
and other international agencies, sai Adelman. The policies of these organisations have uneven

impact on different segments of post-conflict societies, making the concept irrelevant, at best.

Another exainple challenging neutrality in Bosnia, for instance, was the success of stopping

people fromn killing each other and then failing to assist them in returning to their occupied

homes.

The difference between Peacekeeping and peace enforcement was noted. Haines pointed out that

while peacekeeping provides conditions for other initiatives to move forward, peace enforcement

means enforcîng an agreement between opposing side. Hie went on to say that while it may be

possible to remain impartial on the strategic level, it is almost impossible to do so at the tactical

level. The military remains key during the transition period (which follows peace enforcement, in

Most cases) even though it is often difficuit to square milîtary and political objectives. While the

military may not be trained to fulfil civilian functions, such as policing, for instance, many

militari es are ready and often competent to play these rotes. Much depends on the type of

training and culture.

The importance of long terni commitment in peace operations and the need for political wîill and

pu~blic support was emphasised.

A Structural Model of the Preconditions of Genocide and Politicide

There was some discussion of a moddl to identify states at high risk of genocide and politicide,

devised by Barbara Harff and Ted Gurr in partnership with the U.S. govermnent. The model

identifies countries at risk of genocide and politicide in the early 21"~ century, based on a range of

"risk factors" including: the salience of elite ethnicity, exclusionary ideology, autocratie regime,

and others. While examples of countries at risk were provided, they were selected randomly


