated beyatiden’s consensus practice on the identity of
the shared citizenship, culture, and equal rightl expressed in terms of conduct and practices on

the identity of the shared citizenship, cultured @qual rightshat must guide Rwandan.

2.5.1. Context and dimensions of unity and recon@tion in Rwanda

The majority of literature shows that the peaceusty, reconciliation and unity in Rwanda is
featured on seven dimensions or fundamental aspédtelerstanding the past, present and
envisioning the future, shared citizenship and idgninstitutionalizing a political culture and

promoting peace, promoting the security and wetipeifostering justice, fairness and rights,
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consolidating a social cohesion, and strengtheningh telling and reconciliation*(NURC,
2009).

2.5.1.1. Understanding the past, present and enwsiing the future

The history of Rwanda indicates that the politiEgigisionism institutionalized and characterized
both pre-independence (colonialism period) and -puipendence areas (First and Second
Republic) Rwanda is among the major causes of Ravarslorical destructive conflicts, that lead
to the 1994 Genocide against Tutsi. An institwsicred politic of divisionism disseminating
hatred, hostilities, and genocide ideology shagexway the past was understood and taught
(Tiemessen, 2004; Zorbas, 2004; Brounéus, 2008&R@2015). In shaping the desired good
future of Post Genocide Rwanda, it was observet ttiea understanding and confronting the
sources of social division is a key mechanism tlaat help to promote reconciliation in Rwanda.
This perspective was suggested by the GovernmeRivainda on a general hypothesis premise
contending that “the more Rwandans are able to rstated and confront the sources of their
historical social divisions, the more reconciliatig likely to occur (NURC, 2015, p.10).

2.5.1.2. Citizenship and identity

Scholars commonly agreed on the main aspects iakr#thip. However, different definitions
provided. These aspects inclutie state of being vested with the rights, priveéiggand duties of

a citizen, the character of an individual viewedaamember of society; behavior in terms of the
duties, obligations, and functions of a citizen.this perspectiveBaubéck, (2007, p.1) defined
“citizenship as a status of equal membership inlfage@erning policy, as a bundle of rights and
obligations attached to this status, as a sharezhidy in diverse societies, and as a set of civic

virtues and practices that sustain political freedand self-government”

In this context, Rwanda believes that the moreetli®ia shared sense of national identity and an
inclusive citizenship, the more the promotion afarciliation is likely to succeed. National and
individual identity, attitudes regarding citizengland the prevalence of shared cultural values are
among the key reference indicators and aspectswieiag a shared citizenship and identity.

2.5.1.3. Political culture

As previously discussed, the structural approadlgesis to establish a legitimate political
structures upholding reconciliation and peace Ingjdprocess. In this perspective, the

government of Rwanda hypothesizes that “if citizereswv political structures, institutions, and
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leadership as legitimate and effective, nationabmeiliation is more likely to occur” (NURC,
2015, p.10).

2.5.1.4. Security and wellbeing

This dimension relies its foundation on the stasponsibility to protect its population from
internal and external security threats. In thistert) the scope of security should go beyond
individual and societal physical securitiif J. N. C. and Francesco C., 201®) globally
human security (UNDP Report, 1994 view of that,the 1994 UNDP Report introduced a new
concept of human security, which equates security weople rather than territories, with
development rather than arnhe ‘two main components of human security (freedom fean
and freedom from want) should be at the centeeofisty and wellbeing” Even though the list
of security threats undermining human security @ exhaustive, the UNDP report (1994)
attempted to cluster few of them iseven categorie€£conomic security, Food security, Health
security, Environmental security, Personal securiBommunity security, Political security
(UNDP Report, 1994).

In this perspective, Rwanda envisaged the secanty wellbeing as potential elements of its
vision helping to promote reconciliation. This gowaent aspiration is tied on hypothesis that “if
citizens feel secure and protected, they will beanwilling to commit themselves to national

reconciliation processes” (NURC, 2015, p.11).

2.5.1.5. Justice, fairness and rights

This dimension put forward reconciliation beyonce teole retributive/punitive aspect and
alternatively focuses on restorative justice whgrehth, acknowledgment, forgiveness, healing
and social justice become key aspects of recotiotialn this perspective, Rwanda hypothesizes
that “if parties to conflict are convinced that yhgot proper justice, there is greater likelihood f
reconciliation” (NURC, 2015, p.11).

2.5.1.6. Social cohesion

The literature previously discussed shows thatsthi@al cohesion is believed to be the end state
of all reconciliation efforts and a result of commity reconciliation. This dimension considers
trust as key in social cohesion. In this perspectithere is a widespread agreement of scholars
in peace studies that without a minimum level tdripersonal trust society would not function”
(Govier and Verwoerd, 2002)Sbcial trust provides the cohesiveness needethéodevelopment

of meaningful relationships with other membersaziety”. Similarly, Rwanda stands on premise
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hypothesizing that “if trust, social interactiand tolerance increase between Rwandan citizens,

reconciliation is more likely to occur” (NURC, 2010. 12).

2.5.1.7. Truth telling and reconciliation

Different scholars (Erin and Jeremy, 2007, Freeiuath Hayner, 2003, p.122) have established
that truth telling contributes much to reconciketiin post conflict societies. Revealing truth,
lessen special burdens imposed on victims by sgafecffenders inflicted violence and conflicts
(Erin and Jeremy, 2007). In advocating for this elision, Freeman and Hayner (2003, p.122)
identified the contribution of truth telling in reciliation such as:éstablish the truth about the
past; promoting the accountability of perpetratafshuman rights violations; providing a public
platform for victims; informing and catalyzing publdebate; recommend victim reparation;
recommend necessary legal and institutional reform®moting social reconciliation; and
helping to consolidate a democratic transitiorBesides, Huyse, (2003, p.20) added thhe *“
truth telling is a “pre-condition of reconciliatiofbecause it creates objective opportunities for
people to see the past in terms of shared suffemucollective responsibility

Indeed, all the dimensions of reconciliation disad above establish evidently th&wanda
perspective on unity and reconciliation is centyalitreamlined on redefining the Rwandan
identity and building a shared sense of RwandarineéBsrough reconciliation,Rwanda move
from a divided past to a shared future, a procdsg aims to overcome the dehumanizing past
towards a re-humanized present and future, a pdest has to do with who Rwandans have to
be and become{Sentama, 2014, p.43).

In this perspective, Rwanda marked a great progiresmity and reconciliation in two past
decades after the 1994 Genocide against Tutsi. Rieenda Reconciliation Barometer (RRB,
2020) indicates that unity and reconciliation sdo®d.7%. The scope of study focused on six pre-
set reconciliation pillars: Understanding the pdbkg present and envisioning the future of
Rwanda, Citizenship, identity and responsibilitglifcal culture and Governance, Security and
wellbeing, Justice, fairness and rights, and thagbaohesion (RRB, 2020, XI).

The above mentioned highlights results from a nunabgrograms put in place to foster unity
and reconciliation in Rwanda such as promoting Riaanidentity and putting national interests
first, combating genocide and its ideology, creqtannation governed by the rule of law and
respect of human rights, combating divisionism distrimination, promoting interdependence

and synergy in nation-building, healing one andshgrhysical and psychological wounds,
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commemorating the genocide committed against thisi mith the aim of ensuring it never
happens again, and striving for self-determinataowl a passion for work (International Alert,
2018, p.2).

2.6. Theories backed up the study

Different scholars in field of research suggestedesearchers enhancing the meaningfulness of
the study by consulting theory in relation to thsindies. A theory provides researchers with the
framework Importantly, a theory provides to the researchdramework for understanding the
phenomenon under investigation. In the same vdis study referred to the theories:
Reconciliation theory and peace building theories

2.6.1. Contact theory

Reconciliation obviously requires contact, physigasence and interaction between conflicting
parties or former enemies. The Contact Hypothesssuytates that intergroup contact can facilitate
intergroup reconciliation. The proponents of thiedry (Cehajic & Brown, 2010, Noor, et al.,
2008, Noor, et al., 2008) are of the view that ngiteup contact allows members of different
groups to get to know each other, and this natumatireases awareness of the perspective of the

‘other’ and empathy, which a key factor in recoiatibn (Noor, et al., 2008).

There is both quantitative (Pettigrew & Tropp, 2(@®8) and qualitative (Brown and Hewstone,
2005; Pettigrew, 1998) evidence in support of tlse of intergroup contact as a tool for
reconciliation, and its ability to reduce intergpoprejudice, to weaken group stereotypes, and to
increase intergroup trust (Hjort & Frisen, 2006;vigko, et al., 2003; Cairns and Niens, 2001,
Pettigrew and Tropp, 2000). However, it is not jilst quantity, but also the quality of intergroup
contact that makes it effective (Cehajic and Bro@®10; Binder, et al., 2009). To be effective,
Allport (1954) identified, four conditions for padisie contact that, when met, increase the ability

for contact to result in the reduction of prejudice

Allport explains that equal status contact betwgemps, in pursuit of common goals, can reduce
prejudice. This effect is enhanced if it is ‘'saonBd by institutional supports (i.e. by lasustom,

or local atmosphere)’, and if it is the sort of twmt that results in the ‘perception of common
interests and common humanity’ between membersvofdapposing groups (Allport, 1954). In
the same perspective, modern psychologists havemédsd a list of elements that can help
produce positive contact (Fitzduj, 2006): 1) Egtatus between groups; 2) Institutional support;

3) Collaboration on shared goals of cooperationpéyelopment of meaningful relationships
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between members of the different groups. Intergmardact is more effective if it is cooperative,
rather than competitive (Gaertner, et al., 199#)s Temonstrates the need for skilled third-party

mediators who can help set cooperative ground falesontact.

