What are the main characteristics that define ‘Genocide’? Your answer should pay due attention to the UN Convention of 1948.
[bookmark: _Hlk52905986][bookmark: _Hlk53157164]In this assignment I will be providing a step by step analysis of the main characteristics that define genocide whilst adding analytical context through the significance of the United Nations Convention of 1948. Scholars such as Naimark, Ferguson and Kiernan both argue that there are distinct factors that signify genocide. Naimark identifies a relationship between modernity and characteristics of genocide in his episodical book, Genocide: A world History (2017). Whilst Ferguson in his book, The War of the World: History's Age of Hatred (2007) focuses on three main factors that he argues define genocide. In Blood and Soil: A World History of Genocide and Extermination from Sparta to Darfur (Kiernan, 2017), Kiernan states that the ‘main features of modern genocide ideology emerged then, from combinations of religious or racial hatred with territorial expansion and cults of antiquity and agriculture.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.3) 
Raphael Lemkin (1900-1959) was a Polish Jewish lawyer who studied international law and crimes against humanity. Lemkin became convinced that the only way to prevent mass killings and similar crimes was to involve international law. Lemkin produced a paper to the League of Nations in Madrid, 1933 on two crimes that he thought should be proscribed by international law. The first crime he called ‘barbarism.’ Naimark would argue that this was Lemkin’s first attempt at defining genocide. Lemkin proposed a second crime, ‘vandalism’ meaning cultural genocide. The League of Nations did not consider any of Lemkin’s ideas that he had stated in his paper. 
In 1944, Lemkin devised a term of genocide, ‘the deliberate and systemic destruction of a group of people because of their ethnicity, nationality, religion or race.’ (Lemkin, 1944) His term of genocide was a driving force behind the United Nations Convention in 1948. The Nuremberg Trials (1945-46) heavily impacted the Convention intent. The Nazi atrocities committed in World War II affected the international community severely and was the first awakening of the international community after the failure of the League of Nations. 
Two years later, on the 9th December 1948, the United Nations declared a Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Genocide in Paris. They defined genocide as, ‘acts committed with the intent to destroy, in whole, or in part, national, racial, ethical, or religious groups.’ (United Nations, 1948). Interestingly, the United Nations definition of genocide does not include cultural destruction and political extermination, which Lemkin proposed in his definition of genocide.
The Convention ‘signified the international community’s commitment to ‘never again’ after the atrocities committed during the Second World War.’ (United Nations) This was the first human rights treaty to be adopted by the United Nations and allowed countries to understand the difference between war crimes and genocide. The International Court of Justice has continuously said that the Convention expresses principles that are part of general customary international law. This means even if countries have not signed the Convention, they are required by law to follow the principle that genocide is a crime forbidden under international law.
According to Ferguson- Milbank Family Senior Fellow at the Hoover Institution, International Affairs at Harvard, ‘three things seem to be necessary to explain the extreme violence of the twentieth century.’ (Ferguson, 2006, p.41). The first is empires in decline. He argues that multinational empires were ‘manifestly nearing their ends’ (Ferguson, 2006, p.18) and because of this change, countries were trying anything to maintain their power and position. This naturally gives way to inhumane acts and allows genocidal intent to be present. For example, Ferguson argues that Russia’s decline of empire produced ‘enormous potential for conflict in this world of empires and races’ (Ferguson, 2006, p.40). Russia between 1881-1905 experienced many anti-Semitic pogroms and was held together precariously, by the centralisation from the Tsar down. These pogroms now would be classified as genocide under the United Nations Convention and backs up Ferguson viewpoint that empires in decline are one of the main characteristics that imply genocide. 
