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On 25 April 2015, Burundi’s ruling party, the National Council for the Defence of Democracy – Forces for the Defence of Democracy (CNDD-FDD), announced that President
Pierre Nkurunziza would be seeking a third term in office, defying pressure to adhere to
the requirements of the Arusha Agreement and step down at the end of his second term.[1]
The following day, the first of numerous protests against the regime began in the capital,
Bujumbura, bringing thousands to the streets in defiance of the government’s ban on such
protest.[2] Internationally, there was a sense of suspended disbelief. How would the people
of Burundi react? Would there be widespread protests? Would there be a return to the violence of prior years? Would this be part of an «African Spring», which analysts had speculated over as the Arab Spring shifted from its epicentre in the Gulf towards North Africa?
Although Burundi has a long, bloody history of ethno-political conflict and genocide, the
ethnic dimension only plays a minor role in the current crisis. Almost as soon as it gained
independence from Belgium, the country was plunged into what would become a longstanding and escalating pattern of ethnic violence. Cycles of ethnic violence – primarily orchestrated by the state – have persisted, as identity politics were violently deployed to arbitrarily include and exclude groups from access to power. At its worst, between 1993 and
2005, an estimated 300,000 people died – not counting those killed or disappeared during
the years of political repression that preceded this phase.
However, an ethnically diverse cross-section of Burundians has expressed – through protest
and exile – their rejection of Nkurunziza’s third term push, urging a renewed commitment
to the Arusha Agreement of 2000, which began the process of ending cycles of violence.
As the creation of two of Africa’s most renowned leaders – Julius Nyerere and Nelson Mandela – ideationally at least, the agreement has near-constitutional status in post-conflict
Burundi.
In Article 3, the Arusha Agreement provides «any belligerent parties … continuing their
belligerent activities against the people of Burundi, or any section of them, the violent acts
of such parties will be deemed to constitute an attack on all the Parties comprising this
national platform for the Burundian people, as well as on this endeavour to establish an
inclusive democratic Burundian state».
As such, for Burundians, the Arusha Agreement represents more than political détente. It
is the spirit and will of the people – exhausted by generational conflict – carving out their
hopeful path for the future.
This perhaps explains the tension in Burundi that brought so many out to protest. A third
term violates the presidential term limits contained in the Arusha Agreement, even if Nkurunziza’s supporters argue that the constitution permits the third term. They read it as al-
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lowing him two elected terms (his first followed a parliamentary vote); most observers read
it in light of the spirit of the agreement as allowing two terms, period. To those protesting,
this is more than a mere power grab – it is a deliberate disregard of the will of the people.
Although President Nkurunziza’s decision to run for a third mandate triggered the current
crisis, some of the core causes of popular discontent are tensions within the ruling party,
the government’s persistent measures to close off the political space since the end of the
transition, a failure to consolidate democracy, rampant corruption by government officials,
and the slow rate of development.

A country on the brink
Almost a year since Nkurunziza’s announcement, the international community remains in a
state of suspended animation, seemingly unsure about what to do to solve the problem. The
African Union (AU) indicated that it would delegate the East African Community (EAC) to
take the lead in diplomacy on the issue but insisted that the solution to the crisis in Burundi
should come from Africa. The European Union (EU) seemed satisfied to take a step back
and allow this to happen, although the spectre of sanctions was waved early on, particularly by Belgium. The United States Ambassador to the United Nations (UN) and their Special Envoy to the Great Lakes issued stern warnings on the small nation’s descent into chaos.
So far, most action on Burundi has been confined to economic pressure, that is, sanctions
and the suspension of preferential trade status under various agreements. Meanwhile, the
threat of violence has slowly started to materialise – not in a big way, as in prior waves of
violence in the country, but in a slow and systemic fashion, in particular targeting leaders
of the human rights community and the opposition, who have come out strongly and publicly against Nkurunziza’s third term.
In May 2015 there was an attempted coup in Burundi while Nkurunziza was in Dar es
Salaam, Tanzania, for talks aimed at resolving the political crisis.[3] The coup can be seen
as a key moment that completely transformed the tone of the crisis, because thousands of
civilians came out to celebrate Nkurunziza’s deposition alongside the leaders of the coup.
When Nkurunziza returned to the country, the government targeted both civilians and
soldiers it believed to be affiliated with the coup. Furthermore, as a result of the attempted
coup, all independent radio stations were closed.
By October 2015, the UN had recorded 134 killings, primarily in Bujumbura, but unofficial sources and citizen reports, including on social media, suggest that the number
might be much higher.[4] Amnesty International raised an alarm over mass graves on 28
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January 2016[5] and on 2 March 2016. Bujumbura’s mayor, Freddy Mbonimpa, conceded the existence of at least one mass grave containing 30 bodies within the city limits.
Arbitrary detentions, especially of young adults, took place every day. Meanwhile, almost
250,000 people have fled the country, primarily to Tanzania (122,421) but also to Rwanda
(71,140), Uganda (18,427), and the Democratic Republic of Congo (18,832), and many
have been displaced internally.[6] A significant number of those displaced are unaccompanied children whose parents have sent them away for fear that they might be recruited by
negative elements of the youth wing of the CNDD-FDD. Since 2010 some members of the
group have been accused of functioning as a militia.[7]