Additionally, intimate contact (i.e., shared plazfeemployment), rather than casual contact, has
been found to be more successful in reducing imegy conflict. To achieve this necessary
intimacy, individuals should participate in intdreic social groups, such as women’s groups,
youth groups, arts groups and other special intgresips, whose membership inherently focuses
on shared interests and a shared identity. Spestrtegies, however, can only be devised within
the context of individual conflict. In responditg a huge challenge to (re)build social cohesion
and unity in a country after the 1994 genocideragjal utsi where by citizens were in total trauma
and distress (NURC, 2009; Longari, 2010, p.49),gbeernment claimed that social cohesion is a
dynamic innate in Rwandan society that can be cedexed in the current context by instituting
practices, such as those embodied in traditionainconity or collaborative programs (NURC,
2009; Clark, 2010, 310). Unity and reconciliatiolubs and other government constructive
programs/ forums were formed in perspective of acntplatforms for reconciliation. In
contention of this study, this theory is useful eémploring the contribution of unity and

reconciliation in post genocide peace building tigio reconciliation clubs.

2.6.2. Reconciliation theory

Lederach (1997, p 30), a notable scholar and pi@ur of conflict resolution argued that
reconciliation has both a focus and a locus. Tra gbreconciliation is upon developing new and
improved relationships between former adversarytigsgartaking place in conflict. Lederach,
determined the constituents of relationships wtaoh both the cause and source of long-term
conflict solution. Therefore, more emphasis is ¢éogut on relationships. As a locus, Lederach
further claims that reconciliation represents acepa place or location of encounter, where
participants to a conflict meet. The past trauarad future hopes must be developed and brought
together in this area by debating matters of tridgigiveness, justice, and peace. In this context,
the discussion of this study claims that the uaitg reconciliation are a place for peacebuilding

in post genocide Rwanda

2.6.3. Peace-building theory

Post conflict peace building theory ‘isomprehensive efforts to identify and supporustures

that will tend to consolidate peace and advanceessanse of confidence and well-being among
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people” (Waldman, 2009, p.8). Peace building as a theowplves a vast range of actions,
functions, and positions spanning various sectois lavels. The United Nations Agenda for
Peace building of 1992 suggested the scope gupage building: rebuilding the institutions
and infrastructures of nations torn by civil war dastrife; building bonds of peaceful mutual
benefit among nations formerly at war; addressdkepest causes of conflict: economic despair,
social injustice and political oppression, discennd increasingly common moral perception that

spans the world's nations and peoples."

In regard to this studyPeace building theory helped to identify the uratyd reconciliation

interventions and programs promoting peace buildir@wanda.

2.8. Summary
The present chapter reviews the literature in cotmme with conceptual clarification and

theoretical framework on unity and reconciliati@md peace building in post conflicts and post
genocide. It also discusses the reconciliation peace building theories supported this studies

as well as presenting the conceptual framework.
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CHAPTER THREE: METHODOLOGY

This chapter describeshe methodology used by the researcher in datacidin, analysis and
interpretation. Accordingly, this methodology indés research design, population of the study,
sampling strategies, data collection methods, pdace and data analysis methods used to

determine the Role of Unity and Reconciliation asPGenocide Peace building in Rwanda”

3.2. Research design and approach

A research designs a plan according to which the researcher obtaiesearch participants and
collects information from them to investigate tkeaarch problem{Welman and Kruger, 2001,
p. 182-183; Singleton and Straits, 1999, p.9The' choice of which approach to use is based on
the research problem, personal experiences, andatltkences for whom one seeks to wiite”
“Similarly, mixed research design using a triangwatof both qualitative and quantitative
research methodias highly desirable to understand thoroughly establish the role of Unity
and Reconciliation in Post Genocide Peace builchngwanda by identifying the different unity
and reconciliation programs carried out by Unitg &econciliation Clubs, their effectiveness to
peace building, challenges and their effects orcgdmiilding in Post Genocide Rwandahfs
research design was selected based on its varialvardages of combining qualitative and
guantitative approaches and on the fact that thiglyg is among explanatory researches which
seeks explanations of observed phenomena, problem&ehaviors. Thus, unity and the
reconciliation process is a phenomenon that requistudying deeply the behaviors of parties
involved in conflict which in this study includengeide survivors, genocide perpetrators and
families on both sidgJohn W. C, 2003, p.12

3.3. Target Population and sampling strategies
“This section discussed the population of the sty the sampling strategies used”.

3.3.1. Population
A population fefers to the sum total of all the units of anadys{Bluman 2004, p.5). Alike,

“population refers to a totality of any preciselyfided set of people or collection of persons or
objects with which the study is concernd@rinnell and William, 1990; Bailey, 1989, p. 81n
“this research, the ideal targeted population was B@mbers of Urumuri Unity and
Reconciliation Club., 1 Leader in the Ministry ohity and Civic Engagement (MINUBUMWE)
and a unit and reconciliation coordinator at distrievel (Kamonyi District)”.
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3.3.2. Sample size

Sample is a small sub - group drown from the lgrgpulation. The non-probability sampling
based on judgmental or purposive method was useatktiermining the sample. This approach
uses the researcher own discretion to select “reprgative” units from the population (or) to
infer that a sample is “representative” of the pdgion” (Amin, 2005:243, Jothikuma005,
p.16). According to Kothari (2004), the size of #ample should neither be excessively large, nor
too small. It should be optimum. An optimum samipléhe one which fulfils the requirements of
efficiency, representation, reliability, validitynd flexibility. In determining the sample, the
research guidelines advocate to use appropriateifiee researcher formula when population is
huge, and/or maintaining entire population as apsarwhen the number of population is small
(less than 100 people) (Jothikum@005). Based on this argument, the sample of study
equals the number of population detailed in sectibove which is equivalent to 55 respondents.
The sample strata (genocide survivors, Genocideeptors, families) was determined by using
purposive sampling method (Amin, 2005, Jothikur28Q5). This method helps the researcher to

identify the respondents having useful informatiothe study.
3.4. Sources data and data collection techniques

“There are two main sources of data collected: Raisnand secondary data. Primary data are
“data collected from the grounds being afres{Bluman, 2004, p.111).They are in fact, data
collected by the investigator himself from thedfief study for the purpose of a specific inquiry or
study” (Jothikumar, 2005, p. 30).The secondary data refer to the data which haveaaly been
collected and analysed by someone else and wasaigbeé data collection procesgBluman
2004, p.111). With this regard, the selection of appropriate teicjue for data collection
depends on the type of data to be collected byrékearcher” (Welman and Kruger, 2001,
p.127).

In the same way, this study used questionnaires and interviews a&s rtiost appropriate
techniques”and an in-depth research by using library basedhtégue) for collect primary data”
(Clark, 1999, p.67)
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3.4.1. Questionnaire
A questionnaireis a form consisting of interrelated questions pnegal by the researcher about

the research problem under investigation, basedhmn objective of the study(Amin, 2005,
p.269).In the same way,the researcher used questionnaire technique foa datlection. In that
order, the hard copy of opened-ended and close-egdnguestions was distributed to 55
respondents from Urumuri Unity and Reconciliationul® in order to collect the different
respondents’ views and opinions on the Role ofyUaniid Reconciliation Clubs in Post Genocide

Rwanda”

3.4.2. Interview
“An interview is a purposeful discussion between tw more people or two-way method which

permits an exchange of ideas and informatigfWelman and Kruger, 2001, p.9). Equally,
“During the collection of data in this study, thesearcher will primarily use the focus group
discussion methodology as suitable approach teecbthe population views on the Role of Unity
and Reconciliation in Post Genocide Peace buildm&wanda. Subsequently, the determination
of the number of participants in each Focus Groujl Wwe determined in line with the
international standards suggested by the proponehthkis theory” Accordingly, focus groups
are group discussions which are arranged to examispecific set of topics(Kitzinger, 2005).
The group is focused because ‘it involves some kihdollective activity’ (Kitzinger, 2005, p.
56). “Methodologically, the tenants of focus group agrdet interviews involve a group of 6-8
people who come from similar social and culturatkgrounds or who have similar experiences
or concerns” (Bogardus, 1925, Merton 1956, Basch, 1987, Khad &landerson 1992,
Kitzinger, 1993, Duke et al. 1994, Ritchie et &94, etc.).