Kiernan- A. Whitney Griswold Professor of History; Founding Director of the Genocide Studies Program (1994-2015) would agree with Ferguson’s claim that imperialism defines genocide as well. He argues ‘ancient empires set their own genocide precedents.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.3) which has proceeded into the ‘modern era.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.3). Kiernan refers to the pogrom in Alexandria 38 C.E against the Jews were ‘the Romans herded Jews into ghetto as rioters burned synagogues and looted shops.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.3) This example portrays the impact and connection that imperialism has with genocide whilst other factors such as rural romanticism and irredentism being the motivation to commit genocide. For instance, rural romanticism and irredentism fuelled Germany after World War I and the Treaty of Versailles into this want of reclaiming their ‘lost land.’ This expanded during World War II with combining their want with territorial aggrandisement and reclaiming their ‘lost land’ whilst expanding their territories. Thus, highlighting motivations and cause of imperialism being crucial to defining genocide and in Kiernan’s examples showing how imperialist intent lead to the Holocaust. Consequently, Ferguson’s argument of empires being significant to defining genocide is made rational by Kiernan’s use of examples demonstrating the connection between imperialism and genocidal intent.  
Secondly, Kiernan argues that a climate of racism is a key contributor in shaping genocide because ‘genocide thinking usually involves idealised concept of the world…divorced from reality but capable of being forcefully imposed upon it.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.21) Racism is precisely that, ‘prejudice against a race or subgroup on the grounds of its imagined inferiority or hatred.’ (Kiernan, 2017, p.22) The Nazi’s persecution of the Jews in World War II was based solely on race and ethnicity and fed into their ideology and doctrines causing the Holocaust. The Ottoman/Turkish Empire persecuting the Armenians in 1915-1917 was the same, highlighting how race can be an incentive for genocide. Kiernan’s argument then that race plays an important role in genocide is shown to be logical especially as the United Nations definition on genocide incorporates race and ethnicity. 
Additionally, Ferguson agrees with Kiernan and states that enduring racism is a major characteristic of genocide. From this, ethnic conflict can occur leading to genocide which has been stimulated by theories of racial difference and fragmentation of border regions between ethnic groups. He argues that even though there have been challenges to the hereditary principles born out of the Enlightenment and revolutionism in America and France such as socialism, democracy and liberalism, racism and racist views are still very much present in society. Even in today’s society and specifically this summer with the Black Lives Matter movement, the presence of racism is prevalent here in the United Kingdom even though we have undergone change and have a democracy system in place. Ferguson refers to the Austro-Hungarian Empire and Karl Kraus (1874-1936), a journalist and satirist. Kraus writings reflect the tensions of a multi-ethnic society, ‘a laboratory of world destruction.’ (Jones Sydney J, 2010) By Ferguson mentioning the Austro-Hungarian Empire it highlights that the idea of the ‘other’ and growing anti-Semitism in political and cultural life was evident in other parts of Europe as well as Germany. In Germany, the expansion of racism was already existing even in World War I and grew even further into World War II with the Nazi’s doctrine, propaganda and ideology leading to the Holocaust. The predilection of racism being a feature of genocide is then a comprehensible argument from Ferguson. 
 Similarly, in ‘Genocide: A world History’ (Naimark, 2017), the scholar, Naimark - Professor of History and, by courtesy, German Studies, Robert and Florence McDonnell Professor in East European Studies who is well known for his rich work on Eastern European history and on Soviet/Russian politics agrees with Ferguson that enduring racism is a key feature of genocide. He argues that persisting racism has happened because of ‘the maturation of modern nation states at end of nineteenth century overlapped with the emergence of integral nationalism.’ (Naimark, 2017, p.65). Specifically, he explains that a new ideology was emphasised through scientific racism and people adhering to the concept of eugenics. Francis Galton (1822-1911), introduced this idea of eugenics in his book in 1869, ‘Hereditary Genius.’ Once again showing the idea of race determining who you are, physically and characteristically has been around for a long time. To put it simply, Naimark states that these acceptances of eugenics played a significant part in virulent anti-Semitism which was integral to Nazi ideology and ultimately lead to the Holocaust. He emphasises that ‘pseudo-scientific political thinking asserted that biologically defined nations were locked in a Darwinian struggle for supremacy.’ (Naimark, 2017, p.65)
Naimark argument is backed up further by the rapid development of enduring ‘pseudo- scientific political thinking.’ (Naimark, 2017, p.65) in Germany particularly from 1912. In 1912 interracial marriage was prohibited throughout Germany and its colonies. The scholar, Eugen Fischer (1874-1967), director of the Kaiser Wilhelm Institute for anthropology, eugenics and human hereditary (1927-1942), asserted the view that while existing mixed-race descendants of mixed marriages might be useful to Germany they should not continue to reproduce. Fischer based his view from his physiological work in Namibia after the Herero and Nama genocide (1904-1908). The use of the anti-miscegenation law expresses the advancement and promotion of racist views. Naimark argues the introduction of this law was a signpost of what was to come later, ‘miscegenation spelled doom for Germans and Germany.’ (Naimark, 2017, p.77)
Houston Chamberlain (1855-1927), a mentor to Hitler and philosophical racist , mentions in his book, ‘The Foundations of the nineteenth century’ (Chamberlain,1899) that ‘Germanic races belong to the most highly gifted group usually termed Aryan…Aryans are pre-eminent among all peoples; for that reason they are by right…the lords of the world.’(Chamberlain, 1899, p.542) This highlights once more the notion of biological purity being important in the pattern on genocidal intent by the constant re-occurrence of pseudo-scientific Social Darwinism being present in all parts of society.  Therefore, it portrays that Naimark’s argument of enduring racism is a main characteristic of genocide to be consistent and rationale. 