Political Groups
Political groups have begun to coalesce into organised units on all sides of the conflict. The
government has closed ranks and managed to absorb some key political figures, notably
Agathon Rwasa. Rwasa was the leader of the National Liberation Forces (FNL), which
was formed in Tanzanian refugee camps in the 1980s, ostensibly to prepare for an armed
struggle to retake Burundi following the violence in 1972.[8] The FNL was active in the
1993–2005 civil war but was disarmed in May 2008 after signing the Comprehensive
Ceasefire Agreement that de facto adhered to the Arusha Agreement.[9] Rwasa had put
himself forward for the presidency in 2010 but pulled out and went into hiding as part of an
opposition boycott following repression by the state and several guerrilla attacks between
2010 and 2012 that were attributed to the FNL. In 2013 Rwasa announced that he would
run for the presidency against Nkurunziza in 2015. Although he denounced Nkurunziza’s
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January 2016; available at: http://reliefweb.int/sites/reliefweb.int/files/resources/
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election on 21 July 2015, by the end of the month he had joined Nkurunziza’s parliament
as deputy speaker.[10]
On 1 August 2015 the Council for the Restoration of the Arusha Agreement and the Rule
of Law (CNARED) – a coalition of civil society actors and opposition leaders in exile – was
created for the express reason of removing Nkurunziza from power.[11] This overt rejection of Nkurunziza has led to hostility from the government, which claims that the coalition
is connected to the coup plotters. Nkurunziza has therefore outright refused to participate
in any kind of national dialogue that includes them, thereby limiting the possibilities for
genuine and inclusive national reconciliation dialogue.
In December 2015, a new rebel movement that had formed earlier in the year was officially
announced in Burundi, The Republican Forces for Burundi (FOREBU).[12] This is the first
group that has openly announced that it would use force to depose Nkunrunziza and «protect the population and uphold the Arusha Accords».[13] The group also «condemns the
barbarity of the Nkurunziza regime [and their] categorical and arrogant rejection of any
dialogue». Another armed group, Red-TABARA, was also formed, details about which are
lacking except through information available on their Twitter handle.[14] Although neither
FOREBU nor Red-TABARA is at least publicly affiliated with CNARED, some observers
suspect unofficial links between the armed and political oppositions.

Escalation of violence
Targeted assassinations on both sides of the tension have become prevalent in the crisis in
Burundi. On 2 August 2015 one of Nkurunziza’s closest associates, Adolphe Nshimiramana, was killed in a rocket attack in the capital. On the same day, Pierre-Claver Mbonimpa,
a key human rights figure and president of the Association for the Protection of Human
Rights and Detained Persons, narrowly survived an assassination attempt and went abroad
to seek treatment. In October, Mbonimpa’s son-in-law was assassinated, allegedly by security forces, and in November, his son Welly Fleury Nzitonda was also assassinated.[15]