However, this standard of extent and size of members ireciile conversations held through
focus group opine that it can be small or large.lime with this study, only 5-8 members per
group of unity and reconciliation met the researctier the discussion” Kamberelis and
Dimitriadis (2008, p. 375). By using the focus group technique, the researcbaducted an
interview with 3 groups of 6 respondents. Basimgtloe knowledge and experience in their
respective fields, the researcher personally cotetlialso a structured interview with 3 Leaders:
01 from the Ministry of Unity and Civic Engagemeft, from Unity and Reconciliation
Coordination at District Level (Kamonyi Districtnd 01 from Urumuri Unity and reconciliation
Club”. The questionswere compiled on the basis of information gainemhfiiterature study

and all the interview records will be kept for ktreferences and transcription”
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3.4.3. Library based research
This technique ihvolves the consultation of different forms ofdifies seeking for books and

other written materials. At the same point of vidhe researcher has conducted intensified
readings of national and international relevant sms in different fields (such as peace studies,
genocide studies, and conflict management, law)’etath a view to obtain real information on

the role of Unity and Reconciliation in Post Cotifpost Genocide Peace building, challenges
faced and subsequent effect on Post Genocide Rmaltkng Rwanda. Among the sources
checked in include internet, books, articles, thekws, reports, and other publications from

different public and private institutions.

3.5.Data analysis methods

This study researchu$ed a triangulation research method combiningedgfit qualitative and
guantitative research methods of analysis. Theda dnalysis methods included a historical
method; comparative method and statistical datalysia method, analytic method, exegetic

method, synthetic method and library based reseangtysis methdd

3.5.1. Historical method
“The knowledge of the past helps to understandptiesent and to certain extend, to enlighten the

future” (Calvet, 1985, p.12). Thusthe historical method was in broader sense usefulttie
researcher within the course of knowledge, analgs® understanding of the background, causes
and consequences of 1994 genocide against the, Tmity and reconciliation background and
policies as well as Post Conflict/Post Genocidegedauilding at large. It therefore brought light
and insight into the historical evolution, curresmid incoming feature of unity and reconciliation
process and peace building in general”

3.5.2. Comparative method
“Comparative method helps to find differences amdilarities between compared facts. It also

helps to discern the causal link between factsmoilarities or differences’”(Zigama, 2009, p.22).
“Comparative method insists on each case and cassielery fact in its details. This was
important in analyzing the Rwandan unity, recomtitin, peace-building perspectives in different
historical time line (Pre-colonial period, Colonigberiod, First and Second Republics, and
Postcolonial period)? As well, “‘comparative method was used for analyzing the rigsli
obtained basing on qualitative and quantitativeadtbm diverse materials relating to the unity

and reconciliation and Post Genocide peace builgngcess in Rwanda”
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3.5.3. Statistical method
“Statistical method consists of quantifying recodedata in order to analyze and interpret

results in form of tables and graph$§Zigama, 2009, p. 23).The Statistical Package for Social
Sciences (SPSS) helped to quantify qualitativepaesient the collected useful to this study”

3.5.3. Library based analysis method

“Document analysis method was proved to be onehefrhost commonly employed research
methods (interviews, documentary analysis and elasien) used in many academic researéhes
(Stark and Torrance, 2005:34). This is probably tuthe advantages it presents by supporting
others research methods. According to Cresw@092180), ocument analysis method has
many benefits. Firstly, it enables a researcheolbtain the language and words of participants.
Second, it represents an unobtrusive source ofrnmdton since the information is made
available anytime. Thirdly, it is of relevance&@nthe document collection represents data which
are thoughtful in that participants have given atten to compiling them. Fourth, and last, as
written evidence, it saves a researcher the tinteexpense of transcribing”.

Therefore, this study mainly collected relevant data by udnogks, articles, journals, reports,
policy papers, video files, news items and similaterials so as to get as much in-depth data as
possible. With these sources, it is highly expethatl adequate amount of periodic assessment
reports and statistics, among others were colleetied analyzed in careful and outstanding way
in order to fetch the necessary information andpiie®ok in to the contribution of the NURC in
peace education in Post Genocide post genocidedgberi

3.5.4. Exegetic Method
The exegetic Methodcbnsists of a critical explanation or interpretati@f a text” (Yochanan

Breuer, (2004, p. 175-192). In this research, disvessentially used in interpreting different

government policies on unity and reconciliation @edce building.

3.5.5. Analytic method
According to the Webster Comprehensive Dictionét982), ‘analysis consists of the resolution

of a whole unit into its parts or elements or thegess of resolving a problem into its first

element (inductive reasoning)Moreover, the analysis is the ability to break down matetal

its fundamental elements for better understandihghe organization. Analysis may include

identifying parts, clarifying relationships amongrps and recognizing organizational principles

of scientific system”Therefore, an analytical approach is, the use of appropriateprocess to

break a problem down into the smaller pieces neggsto solve it” As far as this study
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concerned, an analytic method enabled the reseaickerutinize a bulk of information in nexus
to the role of unity and reconciliation in post geie peace building in Rwanda collected from
the primary and secondary data collection souncegew to organise and enriching the research
findings.

3.5.6. Synthetic method
Webster Comprehensive Dictionary, (1982)nferlines that the synthesis consists of the

assembling of separate or subordinate parts intoeea form. It is a process of reasoning from
whole to a part and from general to the particul@eductive reasoning) In addition, the
“synthesis requires the formulation of new undeditagn of scientific systems. If analysis stresses
the parts, synthesis stresses the whole compopémsisientific systems may be recognized into
new patterns. In relation to this research, thisthod helped the researcher to sum up the
general content of each chapter into a squeezedhegis making easier and effective

communication of research informatian”

3.5. Data Presentation

In attempt to organize and analyze the data fromalitgtive studies, Leedy and Ormrod
(2005:150-151), state that Creswell (1998g$ described the data analysis spiral which is
equally applicable to a wide variety of qualitatistidies” Leedy and Ormrod, (2005, p.150-151)
comment thatif using this approach, one goes through the datesal times” Subsequently,
“the researcher analyzed the data collected seueras in order to understand to study deeply
the relation and comparisons between facts. Albigwork, data analysis consisted on summing
up and study relations and comparisons of receivdédrmation from the questionnaires that
were administered to respondents and comments fpaxing the answers from respondents in

order to enrich the research findings”

In addition, ‘the researcher proceeded with the editing for thleesof identifying and correcting
the errors discovered on questionnaires; as welntke sure that questions should be answered
satisfactory, the response provided to be coheyearid logically recorded to provide sufficient
information”. Moreover, the SPSS program was used to compute all datarketefore, the
calculation of frequencies and their percentages &mbulation approaches was opted for to
establish a neat presentation of a given set ofvans relied upon in analyzing and interpreting
the findings”
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3.6. Validity, Reliability and of the study

“Validity and reliability are critical componentsot which a researcher must take into
consideration during his investigation. In factcaracy of information collected, instruments
used and description of the general methodologpv@d and fairness reporting are the main
aspects of a valid academic research”. Denscon@@0)2, p.100) asserted thagfidity concerns
the accuracy of the question asked, the data delleand the explanation offered, and therefore,

it is generally related to the data collection asdlalysis used in the research”

In contrast to the validity which refers to studying and measuriigat was intended to be
studied and measured and reliability relates gehler® methods and techniques used to collect
the data” (Denscombe, 2002,100). In factthé issue of reliability concerns whether the
researcher’s approach is consistent across differesearchers and different projectéCreswell
2009). Therefore,the reliability of the study is concerned with tngestion of ending up at the
same research conclusions if someone else wouhteépbe same research with the same tools”
(Yin 2009, 45).

In this juncture, the data and information of thssudy was obtained from specific reliable and
valid literature, reports by governments, intermaital organizations, activists in peace studies,
genocide studies and conflict management, schokamblyses and triangulation of information

generated through different sources on unity armbneiliation, and peacebuilding. In the same
way, Interviews and questionnaires were used imralined fashion to establish patterns and
trends to ensure trustworthiness and validity ofadand information that would be intended to

measure as accurately as possib(€reswell 2009, Bailey, 2007, Yin 2009).

Similarly, the researcheaVoided biased information both on part of the autand in reviewing
documents, and hence to maintain a value free stana way that makes it possible for others to
repeat the study in the future. Accordingly, tasaarcher interviewed respondents anticipated to
have experience in subject under study and whoaareng the most experienced people. The
interviews were written down to provide a propecar for analysis “A structured interview
schedule of sane questions and questionnaires wesesl for all respondents to ensure
consistency in measurementds stated by Miller and Whitehead (1996, p. 188Bhey were
therefore structured in such a manner that simkards of information will be obtained about

each respondent to ensure consisteridyfler and Whitehead (1996, p. 186).
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3.8. Ethical considerations

In this research, dil the ethical implications (population’s proteati from harm, informed
consent, right to privacy, and honest with profesal colleagues) were closely taken into
consideration” (Leedy and Ormrod 2005, p. 101-102). The researdidained the prior
authorization to carry out a research from all esed institutions involved in research
(MINUBUMWE, Kamonyi District, Urumuri Unity and remciliation Club), participants were
informed about the nature of the research and weren the choice of participation or not
without expecting any rewards. The interview quewsiwere answered in safe environment; the
anonymity of respondent was observed except tltkniys made public.The researcher strived
to maintain objectivity and honesty in reports with intentionally misrepresent or mislead

others about research(Merriam, 199, p.178).