Whereas, Ferguson does not agree with Naimark’s view, that pseudo-scientific racism is a central attribute of genocide, in his book, The War of the World: History's Age of Hatred (2007) he says that ‘by 1901 there had been a worldwide revulsion against miscegenation.’ (Ferguson, 2006, p.21) Ferguson’s argument on enduring racism being a main characteristic of genocide then becomes incoherent in my opinion. Naimark clearly shows how scientific racism led to the Holocaust and how the Nazi’s used the concept of eugenics to move forward their genocidal intentions. The declaration of the anti-miscegenation law of 1912 supports his argument that pseudo-scientific racism is a key factor of genocide but also other scholars like Chamberlain and Fischer demonstrate racist views and ideals in society before and after 1901. 
Furthermore, Ferguson in his book later expresses his views on race, ‘man...is programmed by his genes to protect his kin and fight the other’ (Ferguson, 2007, p.44). This statement then puts into question his argument that enduring racism is a crucial contributor in defining genocide. According to the United Nations Convention 1948 definition of genocide, any acts committed with the intent to destroy a group because of their ethnicity are a breach of the Genocide Convention. Does this mean then that Ferguson does not agree with the United Nations definition of genocide even though before he states that enduring racism leads to genocide? As a reader you are left confused and questioning whether Ferguson agrees with the view that enduring racism is a characteristic of genocide. 
However, Ferguson goes on to say, ‘racial differences may be genetically few, but human beings seem to be designed to attach importance to them.’ (Ferguson, 2007, p.46) By this statement, it comes across as though Ferguson supports Naimark’s argument, that scientific racism has a contributing factor in defining genocide and causing genocidal intent. Although on the same page, he states, ‘we should not lose sight of the basic instincts buried within even the most civilised men.’ (Ferguson, 2007, p.46) which makes you think that he does not agree with Naimark. Ferguson’s argument then falls apart and become incoherent. 
To conclude, all three books were informative and strong academic aids. As a student it was easy to access specific and re-occurring characteristics that define genocide in accordance with the United Nations Convention of 1948.They allowed my knowledge on genocidal characteristics to grow by looking at twentieth century and ancient world examples. In, Blood and Soil: A World History of Genocide and Extermination from Sparta to Darfur (Kiernan, 2017) Kiernan clearly shows a correlation between the effect of imperialism and genocide by providing an analysis of the effects of rural romanticism and irredentism in relation to genocidal intent. Whilst arguing that a climate of race is another factor in defining genocide which is supported by Naimark. This grounds Kiernan’s arguments and makes them logical. Naimark’s argument in Genocide: A world History (2017) of pseudo-scientific political thinking being a main characteristic of defining genocide is coherent due to his argument being backed up by United Nations Convention of 1948 and Chamberlain and Fischer. As an international development and global politics student I wanted more decisiveness on Ferguson’s stance on what he thought were the characteristics that defined genocide were in his book, The War of the World: History's Age of Hatred (2007).His arguments on race were flawed by his own contradictions and made his argument incoherent. 
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