10	
«Burundi Opposition Leader Becomes New Parliament’s Deputy Speaker», VOA Africa; available
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A witness claimed that police officers demanded Nzitonda’s identification card and subsequently assaulted him. His body was later found in an empty house in the Mutakura neighbourhood of Bujumbura.
Meanwhile on August 15, Jean Bikomagu, Chief of Staff of the armed forces from 1993
to 1996, was also assassinated in a motorcycle drive-by shooting on his way back from
church.[16] On September 7, Patrice Guhungu, a spokesperson for a small political party,
was shot dead in front of his house, forcing other party leaders into exile. On September
29, Jean Baptiste Nsengiyumva, another leading opposition figure, was assassinated.[17]
In the meantime, the police have continued to summarily arrest and detain individuals,
some of whom are still in detention, some of whom have gone missing and not been heard
from since.
Nkurunziza has openly and repeatedly claimed that he is acting on the will of God and that
the third mandate is ordained by a higher power.[18] Local religious leaders in Burundi
have tried to lobby Nkurunziza, with little success. Thus, religious leaders have a key role
to play in the crisis and have openly criticised Nkurunziza’s third term; in March 2015, the
Catholic Bishops of Burundi urged against a third term for Nkurunziza.[19] On September 22, Burundi’s Conference of Catholic Bishops demanded «real dialogue» for all actors,
including CNARED – a call that, to date, Nkurunziza has continued to ignore – and condemned the deteriorating security situation.[20] Meanwhile, the Archbishop of Bujumbura
survived an assassination attempt on May 31.[21]
In the same breath, civil society has been significantly affected by targeted assassinations,
exile, and government policy. On November 23, the Burundi government provisionally
banned several local NGOs, claiming they were «facing judicial action for their role in crimes committed».[22]
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The violence has continued to escalate. On November 16, there were 60 people treated at
a hospital in Bujumbura after grenades exploded across the city.[23] On November 22, at
least four people were killed and many more wounded in Bujumbura, and heavy gunfire and
grenade explosions were heard overnight.[24] On December 1, seven people were killed in
a 24-hour period across the country, with several bodies found in the streets the next morning, grenades flung into bars, and a police patrol ambushed in the context of another daily
gun battle.[25] On December 9, police drove into Cibitoke and shot five victims during
a search for suspects.[26] On December 12, gunmen launched a coordinated assaults on
three army bases, during which 12 gunmen were killed and another 21 arrested.[27] After
three weeks of relative calm, at least one person was killed and several injured in an attack
on New Year’s Eve.[28] Another grenade attack was launched on February 2, killing one
person.[29]
Without a workable political solution, the crisis in Burundi continues to threaten the lives
of Burundians and the stability of the entire region.

A peace-mission for Burundi?
In January 2016, the AU held its 26th summit in Addis Ababa. Among the many anticipated topics on the agenda was whether the AU would authorise the deployment of an African
Prevention and Protection Mission in Burundi (MAPROBU),[30] despite the vehement
opposition of the government. Basing its decision on Article 4(h) of the AU’s Constitutive
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Act, which claims «the right of the Union to intervene in a Member State pursuant to a
decision of the Assembly in respect of grave circumstances, namely: war crimes, genocide
and crimes against humanity», the Peace and Security Council (PSC) recommended that a
5,000-strong mission be sent to Burundi to stop the escalating violence in the country and
to foster the necessary conditions to promote genuine and inclusive dialogue among the
relevant actors. Unsurprisingly, hours of discussions among the heads of states on the issue
led to the categorical rejection of MAPROBU without Burundi’s consent. Instead, the AU
agreed to send a high-level delegation to Burundi to engage in consultations with the government and other actors about the Burundian dialogue and to encourage the government to
welcome the deployment of MAPROBU.[31]
The push to deploy a peacekeeping mission in Burundi followed the worst episodes of
violence since the beginning of the political crisis triggered in April 2015. Indeed, on 11
December 2015, rebels attacked four military camps around Bujumbura. An armed confrontation between the assailants and government forces followed. The next day, residents
found dozens of corpses scattered in the streets. Witnesses claimed that during the confrontation, security and defence forces summarily executed young people in opposition neighbourhoods and arrested hundreds.
The AU PSC responded to this particularly violent event by issuing a communiqué that
gave the Burundian government 96 hours to accept the deployment of an AU peacekeeping
force. The Burundian government categorically refused, and President Nkurunziza, in a
televised address, stated that any AU deployment without the government’s consent would
be considered a hostile invading force and would be treated as such.[32]
Although the PSC’s push for the peacekeeping mission appeared to demonstrate the AU’s
resolve, it presented major obstacles. First, deployment without Burundi’s acquiescence
would require a two-thirds majority of the heads of states, which is a tall order, considering
the reluctance of African presidents to deviate from their principle of non-interference.
This would have been the first time in AU history that the organisation deployed military
force without the host country’s agreement. Second, even if the AU had secured two-thirds
of the vote, it would have had to then seek approval from the UN Security Council. The AU
has framed the MAPROBU mandate in such a way that it would be operating under the
aegis of Chapter VII of the UN Charter rather than exclusively under Article 4(h) of the