3.9. Summary

This chapter of methodology describes researchadethgical framework that was used for data
collection, analysis, and interpretation, preséomadf the research findings and compilation of
the research report. This research roadmap incltiiestudy design, population and sample,
methods and techniques for data collections, aisafyrsd presentation, reliability and validity of

the study as well as the research ethical condidesa
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CHAPTER FOUR: PRESENTATION OF RESEARCH FINDINGS, AN ALYSIS AND
INTERPRETATION

As previously discussed in three first chaptersgded this chapter four, this dissertation was
meat to investigated the role of Urumuri Club insP&enocide peace building Rwanda.
Similarly, this chapter presents data analysissqumation and interpretation of data collected and

compiled from interviews questionnaires.

4.1. Interview reports and Questionnaire responseate

As discussed previously in third chapter of methogy, this study used a mixed research design
involving both qualitative and quantitative approes. Similarly, this chapter is a compilation of

interview reports from 3 interviewees and 3 focusugs of 6 respondents. In additional, a total of
35 questionnaires were distributed in order toilbedfby respondents and they were all returned

for analysis. This yielded 100% response reture. rat

4. 2. Background of the respondents’ social demogpaic characteristics
The respondents’ background information and charetics were assessed based on their

gender, age and education level. This informatgpears in tables 4.1 to table 4.3

Table 4.1:Gender of respondents

Gender Frequency |[Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
Male 30 54.6 54.6 54.6

Valid Female 25 45.4 45.4 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source:primary data

According to the table 4.1, there is reflectionttiveale respondents took a highest percentage of
54.6% compared to the female respondents who t6alé4 of the total respondents.
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Table 4.2: Respondents’ age group

Age group Frequency |Percent Valid Percent Cumulative Percent
20-30 20 36.4 36.4 36.4
31-40 22 40.0 40.0 76.4

Valid 41-50 10 18.2 18.2 94.6
51-60 3 5.4 5.4 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source:Primary data

Based on the information in table 4.2 above, th@niga of respondents are young, and they fall

in the age group between 31 and 40 years of age.

Table 4.3: Respondents’ education level

Level of Education Frequency |Percent |Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
PHD Level 0 0 0 0
Masters Level 2 3.6 3.6 3.6
First Degree Level 4 7.3 7.3 10.9

Valid Diploma Level 2 3.6 3.6 14.5
Secondary Level 12 21.8 21.8 36.3
Primary Level 35 63.7 63.7 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source:Primary data

According to table 4.3, respondents revealed that Wrumuri Club members are relatively
literates. The majority of the Urumuri Club Membeguals to 63.7% have at least the primary
school education level. The rest of club membewvatent to 36.3% hold from secondary school

education level up to master’s education level.

4.3. Presentation and interpretation of study findings
This section responded to the study objectivessptein first chapter of this study. By

recapitulating them, these objectives were:
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(1) To find out the unity and reconciliation progra conducted by Urumuri Club in post
Genocide Rwanda.

(2) To assess the effectiveness of Urumuri Clulgianms in Post Genocide Rwanda.

(3) To identify the major challenges faced by Urun@lub in implementing its programs.

The study findings presented in line with the ablisted research objectives were qualitative and
guantitative in order to maintain an effective camgon of data collected and avoiding the biased
information. Qualitative research finding includeetdifferent respondents’ interview reports
narrated in form of story, while quantitative datalude the respondents’ answers and opinions
on questionnaires distributed to respondents. sty findings from both research instruments
(interviews and questionnaires) were both subjetidgtie next three mains thematic foci and five

subthemes presented and summarized in form ofdkxtiormation and tables:

(1) Unity and reconciliation Programs developed by UnurClub.
a. Community mutual assistance/support,
b. Developing conviviality community
c. Conducting Unity and reconciliation awareness cagmnsa
d. Community empowerment

(2) Contribution of Urumuri Club programs to unégd reconciliation

(3) Challenges and recommendation for effectiveettgment of Urumuri Club unity and

reconciliation programs

4.3.1. Urumuri Club unity and reconciliation Programs
“This section describes the unity and reconciliatiprograms conducted in post genocide

Rwanda guiding the different sectors including Yrahd Reconciliation Clubs. Generally, the
post genocide unity and reconciliation perspectiv&ikwanda focuses mainly on six dimensions
deeply elaborated in National Policy ohity andReconciliation Policy (2020) and the Rwanda
Reconciliation Barometer reports”“These unity and reconciliation dimension are: (1)
Understanding the past, the present and envisionivey future of Rwanda, (2) Citizenship,
identity and responsibility, (3) Political cultu@nd Governance, (4) Security and wellbeing, (5)
Justice, fairness and rights, and (6) Social cotesi (RRB, 2020, NURC, 2020).
Every Unity and Reconciliation Club designed andedigped its programs according to in
provision of the National Policy on Unity and Reciiation Policy and the directives of the
National Unity and Reconciliation Commission. Cuntty, the duties and responsibilities of the

NURC were conferred to the Ministry of National nand Civic Engagement (MINUBUMWE)
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which established in 2021. Similarly, the differetivities of unity and reconciliation clubs are
tailored on the dimensions above. As previouslyiaeg in conceptual framework of this study
the Urumuri Club has four programs: (1) Commumiytual assistance/support, (2) Developing
conviviality community (3) Community empowermentdaConducting Unity and reconciliation
awareness campaigns. Looking at the Urumuri chagnams and the dimensions of unity and
reconciliation outlined above, these programs ghobé aligned under three Unity and
reconciliation dimensions: (1) Social cohesion, (#)derstanding the past, the present and
envisioning the future of Rwanda, and Security &etlbeing.

In this context, this section presents the respaisti@iews on how these programs are operating

in Urumuri Club.

4.3.1.1. Social cohesion
A flourished literature (NURC 2008, IRDP 2012) dissing Unity and reconciliation in Rwanda

showed that the social cohesion is a key dimension in buildimity and reconciliation. The
National Unity and Reconciliation CommissioRURC, 2008, p.1) definedsbcial cohesion in
terms of belonging, interpersonal trust and commaloes which are the “glue that bonds society
together” (NURC 2008, p. 1). According to the respondeirigrview reports, Urumuri Club
developed the social cohesion through the mutuabtasice, conviviality through social events
reciprocal visits and meetings of Urumuri Club mensb

Table 4.4: Urumuri club Social cohesion/Does Urumurclub programs develg social cohesio
among its members?

Respondents’ answers |Frequency |[Percent |Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Strongly agree 52 94.5 94.5 94.5
Agree 3 55 5.5 100.0
Disagree 0 0 0 100.0

Valid :

Strongly disagree 0 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data
The table above portrays that the majority of #&pondents (94.5) strongly agree that Urumuri
club has developed the social cohesion among tmebmes and the neighborhood. According to

interview reports, the social cohesion was deydothrough the regular meeting, reciprocal
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visits among members and the neighbors, as wethidsal assistance (community support). At
this point, one of the interviewees mention&fe organize ourselves and visit each other in our
club or we visit our neighbors when they have doeients or are sick. This develop a good
friendship between us and the neighbofisiterviewee).

Furthermore, this information was also emphasizedy the focus group discussions. Equally,
the focus group discussion stated that: “When one of Urumuri Club members has a problem,
raise it to all members for help. We seat and discwhich help is needed and provide it to
him/her. The majority of assistance given incluthes rehabilitation of houses, paying Medical
Health insurance/ Mutuelle de Santé, cultivatingd aparticipating in social events such as

wedding ceremonies and among others (FGD1).

The opinion expressed in FGD1 above, was also dhaye the reset of Urumuri Members
(FGD2 and 3). Equally, one of the interviewees dsde*Urumuri club is our family where we
meet and solve our personal problems, discuss fffereht programs and our contribution in

unity of unity and reconciliation”.

As previously discussed in literature reviewhe' social cohesion strengthens the social bonds
between groups and their associational behaviour.this perspective the social cohesion
develops commonly shared goals, norms and valuesyedl as shared historic myths or a
common language, which create an affective bondhared sense of belongindGreen and
Janmaat 2011, For Dura-Bellat et. al. 2013; Dul@dt32 Carron and Brawley 2012). The social
cohesion‘s value isbringing two broken entities back together”, by dkeng skills on “how to
live together”, and how to foster a common underdiag of “how the memory of the past
informs the present and supports change in therdltyinterviewee). “This is clearly
understandable in the specific context of a posiegele Rwanda where social fabric of the
country was destroyed, and where Rwandan commisngfjll suffering wounds and aftermaths
of the 1994 genocide against Tutsi. In this reg&edntama argued that, peacebuilding relies on
the positive transformation or restoration of brokeslationships between the people in conflict,
“where divides are bridged and other negative relaal attitudes and behaviours are broken in
favour of positive onégSentama 2009, p. 28).

