There are many things that attribute to a mass killing as a genocide where the like the UN convention in 1948 and also in US civil rights. Firstly, I will be comparing genocide to other acts like murder or mass killings. Then I will look at some acts made by the UN and some from countries around the world. Then I’m going to look at some possible examples of genocides and see how well they would fit into the definition of the word. Finally, I will conclude and show my opinion on what a genocide is and whether I agree or disagree with the UN convention and any other sources I look at. 
With genocide we can trace it back thousands of years ago back to the Neanderthals as it has been around ever since man has walked the earth. Although these would’ve been on a much smaller scale than most famous genocides known today like Armenian and the holocaust itself, we can trace it back through ancient empires like the Roman and the Greek city states, we can look at the dark ages with the Abbasids and Byzantines and the more modern empires like Belgium in the congo and Britain in Rhodesia. The word itself was created by a Jewish lawyer named Raphäel Lemkin who escaped the holocaust and fought for a word that is made from Greek and Latin words genos and cide, genos meaning race and cide meaning kill. 
When we look at murder there are 4 different types 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th. 1st being most serious where the person had intent to kill another and 4th being when being in the presence of someone who killed another person while you and the murderer are fleeing from a felony. When we look at the definition of genocide from the UN it mentions 5 things that are what defines genocide these being, 
“1: Killing members of the group;
2: Causing serious bodily or mental harm to members of the group;
3: Deliberately inflicting on the group conditions of life calculated to bring about its physical destruction in whole or in part;
4: Imposing measures intended to prevent births within the group;
5: Forcibly transferring children of the group to another group.”
when we compare this to murder its closer to 1st and 2nd degree due to the 1st and 2nd definitions with the rest of the definitions being harder to compare to murder. If we look at the 3rd definition, we can see that it would fit in well with 2nd degree murder due to the fact that they are causing serious bodily harm to people by doing this by putting the people in very undesirable living conditions. With the 4th definition about imposing measures to prevent birth you cannot compare it to any sort of murder due to the fact that it technically isn’t killing someone although it is depriving them of a basic human right to procreate. Finally, if we look at the 5th definition it would be similar to the 4th as it isn’t murder but it would have long lasting effects on both the child and parents mentally and physically. 
“A mass killer is the name given to people behind large-scale killings like the Columbine massacre, Sandy Hook or the Aurora Batman shooting. The key characteristic of a mass killer is the intent to murder a large amount of people in one place at one time.”
If we look here the key characteristic of a mass killing is the intent to murder a large amount of people in one place at one time while they also list some examples of mass murder. While we can compare genocide to mass murder, we can see the main characteristic separating them both is that genocide is meant to completely wipe out a group of people whereas a mass killing is just to kill a large amount of people at one time also with this genocide tends to take years to complete its goal where again mass killing is only at a single time and a single place. The text mentions some shootings like columbine and sandy hook, these wouldn’t be considered genocide due to the fact that there wasn’t an intent to do any of the UN conference on genocides key features other than possibly the 1st. 
If we were to look at ethnic cleansing and compare it to genocide the first thought would be that they are similar although they are quite different. With ethnic cleansing we can see that the main difference being that ethnic cleansing doesn’t directly kill them/harm them but rather try to displace them from the area they live in naturally. If we look at the 1st point, they aren’t directly killing them members but indirectly it is possible that they are. With the 2nd point, again it most likely isn’t directly causing harm but indirectly they would be causing a huge amount of mental problems and possibly sever physical injury. If we look at point 3, we can see that they are to an extent forcing them into bad living conditions as a way to remove them from their area but it doesn’t necessarily mean that they want the entire destruction of a race or group of people. Point 4, they aren’t stopping any of the group from having children and finally the 5th point they wouldn’t be taking away children from one group and giving it to another.
If we look at some other countries like the United Kingdom, we can see that they enforced an act in 1969 that criminalised it alongside the UN convention of 48 although the act was repealed in 2001. If we look at America, they had an act called “18 U.S. Code § 1091” where in the us it prohibits genocide both during peace time and when they are at war with people causing acts of genocide to be imprisoned for life.
If we look at some ancient examples of genocide you could argue that the sack of Carthage was a genocide due to the Romans pillaging and slaughtering all of the people in the city and enslaving the rest. We can compare this to being genocide as if we look at what they did, the fit 4/5 of the definitions as they obviously killed members of, the groups this being the Phoenicians, they inflicted sever bodily harm due to both places being at war and mentally due to what the citizens of Carthage had to witness and endure. When it comes to the 3rd, we can see this when the Romans enslaved the captured Carthaginians, they moved them to specific places to be sold to the highest bidders.  The 4th point is the one we can argue never happened as the Romans didn’t put measures to stop them conceiving children although with the slaves, they actually encouraged it due to the slavers being able to obtain free slaves as buying them was very expensive. When we look at the last point this would’ve happened due to slavery and the plebeians and patricians being able to adopt children who were slaves as a way to indoctrinate them into the Roman culture. Another example would be Caesar in Gaul where he killed over 1 million Gaul’s and enslaved another million according to documents from his time. His conquest of Gaul could be argued that it was either just warring that caused all these deaths or that it was proper genocide towards the gallic people due to him killing a substantial amount of them and enslaving. When we look at the 1st of the un conventions we can see that he did kill a large amount of Gaul’s due to his conquests but we cannot tell if his intentions were to kill the entire race or just to expand the borders of Rome. We can see from his battles that he caused serious harm towards the Gaul’s as he was invading although he was also allied to some of the states fighting him so this could back up the reasons against his genocide towards the tribespeople. When we look at the 3rd point, we can see that he only imposed those conditions of life against the enslaved rather than the people living in the area due to them being needed for his Roman triumph when he would return back to Rome. When we look at the 4th point, we can link it back to the Carthaginians as it is very similar what they would’ve done in that situation. If we were to look at something like a mass killing for example the shooting in Norway in 2011, when we look at this its racially and politically charged but the people he was killing weren’t apart of any particular group other than the fact most of them were children so this would disregard the ordeal as genocide and put it towards a mass killing as it fits with that definition much better.
When looking at the acts both in the United Kingdom and USA I think that these are necessary laws in the government to stop people from using it as an excuse to inflict mental pain onto a group of people as them doing anything larger than that would be recognised by the international community and stopped. I also think the word genocide was a needed thing that humanity needed to put certain historical human disasters in its own category due to the fact that before this we wouldn’t classify them as anything that similar to genocide and call it a mass killing. Looking at ethnic cleansing I agree that it isn’t genocide at all but it has a very close similarity as they are trying to remove a group from a particular area where with genocide they are completely destroying a group. I agree with the UN convention a lot as I can see that all of those 5 points have been used in many genocides throughout history. I can see a clear difference between genocide and mass killings as genocide has a much more sinister goal with the end being the destruction of a certain peoples whereas a mass killing generally has either a personal or political agenda. I would consider the sack of Carthage to be a genocide as what the Romans did fit 4/5 of the key features of genocide. I also think that Caesar in Gaul was a huge genocide against the gallic people due to the amount killed and enslaved with it being very similar to what happened in Carthage. When I looked at the shooting of the 22nd July in Norway and its very clear what his motive was and it was to bring his radical far right Islamophobic ideals to light in Norway which doesn’t fit any of the UN conventions features on genocide.
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