
instruments that could and have been used to address post-conflicr peacebuilding and reconciliation.

They have, howevcr, operated in very différent circumstances and under diffrent ndates The
ICJ7Y operated in the middle of ongoing conflict, amidst a wide array of international goverumental

organizations (IGOs) and nongoverumental organizations (NGOs) induding the NATO peace

support operations - the NATO-Icd Implementation Force (IFOR) and the NATO-led

Stabilization Force (SFOR) - and dozens of NGOs. In contrast, the ICTR operated after t.he conflict

had ended and in a virtual political vacuum, as only a handful of IGOs and NGOs continued to

operate in the region. The ICJ7R itself, worked froni a small office for the prosecutor in Kiguli and

the Tribunal conducted its hearings iu Arusha, Tanzania. The ICTR wodced under a very restricred

mandate that was bound in ternis of timc and territory. The ICTYs mandate, in conrrast, was more

open euded. This allowed the ICIT t» continue its work in Kosovo, whercas the ICTR could flot

investigate any activities which took place before or afrer 1994 or outside ofkRwanda.

Que of the difficulties that the Tribunals have encountered in their work bas been a stroug resistance

ou the part of the military to support the enforcemnt of proper conduct by combatants. Qne would

have thought, Arbour said, that the military would have an interest in supporting the prosecution of

tiiose who violated the <warrior's honour', but iu lier experience ti was not always the case. The

ICTY had beeu given a chapter VII mandate froni the UN Security Council, but there seemed a