Therefore, it is evident that Urumuri club actiggicontribute to promote the social cohesion in

Kamonyi District.
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4.3.1.2. Understanding the past, the present and@sioning the future of Rwanda

As previously indicated in literature one of theimeause instigated the divisionism of Rwandans
which led to the genocide against Tutsi in 199thes way the history of Rwanda was distorted
and though to Rwandans by the colonialist and gdabecegimes. Thus, the post genocide
Rwanda found an imperative task to understand &lsg fhe present and envisioning the future of
Rwanda. At this point of view, the members of tdwri Club like other Rwandans countrywide
developed the understanding of facts explainingfallacious and fabricated history, the causes
of the 1994 genocide against Tutsi, the true hyswir Rwanda and how it is shared, the
reconciliation process and its ownership, and tbe meconciliation path for the future of
Rwanda. In the same vein, this study sought to fintdthe extent to which the Urumuri Club
members discuss and understood the causes/factothe01994 Genocide against Tutsi.
Similarly, this next table presents the differer@ws from respondents in line with the discussing

and the level of understanding the past of Rwanda.

Table 4.5: Discussing Rwandan history/Do you agrethat discussing and sharing views @
Rwandan history contributes to unity and reconcilidion?

Respondents’ answers | Frequency |Percent Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Strongly agree 50 90.9 90.9 90.9
Agree 9.1 9.1 100.0

~ Disagree 0 0 100.0

Valid Strongly disagree 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data

The respondents’ opinions depicted in table abthes gquestion shows the level of urumuri club
members in discussing and understanding the pa®wanda. Accordingly, all respondents
(Strongly agree: 90.9%, Agree: 9.1%) expressed ttey discuss and understood the past of
Rwanda. This information was also confirmed bydiféerent interview reports. Equally, one of
the respondents stated thatvé conduct several meetings (2 times per a wkgg)ssing on the
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history of Rwanda by identifying the causes andofacof the 1994 genocide against Tutsi. We
also discuss the achievements of Rwanda in buildimty and reconciliation, making a self-
evaluation of on the role played by each membemsedsas looking together how we can uphold
unity and reconciliation for the present and futafeRwanda” (Interviewee).

This respondents’ standpoint expressed above wsxs @nfirmed by the findings from the
Rwanda reconciliation Barometers (RRB, 2010, 202620). These findings indicated that
“Understanding the past, the present, and envisgrtime future is critical to Rwanda’s
reconciliation process given the manner in whicstdrical events and their interpretation were
used to drum up hatred among the peoples of thatgouKnowing that the people share a

common understanding of major historical eventpfieraft a common destirly

The study findings above pointed out thiat the 2010 RRB, this variable had an overall scoire
81.7%, rising to 91.8% in the 2015 RRB and shovanfyrther increase to 94.6% in 2020”
(RRB,2020).

Furthermore, this study assesskxVél of the respondents’ ownership of reconcitiati

In fact, the literature showed that if the recoratibn process is to succeed, there is need for
ordinary people to commit themselves individualig &ollectively to guard the process towards
its final conclusion, which is the unity of the ped (RRB, 2020). In this light, the next table
summarizes the respondents’ views indicating dixgree of commitment to reconciliation and
how much sacrifice or a price they are willing @ydo guard against any attempts to derail the

process.

In this light, the respondents were asked if theyuMd sacrifice their own life instead of

committing genocide.
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Table 4.6: Ownership of reconciliatiodAs a Rwandan who understand the history of Rwandg
the factors and causes of the 1994 Genocide agaifisitsi , | am certain to sacrifice my own life

in fighting against Genocide?

Respondents’ answers | Frequency |Percent Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Strongly agree 45 81.9 81.9 81.9
Agree 10 18.1 18.1 100.0

~ Disagree 0 0 100.0

Valid Strongly disagree 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data

As previously discussed in literatur&RWwandans share a common destiny in terms of bgildin
society free of any form of divisionism. They ailéng to sacrifice their lives to ensure that tleer
IS no return to divisionism and genocide. In fattey are ready to lay down their lives to
safeguard the future from any retrogressive tendsnteading to Genocide”In view of the
information presented in table above, all respotslgi00%) revealed that they have an
outstanding ownership of reconciliation. SimilarB1.9% of respondents strongly agree their
ownership of reconciliation while 18.1% of responidereported relatively agreed with it. This
figure is significant to show the respondents neess to do anything possible rather than be
involved in genocide or related activities and thadiness to do whatever possible to prevent

genocide including sacrificing their own lives.

In the same view, the respondents’ interviews rspatitnessed alsothe level of respondents
individual and collective commitment to safegudrd fruits of reconciliation which is a strong
foundation upon which reconciliation is built aneénsents the ‘never again’ philosophy of
reconciliation in the country” Equally, one of the interviewee staté@ihe heroes of Rwanda
who paid sacrifice and shed their blood for theetation of the country and stopping the 1994
Genocide are the typical examples of commitmentove the country. We also step in by
committing to safeguard the unity and reconditiatof Rwanda at any cost. This commitment is

also tough to our children and will be a heritage the future generation” (Interviewee).
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Accordingly, the interview report from the focusgp discussions reiterated the same message
as follows: ‘We understand what unity and reconciliation is ur fe. Everywhere we are, it is
our own responsibility to promote peace throughtyiand reconciliation. This is the foundation

of the present and the future of our families dmel¢ountry at large” (FGD 2)This respondents’

opinion was shared by the rest of respondents ibdGand 3.

In additional to that, Urumuri club organize awaes campaigns on unity and reconciliation.
These campaigns intend to explain to the commuhgyknowledge on unity and reconciliation
the unity and reconciliation programs. In viewtlodt, one of the respondents interviewed stated:
“At the beginning of each year, we develop and &grplo Urumuri Club members an awareness
campaign plan on unity and reconciliation. Thesempaigns are quarterly and they are
conducted at sector and cell levels. They weretf@duin terms of raising the population
awareness on unity and reconciliation. During tla@npaign sessions, the Urumuri club members
provides share their experiences of how they owveecdhe consequences left by the 1994
Genocide against Tutsi, and how to build the susiislie peace for better future of Rwanda”

(Interviewee).

In addition, to that, this study sought also tocdiée how the Urumuri Club develops both its
members and the neighborhood security and waleihe respondent answers to this point

was deeply discussed in next section.

4.3.1.3. Security and wellbeing

The contemporary literature broadened the conceptirgdy from military security to which
human security (Buzan et al., 2009). This doesmedn that people worldwide are not threatened
by wars, conflicts and like the 1994 genocide agfaifutsi in Rwanda. But rather, human
security has emancipated to address multiple issoelsiding ‘poverty, famine, political
oppression, and environmental degradation to nantealbfew”(Peoples et al., 2010)AS far as
this study concerns, security and wellbeing focusalbeviating and/or mitigating the pressing
need for the protection from the threat of poveityhealth, and wellbeing’ At this point of view,
Rwanda encouraged the people to promote the secamd wellbeing through homegrown
solution economically empowering the community.tHis regard, the respondents indicated that

Urumuri club members support each other throughirtea where they save money and request
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loans. In the same view, both respondents’ indaidand focus group discussions reports
confirmed that Urumuri Club initiated a tontinefiina mechanism intending to uplift the its
members in poverty which is one of the facts relredreating conflicts among the community.
At this point of view, the UNDP report (1994) clestd the security threats undermining human
security in seven categories however the list otisty threats is not exhaustive. These include
“Economic security, Food security, Health securipyvironmental security, Personal security,
Community security, Political security{UNDP Report, 1994). In this perspective, Rwanda
envisaged the security and wellbeing as potenteinents of its vision helping to promote
reconciliation. This government aspiration is tmu hypothesis that “if citizens feel secure and
protected, they will be more willing to commit theetves to national reconciliation processes”
(NURC, 2015, p.11). At this stand point, the regpents’ views through focus group discussion
stated: We save money in and get loans from our tontuiech was impossible to do before
joining Urumuri Club. This helped to economicallmgower our families by paying education for

our children and handle family issues (FGD 1).

Besides, as a form of cooperative putting togetherpeople, tontines create also a platform of
developing interactive social relations, and frigm@. In contention of the contact theory
previously elaborated in chapter of literature egwi it was stipulated that reconciliation
obviously requires contact, physical presence ardraction between conflicting parties or
former enemies (Cehajic & Brown, 2010, Noor, et 2D08, Noor, et al., 2008). Intergroup
contact allows members of different groups to gekriow each other, and this naturally increases
awareness of the perspective of the ‘other’ andathyp which a key factor in reconciliation
(Noor, et al., 2008).

At this point of view, there a plenty evidence footh  quantitative (Pettigrew & Tropp,
2006;2008) and qualitative (Brown and Hewstone, 520Pettigrew, 1998) evidenced that
intergroup contact is a tool fostering reconcibati and its ability to reduce intergroup prejudice,
to weaken group stereotypes, and to increase nowgogrust (Hjort & Frisen, 2006; Dovidio, et
al., 2003; Cairns and Niens, 2001; Pettigrew arappr 2000).