31	
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AU’s Constitutive Act.[33] Article 4(h) is textually inconsistent with Chapter VII of the
UN Charter because it permits launching a humanitarian military intervention without the
consent of the subject state, which cannot occur without the approval of the UN Security
Council. Therefore, the AU would still require UN authorisation. This is not without precedent – it happened in Libya – but it certainly complicates the issue.
As it stands, the fate of MAPROBU remains uncertain. For all intents and purposes, the
possibility of a mission, though slim, remains on the table, as the AU’s main argument
for not deploying the mission was that it was premature. The high-level delegation sent to
Bujumbura on February 25–26 was tasked with addressing the potential deployment of
MAPROBU, possibly indicating that the AU has not yet given up on that option. That being
said, important questions remain about the AU’s capacity and resources to deploy such
a mission – many of the member states are far behind in regard to the payment of their
membership fees. Although the AU has authorised the creation of not one, but two military
forces to respond to situations such as these, neither the African Capacity for Immediate
Response to Crises (ACIRC) nor the African Standby Force (ASF) have been deployed in
Burundi. The existence of two forces doing essentially the same thing has divided scarce
resources; where ACIRC does not yet have full capacity, the ASF has not reached full operationalisation.[34] Those countries that have willingly participated in other peacekeeping
missions are reluctant to extend their commitments to Burundi, predominantly because
this would set a dangerous precedent of intervention without the permission of the host
country.
But while the AU scrambles to find new momentum to mediate the Burundi crisis – and as
the violence shows no signs of abating – the question is whether international and regional actors have any tools left to deal with a government that is suppressing dissents by all
means necessary as well as to deal with a growing armed rebellion. As the relevant stakeholders assess how to move forward, they would be well served to identify the numerous
factors that have allowed Burundi to slowly sink into the worst crisis since the civil war.

Failed Analysis
International responses to the crisis in Burundi have been hobbled by many factors. Among
them, two are worth noting. First, the failure of some policymakers to seriously consider
Burundi’s history and the evolution of its political landscape has led to a number of policy
false starts. On one hand, the international impetus has for some time been so focussed on

33	
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34	
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the ethnic dimension of post-transition Burundian politics that policymakers did not pay
close attention to the politically transformative impact of the intra-ethnic power struggle between Hutu actors that seems to have consumed the early post-transitional years.
Indeed, from the dismissal of 22 CNDD-FDD deputies following the arrest of once-party
chairman and strongman Hussein Radjabu to the relentless dismantling of Agathon Rwasa’s FNL to weaken its political base, initially much of the political competition took place
among the Hutu political elite and inside the ruling party. This intra-ethnic political competition remains relevant to this day.
Over the years, the lack of democratic consolidation inside the ruling party – as well as
within the opposition parties – exacerbated and created new divisions within the CNDDFDD.[35] These internal tensions are extremely relevant, as they presented a challenge to
President Nkurunziza and his circle of power early in his second term. As such, the March
2015 revolt by the branches of the CNDD-FDD[36] opposed to Nkurunziza’s third mandate was simply a manifestation of long-brewing frustrations at the heart of the party. There
is no doubt that this crisis has seen increased Tutsi participation in the extra-parliamentary
opposition, and as such, the Tutsi community has paid a heavy price for it. However, the
magnitude and sustained nature of the current crisis is partly due to the discontent among
the CNDD-FDD, leading to the defection of key political and military actors now part of
both the political and armed oppositions.
However, one should not dismiss the reality of the dangerous ethnicisation of the current
crisis. There is no denying the increase in violent government rhetoric against the Tutsi[37]
and the rising number of Tutsi victims[38] of political violence. Also, a large part of the
Hutu opposition is in exile. Moreover, the cross-ethnic nature of the opposition, while still
real, is waning,[39] as the participation of Rwasa in government institutions has led some
of his remaining supporters to shift away from active opposition.

35	
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Still keeping in mind Burundi’s history of political violence,[40] stakeholders should be
cautious not to conflate the ethnic dimension of the Burundian civil war – and the proximity to Rwanda – to a country on the brink of replicating the 1994 genocide in Rwanda. By
anticipating a massive genocide before serious action is taken to resolve the political crisis,
we fail to recognise the previous patterns of political violence that are being replicated
today. Previous episodes of violence in Burundi were often characterised by state security
agents engaging in the bulk of violence, assisted by youth militias, such as in 1972 and
1993. Equally important is taking note that the origins of the Republican Forces of Burundi, one of the rebel groups, has interesting similarities to the evolution of the CNDD rebellion prior to the civil war. Although the context is drastically different, the CNDD rebellion
also initially started with limited resources and a few defections from the armed forces and
the military academy. Similarly, they initially posed a limited challenge to the state and
were belittled by the government. Only time will tell whether the current rebellion will be
able to gather support in the countryside and gain momentum.
While the international community waits for signs of a civil war with ethnical dimensions,
it needs to consider and investigate the mounting evidence of current human rights violations. The absence of Rwanda-style genocide in such a fragile post-conflict state should
not be an excuse for complacency. In fact, waiting for genocide before decisive measures
are taken would be devastating. Should the dynamics change to give way to massive ethnic
conflict, with no political or peacekeeping presence on the ground, the UN would not be
equipped to respond appropriately and in a timely manner.[41]

