Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. Was Milošević primarily a nationalist ideologue or a political opportunist?
2. How can charismatic leadership contribute to the escalation of ethnic conflict?
3. What role does media control play in creating conditions for mass violence?
4. Can genocide be facilitated by ordinary political processes rather than extremist personalities alone?
5. To what extent should leaders be held responsible for crimes committed by forces acting in their name or under their authority?

Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. How important was nationalist ideology in shaping Karadžić's actions?
2. What role can educated professionals play in the creation or justification of mass violence?
3. How does political rhetoric contribute to the dehumanisation of targeted groups?
4. In what ways did political and military leadership reinforce one another during the Bosnian War?
5. Does Karadžić's background challenge common stereotypes about who becomes a perpetrator of genocide?

Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. How does the profile of a paramilitary leader differ from that of a political leader involved in mass violence?
2. What role can organised crime play in facilitating atrocities during armed conflict?
3. To what extent were figures such as Arkan motivated by ideology compared with personal gain?
4. Why might charismatic commanders be effective at recruiting and motivating perpetrators?
5. How should responsibility be understood when violence is carried out by irregular forces rather than formal state institutions?
Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. How does Bagosora differ from charismatic political leaders such as Radovan Karadžić?
2. Why are bureaucratic and military institutions so important in the implementation of genocide?
3. Can genocide occur without individuals who coordinate and organise violence behind the scenes?
4. How does extremist ideology transform political opponents into perceived existential threats?
5. What can Bagosora's case teach us about the responsibilities of military leaders during periods of political crisis?

Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. How should responsibility be assessed for influential individuals who hold no formal government office?
2. What role can family networks and patronage systems play in enabling mass violence?
3. How does informal political power differ from official authority?
4. Why might extremist ideas flourish within tightly connected elite groups?
5. Can genocide occur without the support of influential networks operating behind the scenes?

Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. Why did so many ordinary citizens participate in the activities of the Interahamwe?
2. What role did propaganda play in transforming prejudice into mass violence?
3. How important were peer pressure and conformity in the genocide?
4. Can economic insecurity make extremist mobilisation more effective?
5. What lessons does the Interahamwe provide for identifying early warning signs of genocide today?


Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. What does the Škorpioni case reveal about the relationship between individual and collective responsibility?
2. How does participation in a tightly bonded armed group influence moral decision-making?
3. Why is dehumanisation such a common feature of genocidal violence?
4. What can the Trnovo execution video teach us about perpetrator behaviour?
5. How should responsibility be allocated between political leaders, commanders and rank-and-file perpetrators?
Questions for Seminar Discussion
1. Why was RTLM particularly effective in influencing public attitudes?
2. How does dehumanising language contribute to genocide?
3. What responsibilities do journalists and broadcasters have during periods of conflict?
4. Can propaganda alone cause genocide, or are other factors also necessary?
5. What similarities exist between RTLM and modern forms of online extremism and disinformation?