At this point of view, the interviewed respondetiteough focus group discussion disclosed that
the meetings and social contacts through testimcreased the trust and alleviated the
prejudices existed among them before joining urumiub and which evidently fostered the unity

and reconciliation.
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4.5. Contribution of Urumuri Club programs to unity and reconciliation

As previously discussed, in the aftermath of th®41@%Genocide against Tutsi, the Rwandan
Government of unity and reconciliation faced a sam$al challenge: nation-building. There was
pressure to put in place mechanisms to reinforceakoohesion and peaceful coexistence among
Rwandans. These include substantially unity anadneitiation related activities inspired by
thoughtful strategies from the positive elementRefandan culture. However, these programs
were not all exhaustedly discussed, and were rguigated on traditional best practice, it was
deemed crucial in context of this study to identtig link between the activities and or programs
of the Urumuri Club and their subsequent effecumity and reconciliation of Rwanda in post
genocide Rwanda.

This section discussed the respondents’ opinionelationship and contribution of Programs of
the Urumuri Club to foster unity and reconciliatias well as the challenges limiting the Urumuri
club to full achieve to its objectives.

The opportunities of the Urumuri Club in promotiogity and reconciliation in post genocide
Rwanda can be identified through different programd activities initiated and or coordinated by
this Urumuri Club.

In context of this study, the contribution of UrumClub programs to unity and reconciliation
was particularly established by assessing diffemespondents’ views previously discussed. These
arguments were supported the statistical trenda/rdrf@aom the Rwandan Barometer Surveys
conducted by the NURC on general picture and pesgoé national unity and reconciliation in
different period and the different theories drawonf the literature such as the reconciliation
theory, contact theory were helpful. Similartile next table showed the respondent answers on
the contribution of the Urumuri Club on unity aretonciliation.

4.5.1. Community mutual assistance

The next table present the respondents’ views ib@sgrthe contribution of Urumuri community

support program promotes the unity and recortigha
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Table 4.7: Do you think that mutual assistance programs of Urmuri club plays a critical
role in promoting unity and reconciliation among meanbers?

Respondents’ answers | Frequency |Percent |Valid Percent |Cumulative
Percent

Strongly agree 47 85.46 85.46 85.46
Agree 8 14.54 14.54 100.0
Disagree 0 0 0 100.0

d Strongly disagree 0 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data

As displayed in next table, 85% of respondentsgiifopagree that the mutual assistance program
promoted the unity and reconciliation among Urunalwmb members. This information was also
reported by 14.54% of the respondents, and affirimgdhe different interview reports from

respondents.

Correspondingly, one of the interviewees assertddtual assistance is our inherent culture of
Rwandans. In urumuri Club, sometimes we have s@wsescof people who need assistance on
different grounds including the unpredicted disgstee death of family members, or sickness,
etc. When one member of Urumuri Club encountersetichallenges we seat and discuss a case

by case and contribute to support them” (Interview)

Besides the focus group discussions reports (FGO5dnd 3) indicated that social assistance
contributed to the unity and reconciliation by wiéing the mistrust among the members of

Urumuri club.

4.5.2. Developing a conviviality community

The literature traces back the the term “convityalirom “Jean Anthelme Brillat-Savarin and his
book Physiologie du golt from the year 1825. Thishar understood conviviality as the
situation, common at the table, when different pee@pme together over a good long meal, and
time passes swiftly in excited conversation®haw, 2014). Contemporary, this concept
Conviviality is defined asd platform for the forging of a new society, onatttranscends the

profound limitations of our present world, to mot@vards socialism” (McDermott, Mary
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(2014). This definition is not different from tloarrent Rwandan perspective of understanding
conviviality and  friendship, which are the comstene of Rwandan culture. Conviviality and
friendship are the fundamental pillars in buildifipe social cohesion destroyed by divisions
perpetuated by the colonialists and the post-inddpace leaders who failed to restore this
aspect of the Rwandan way of life and instead oaetl along the path of divisionism ultimately
resulting into the genocide of 1994 against thesiTufRRB, 2020). The conviviality is
inextricably linked to unity and reconciliation. Atis point of view, Rwandan perspective on
unity and reconciliation contendshat the reconciliation process would restore thmgortant
aspect of social life in Rwanda and promote pedcafid harmonious living characterized by
trust and friendship”(RRB, 2022). The table below shows views of oesients regarding

extent of Urumuri club in fostering a convivialispciety.

Table 4.8: Developing conviviality / Do you agre¢hat social events develop conviviality amor
Urumuri club members?

Respondents’ answers |Frequency [Percent |Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Strongly agree 42 76.4 76.4 76.4
Agree 13 23.6 23.6 100.0
Disagree 0 0 0 100.0

Valid :

Strongly disagree 0 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data

As displays the table above, Urumuri Club fosteignificantly the conviviality among its
members and the neighborhood. The majority of nedents (76.4%) strongly support this view,
while 23.6% of the respondents agreed also thee sapinion. The respondents’ point of view
was also backed up by individual and collectiveeniew reports through the different focus
group discussions. These interview reports inditiaé the conviviality promotes the unity and
reconciliation. One of the respondents statadurumuri Club, we develop a good friendship
with others through visiting them, sharing foodartgipating in cerebration party, etc. “

Indeed, the above statement and statistics tramgltie respondents’ views, are the significant
evidence showing that urumuri club activities depethe conviviality among the members and

neighborhood.
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4. 5.3. Community economic empowerment

As previously showed in literature, the communitpomic empowerment is a key in supporting
the unity and reconciliation process. The postogete Rwanda unity and reconciliation
perspective considers preventing and/or alleviappgerty as an important step to Unity and
reconciliation. In this regard, the next table sumnzes the respondents’ views on the

contribution of economic community empowerment antyand reconciliation.

Table 4.9: Community empowerment /Do think the progams of Urumuri club focusing on
community economic empowerment improved the welfaramong its members?

Respondents’ answers |Frequency [Percent |Valid Percent |Cumulative Percent
Strongly agree 49 89.1 89.1 89.1
Agree 6 10.9 10.9 100.0
Disagree 0 0 0 100.0

Valid ,

Strongly disagree 0 0 0 100.0
Do not know 0 0 0 100.0
Total 55 100.0 100.0

Source: Primary data

The information depicted in table above indicateat tthe majority of respondents (89.1%)
strongly agree the contribution of Urumuri Club niers’ economic empowerment through
tontines in supporting the unity and reconciliatievhile 10.9% of respondents agree with this
statement.

Indeed, the contrition of Urumuri Club on unitgdareconciliation respondents was evidently
established based on both the literature discughimgole of unity and reconciliation clubs and
theories on unity and reconciliation. The prograh&rumuri club deeply discussed throughout
this chapter including the community mutual assistésupport, developing conviviality
community, community empowerment and conducting tyJrand reconciliation awareness
campaigns are conceptualized in context of theddatiPolicy of Unity and reconciliation. They
in fact underpin the social cohesion which is tleenmon values of unity and reconciliation
(Shuayb 2012, Friedman and Berthoin Antal 20059¢uBsing and understanding the past, the
present, and envisioning the future of Rwanda andingunity security and wellbeing.
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Undoubtedly, the respondents’ views presented ia thapter are obviously the facts that
confirmed the contribution of Urumuri Club in fosteg unity and reconciliation of their

members, neighborhood and Countrywide at large.

However, the contribution of Urumuri Club on unmdareconciliation, this club faces some
challenges described in next section.

Emile Durkheim (Reeskens 2008). Scholars tend to perceeal cohesion as a precondition fi
stable, peaceful society (Chan et. al. 2006). E€nhm toften carries a normative undertone of conr
values (Shuayb 2012). Social cohesion is often aseslynonynfor integration, with the latter be
understood here in terms of reconciliation of aatwifferences and the creation of fluid, multi

not culturally exclusive identities (Friedman anerfBoin Antal 2005).

4.6. Challenges facing Urumuri Club

As previously underlined by different literaturdbe Government of Rwanda displayed great
efforts in unity and reconciliation after 1994 geiule against Tutsi. This commitment focused on
uprooting the root causes of genocide, combatiregy ganocide and all forms of genocide
ideology, etc. In fact, the post-1994 Genocideiomai policy on unity and reconciliation
promoted national unity and reconciliation by pitiamg equity of provision and access, and
encouraging a humanitarian culture of inclusion emdual respect among Rwandans. However,
some challenges hindering the national unity ardmeiliation are still observed and reported by
the different actors involved in process of urdhd reconciliation including clubs of unity and
reconciliation such Urumuri Club. The challengeghtighted by the respondents include some
cases observed in community: (1) ethnic-basedtigres of some people, (2) the persistence of
genocide ideology, and (3) the wounds resultingnftbe divisive past and the genocide not yet

fully healed, as well as insufficient financial oesces to uphold the program.

4.7. Summary of Key Findings
l. The first key finding on the programs of Urum@lub in line with Unity and reconciliation in
post Genocide Rwanda were categorized into four:

51



Table 4.7.1: Brief note on findings

S/N° | Dimensions- Unity Urumuri Programs Channel

and reconciliation

()
=

1. Community mutual Reciprocal visits and helping ea
Social cohesion assistance/support other in the club and neighborhood
in case of need.

Developing  conviviality] Participating in social events of

community Urumuri  Club members and
neighborhood.
2. Understanding theConducting Unity and Organizing and conducting unity

past, the present andeconciliation awarenegsand  reconciliation  Campaigns
envisioning thg campaigns Meetings

future of Rwanda

3 Security and Community empowerment Encouraging the creation of tontines
wellbeing for club members and the
community

Il. The second key finding identified the effectnss of Urumuri Club programs on unity and
reconciliation unity in post genocide Rwanda. Thitectiveness was established based on
findings describing the nexus between Urumuri protg and the dimensions of unity and
reconciliation. Similarly, the four programs of Wmuri Club were clustered under the three unity
and reconciliation dimension: (1) Social cohesi@) discussing and understanding the past, the
present and envisioning the future of Rwanda, ¢8usty and wellbeing of the community.

lll. The third key finding outlined they key cheahges facing urumuri club. These challenges
include some cases observed in community: (1) etbased stereotypes of some people, (2) the
persistence of genocide ideology, and (3) the wesurdulting from the divisive past and the

genocide not yet fully healed, as well as insuéintifinancial resources to uphold the program.

4.8. Discussions of findings
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The current development of post genocide unity @odnciliation in Rwanda is a result of the
government commitment encouraging the communitytigggation and ownership of the
reconciliation process. Likewise, the governmeniRefanda used different tools including the
Nation Policy on unity and reconciliation, and treation of community unity and reconciliation
clubs countrywide. Urumuri Club was created in f{esspective. As previously highlighted this
club conducts four main unity and reconciliation ogmams: Community mutual
assistance/support, developing conviviality comrtyynconducting unity and reconciliation
awareness campaigns, and community empowermenbréiog to the study findings all of these

programs fostered effectively the unity and recletodn in post genocide Rwanda.

In fact, the history of Rwanda shows that the ddailaric of Rwanda was destroyed by divisions
perpetuated by the colonialists and the post-indégece regimes who failed to restore this
aspect of unity of Rwandans instead continued atbegpath of divisionism ultimately resulting
into the genocide of 1994 against the Tutsi. Intpgenocide reconciliation, discussing and
understanding the root causes and facts that légdetd994 Genocide against Tutsi is ultimately
vital in building the new Rwanda and envisioning foe future. In view of that, the findings
revealed that urumuri club initiated different pdamn for discussion on the past, present and the
future of Rwanda. These include the meetings, aty and reconciliation awareness campaigns.
These programs helped to strengthen unity and od@ion in post genocide Rwanda. In this
context, the findings confirmed that Urumuri cluloyides a space where different people having

various backgrounds get together to promote umtyraconciliation.

Besides, the social cohesion was viewed in diffeféerature and reconciliation theories as a
backbone of unity and reconciliation. In the sameythe findings disclosed that Urumuri club
programs were tailored on the same reality whetkbysocial cohesion was consolidated through
community mutual assistance/support and develogiognviviality community. In addition, the
literature revealed that poverty is among the ntdiallenges that can prevent the reconciliation
efforts among Rwandans.

In this perspective of fighting poverty, the fingsunveiled that Urumuri Club empowered its

members and the neighborhood with encouraging teerreate tontines improving their human

security and wellbeing.
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However, the achievements above, the findings ased some barriers limiting Urumuri Club
programs including ethnic-based stereotypes of spample in community, the persistence of
genocide ideology, the wounds resulting from thasdre past and the genocide not yet fully

healed, and insufficient financial resources toalghhe programs.

The findings from this chapter regarding Urumudlxprograms and their contributions to unity
and reconciliation indicate that the research dlyjes have been achieved and research questions

were answered.
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CHAPTER FIVE: CONCLUSION, RECOMMENDATIONS AND SUGG ESTIONS

This chapter offers conclusions, recommendationd amggestions for further research. It
intended to find out the role of National Unity aReéconciliation Clubs in Post genocide peace-

building in Rwanda.

5.1. Conclusion

In conclusion, fostering unity and reconciliatidmdugh social cohesion, Understanding the past,
the present and envisioning the future of Rwandd, @mmunity human security and wellbeing
is critical for the sustainable unity and recoraibn of Rwanda. Unity and Reconciliation
approach has reduced mistrust, misjudgments andtecr8ocial, Political and Economical
harmony and cohesions in the Rwandan society fetagwable life. In this regard it should
evidently be absurd to believe that this predi@ed ambitious vision of unity and reconciliation
can be achieved by the government alone. Throughattove variables, the government of
Rwanda has transferred ownership of Unity and Ratation to community, established longer
term structures hence above variables stronglyuenite sustainability of Unity and
Reconciliation in Rwanda. Therefore, the differgartners either private or public including
Unit and reconciliation clubs should actively owndaparticipate in development of unity and
reconciliation process by upholding and implemantihe National Unity and Reconciliation

Policy into force in Rwanda.
5.2 Recommendations for effective development brumuri Club

This section reports the respondents’ ideas in With the third pre-set study objective of
identifying the major challenges limiting the UrumClub to fully play its role in unity and
reconciliation. Generally, the recommendations esksked to different institutions having unity
and reconciliation in their attributions. Similrlall reports provided are similar and generally
addressed to the Ministry of National Unity and i€iEngagement (MINUBUMWE) and the
Government of Rwanda in general. Equally, the redpots’ views applauded for the government
commitment and efforts made in the Unity and red@tion process of Rwandans. In the same
line, the interviewees mentioned that the goverrtroéRwanda has put in place the mechanism
of unity and reconciliation, and fight against geide ideology such as the establishment of the
National Policy of Unity and reconciliation, Rwandaconciliation Barometer Surveys, the

creation of association and clubs promoting théyusmd reconciliation in Rwanda.
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Given that the crime of genocide destroys hope tnst, as well as dehumanizes people.
Reconciliation is a painful process that requites knitting of the torn social fabric, healing
wounds, rebuilding a sense of togetherness kewblarito be based on by the MINUBUMWE.
Therefore, the MINUBUMWE together with the govermmhahould look for more funds from
Rwandans or its partners to support at maximunadilvities of unity and reconciliation carried
out by Local Community forums, Unity and recondiba clubs and in all offices country wide to
achieve its organizational goals and objectivesustainable Unity and Reconciliation among

Rwandans.

Moreover, as the national unity and reconciliatian crosscutting and requires holistic
interventions in all aspects of political, sociaildaeconomic life. The MINUBUMWE shall

continuously monitor the implementation of pa&i and guidelines on the unity and
reconciliation, and fight against genocide ideolo¢yy addition, the respondents’ interviews
requested to the MINUBUMWE to closely approach themd involve all Rwandans population
directly in their programs promoting the unity ametonciliation. This will considerably reduce
the number of observed cases of some people whay deid/ or disregard the unity and

reconciliation process.
5.3. Suggestions for further Research

The following areas are recommended for furthegaesh:

l. Analyze the challenges of Unity and Reconcitiatin Rwanda after 1994 Genocide against
Tutsi.
Il. Asses the role(s) of the stakeholders (Localifios, Association and Unity and Reconciliation

Clubs) in promoting Unity and Reconciliation in pgenocide Rwanda society.
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APPENDICES



APPENDIX I: QUESTIONNAIRES

These questionnaires serve to help us collectiagdtevant information for the research projectdompletion of Master Degree at University of
Rwanda. Selecting you as a respondent is done ippgeful sampling as a Urumuri Club member. Whateméormation you produce to me, will
be treated as confidential and its entirely foeegsh purposes only. Under no circumstances wih soformation be communicated to anyone
else or any organization.

A. IDENTIFICATION/UMWIRONDORO

|. Residence/Ahoubarizwa

L. PIOVINCEIINTAIA | oot e e e e e e

2. DS I A KA O I | o e e e e

G TS Tox o/ o111 = o =

4. Cell//Akagali

E Y 411 =T 1= A0 1 10 T 0T 0o 1




Il. Socio-demographic characteristics/Irangaminerer

Please indicate your socio-demographic charadtik&$hyira ikimenyetso ahajyanye n’irangamimesaee.

6. Sex/lgitsina

Male/Gabo

Female/Gore

7. Agel/lmyaka

18-25

26-30

31-40

41+

8. Education/ Amashuri

Vocational training/Amashgabumenyingiro/ imyuga

University/Kaminuza

Other (specify)/
7221V o =)

And




B. QUESTIONS RELATED TO URUMURI CLUB UNITY AND RECO NCILIATION PROGRAMS /IBIBAZO BIJYANYE NA
GAHUNDA Z’UBUMWE N'UBWIYUNGE ZIKORWA N'URUMURI CLUB

9. What are the unity and reconciliation programsdtcted by urumuri club/  Urumuri club ikora igigahunda mu rwego rwo guteza imbere

ubumwe n’Ubwiyunge ?

C. QUESTIONS RELATED TO THE ROLE OF URUMURI CLUB PR OGRAMS IN UNITY AND RECONCILIATION/ IBIBAZO KU
RUHARE RWA GAHUNDA Z’URUMURI CLUB MU GUTEZA IMBERE  UBUMWE N'UBWIYUNGE

10. Describe briefly how Urumuri Club programsypéarole in promoting unity and reconciliation?



Show the extent to which you agree witGtrongly agree
the following views that Urumuri clubNdabyemera cyan
programs are helpful in fostering unity and

reconciliation of its members and
community at large /Wemera ku ruhe
rugero ibitekerezo bikurikira bijyanye n’
uburyo gahunda z’ Urumuri Club zifasha
abanyamuryango gututeza imbere
ubumwe n’'ubwiyunge ndetse n’abaturage

muri rusange.

Agree/
eNdabyemera

Disagree/

Simbyemera

Strongly disagree/Do not

Simbyemera namb

n Simbizi

know/

11. Does Urumuri Club programs develop
the social cohesion among its members
and neighborhood/ Ese  gahunda
zitandukanye  zZ’'urumuri club  ziteza
imbere  ubumwe  n’ubwiyunge u
banyamuryanga bayo ndetse no u

baturage muri rusange?




D. QUESTIONS RELATED TO VARIABLES AND INDICATORS OF RECONCILIATION /IBIBAZO BIJYANYE N’INGINGO

NGENDERWAHO Z'UBWIYUNGE

l. Discussing and Understanding the History of Rwada (past, the present,) and envisioning the futuref Rwanda /Kuganira ku mateka

y'u Rwanda ( Ibyahise n’ iby’ubu,) no ku cyerekezocy’ejo hazaza h’'u Rwanda.

Show the extent to which yo
agree with the following views o
the past, the present, and the fut
of Rwanda /Wemera ku ruh
bikurikir
bilyanye n’amateka n'ahazaza h

rugero ibitekerezo

Rwanda

uStrongly agree
nNdabyemera
ucgane

e

;|

u

Agree/
Ndabyemera

Disagree/
Simbyemera

Strongly disagree

Simbyemera namb

Do not know/
A Simbizi

12.

discuss frankly and common

Urumuri  Club  member
understood the history of Rwan
(causes/factors of the Genoci
against Tutsi), and they envisic

the future of Rwanda




/Abanyamuryango b’ Urumuri
club baganirabyimazeyo amateka
y'urwanda: Ibyateye Jenoside

yakorewe  Abatutsi byamaze

kuganirwaho byimbitse kandi
abantu babifiteho imyumvire imwe
muri rusange, no mu gutegura

imbere heza h'u Rwanda

Il. Ownership of reconciliation /Gukomera ku guharanira kwiyunga

1

2

13. As a Rwandan who understand

the history of Rwanda, the facto
and causes of the 1994 Genoc
against Tutsi, | am certain |
sacrifice my avn life in fighting
against genocide
/INK'umunyarwanda usobanukiw
byimbitse amateka yuRwand

impamvu zateye Genosid

rs

de

o

e

le

Vi




yakorewe Abatutsi ndemer

ntashidikanya ko na nakweme
gutanga ubuzima bwanjy

ndwanya jenoside.

14. 1 am certain | can do anythir

possible to avoid participating in

genocide /Ndemera ntashidikan
ko nakora igishoboka cyose n
sinijjandike mu bikorwa by:x

jenoside

g

ya
Ho

A

Vi




lll. Envisioning the future /Inzozi ku cyerekezo cyahazaza

15. | am certain support the unity
and reconciliation and ensure
building sustainable peace fpr

Rwanda/ Ndemeza ko nzaharariira

D

gufasha ibikorwa  by'ubumw

n‘'ubwiyunge ndetse no guharan

ejo hazaza h'u Rwanda nubaka

amahoro arabye mu Rwanda.

viii




E. QESTIONS RELATED TO THE EFFECTIVENESS OF URUMURI CL UB PROGRAMS ON UNITY AND RECONCILIATION

Show the extent to which yaq

uStrongly

agree

agree with the following viewsNdabyemera cyan

regarding

effectiveness  of

Agree to Some Exten

eNdabyemera gahoro

I/Disagree/

Simbyemera

Strongly  disagree

Simbyemera nagato

Do

Simbizi

not

know/

Urumuri Club programs on Unity

and reconciliation/ Wemera K
ruhe rugero ibitekerezo bikurikir

ku ruhare rwa gahunda z’'Urumdy

1

2

3

4

5

mu guteza imbere ubumwe | °
ubwiyunge.
14. The mutual assistance

program played a critical role in

promoting
reconciliation among Urumu
club members? / Ubufatanye ml
byose bw’ abanyamuryango
Urumuri Club lwabaye ingenz
imbere  ubumw

mu guteza

n'ubwiyunge.

the unity and

(i
uri

Da

e
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15. The programs of urumu

club related to developing the

community conviviality through

social events and reciprocal vis

Fi

ts

and meeting strengthened the

unity and reconciliation among

Urumuri club members
Ibikorwa by’ urukundo
n‘'ubushuti binyuze mu gusurat
, guhurira mu nama, gutabaran
kwitabira no gusangira mu birg
byateje imbere ubumw
n‘'ubwiyunge mu banyamuryang
b’ Urumuri Club

16. The program of Urumuri Clu

focusing on community economj

empowerment through tonting
improved the welfare among |

members, neighborhood atdat

This improved the unity and

XVi




reconciliation. / Ibikorwa byo
kwiteza imbere binyuze mu
gushinga amashirahamwe Yo
kubitsa no kugurizanya azwi ku

izina ry'ibimina  yateje imberg

U

imibereho myiza
y'abanyamuryango b’Urumuri
Club , ndetse n’abaturage muri
rusange. Ibi bikaba byarateje

imbere ubumwe n’'ubwiyunge.

F. QUESTIONS RELATED TO THE CHALLENGES AND SUGGESTI ONS

16. What are the challenges face by Urumuri Clublamit the implementation of its programs?
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APPENDIX II: INTERVIEW GUIDE FOR THE LEADER OF THE  MINISTRY OF
UNITY AND CIVIC ENGAGEMENT

1. What is the role of community clubs in unity andarciliation of Rwanda?

2. What are the dimensions guiding the unity andmeiiation clubs in designing their
programs?

3. Do the Unity and reconciliation clubs programseineffectively the post genocide Rwanda
unity and reconciliation perspective?

4. What are the challenges facing the unity and rataian Clubs limiting them to effectively
achieve to the pre-set targets of unity and rediation?

5. What are the suggestions can you recommend helpingvercome these limitations for

effective unity and reconciliation in at large?
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APPENDIX III: INTERVIEW GUIDE FOR THE UNITY AND R ECONCILIATION

COORDINATION AT DISTRICT LEVEL

1. What is the role of community clubs in unity anctaeciliation especially in Kamonyi
District?

2. What are the dimensions guiding the unity andmeiiation clubs in designing their
programs?

3. Do the Unity and reconciliation clubs programseimeffectively the district targets in unity
and reconciliation?

4. What are the challenges facing the unity and ratiation Clubs limiting them to effectively
achieve to the pre-set targets of unity and rediation?

5. What are the suggestions can you recommend helpingvercome these limitations for

effective unity and reconciliation in at large?
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APPENDIX IV: INTERVIEW GUIDE FOR THE COORDINATOR OF URUMURI

UNITY AND RECONCILIATION CLUB

1. What are the unity and reconciliation programsdiwted by urumuri club ?

2. How can you link Urumuri programs to the nationadgram of unity and reconciliation?

3. Describe briefly how Urumuri Club programs play aler in promoting unity and
reconciliation

4. How Urumuri Club programs contribute to the depenent of unity and reconciliation of
its members and neighborhood?

5. Do Urumuri Club members discuss frankly and commamlderstood the history of Rwanda
(causes/factors of the Genocide against Tutsi) tlaeyl envision the future of Rwanda?

6. Are Urumuri club members dedicated to sacrificertlnes in preventing genocide and avoid
participating in Genocide?
What are the challenges faces Urumuri Club lirgitime implementation of its programs ?

8. What are the suggestions can you recommend helgingvercome these limitation for
effective implementation of Urumuri Club programadafully promote the unity and

reconciliation in general?
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APPENDIX V: THEMES FOR THE FOCUSGROUP DISCUSSIONS

Based on the pre-set research objectives the foifpthemes were discussed in Focus Group

Discussions:

1. Unity and reconciliation Programs developed by Unur€lub.
e. Community mutual assistance/support,
f. Developing conviviality community
g. Conducting Unity and reconciliation awareness cagmnsa
h. Community empowerment
2. Contribution of Urumuri Club programs to unitydareconciliation
3. Challenges and recommendation for effective dgraknt of Urumuri Club unity and

reconciliation programs
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