Old Habits
The second factor worth noting is that the regime has had years to learn how to avoid
serious negative repercussions from the international community for its bad behaviour. One
could easily argue that there is little that is new about the ruling party’s current behaviour
and that it has, in fact, been facilitated by years of international complacency about Burundi’s peacebuilding success story. As such, the ruling elite seem to believe that they will get
through this storm relatively unscathed.
Since their arrival in power, the CNDD-FDD ruling elite has consistently used coercive
measures for political gains. Inside the party, it has used expulsions, demotions, and reassignments of dissenting members to maintain party discipline. Outside the party, it has used
a number of legal and security tools to close the political space and neutralise enemies. As
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such, in 2010 – as it would five years later – the government used harassment, intimidation, and arrests of opposition members[42] to weaken their political rivals, the press, and
civil society organisations. The international community, while taking note of the pre-election repression, declared the elections to be free and fair.[43]
Between 2010 and 2011, the government – in retaliation for insurgency threats from some
parts of the opposition – engaged in the relentless and violent dismantling of FNL networks. International organisations reported acts of torture, disappearances, extrajudicial
killings, and other massacres at the hands of government security forces. Yet, in 2012, the
government was able to secure a steep increase[44] in donor assistance, surpassing the
government’s initial targets. «In return the Burundian government promised to respect
democracy, human rights and the rule of law.»[45]
However, it became quickly apparent that the government had no intentions of prioritising
democratic consolidation or respect for the rule of law. Instead, the government engaged in
a series of legislative reforms with new and amended laws concerning political and opposition parties, public demonstrations, and the press, thereby further restricting the political
space. One also has to mention that the withdrawal of the opposition from its parliamentary
work after the elections in 2010 was also an obstacle for democratic development, as they
paved the way even more so for the dominance of the CNDD-FDD.
Similarly, the government failed to implement key provisions of the roadmap it agreed to
in 2013. In March of that year, the UN brokered a tentative rapprochement between the
opposition and ruling parties by organising a workshop in which all participants agreed on
a 42-point roadmap to prepare for successful elections in 2015. Yet, with no implementation mechanisms, the ruling party violated its commitments on a number of items on the
roadmap, notably on the promotion of conditions for inclusive, free, and fair elections, and
refraining from attempting to unilaterally change the constitution.
It is therefore not surprising that the government has handled the current crisis in a similar
fashion. In the past year, the government has made a number of commitments for genuine
and inclusive dialogue with the opposition, only to renege on its commitments or abide only
to the letter – and not the spirit – of its engagements. When the international communi-
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ty condemned the government for the way it handled a disarmament programme[46] in
November 2015, the government softened its approach, as all eyes were on Burundi. But a
month later, following the rebel attacks on military positions, the government is reported to
have engaged in disproportionate retaliation and numerous extrajudicial killings.[47] It is
only after AU threats to deploy MAPROBU that the government showed some willingness
to resume mediations, which took place in Uganda on December 28 and have since stalled.

Mediation efforts
Numerous groups have attempted to mediate the crisis in Burundi, with no successes to
date.
The EAC was the first to attempt mediation, led by Ugandan President Yoweri Museveni.
In July 2015, Museveni flew to Burundi to start talks between Nkurunziza and the opposition in Bujumbura, including Rwasa’s FNL.[48] Selecting Museveni to be mediator was
met with some scepticism because he himself was looking to extend his term in office to
a staggering 30 years, and therefore seemingly has no moral basis on which to criticise
Nkurunziza. Furthermore, Museveni was promptly distracted by a hotly contested election
at home, seemed to have lost interest in the mediation efforts, and has instead turned to
managing the fallout of the visibly compromised election. January 2016 talks scheduled
for Arusha were a non-starter, as Burundi refused to send a delegation as long as CNARED
was at the table.[49] On March 2, at the end of the East African Summit, former Tanzanian President Benjamin Mkapa, who was part of the team that oversaw the signing of the
Arusha Agreement, was named as the mediator in Burundi.[50]
It is important to recall that the EAC is an economic community focussed on economic
integration and not a political union, and thus the organisation was always intervening in
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Burundi from a place of inexperience. The EAC has been unable to reach a consensus on
how to manage the crisis. Indeed, competing foreign policy imperatives have divided the
heads of states over President Nkurunziza’s third mandate. Museveni and Rwandan President Paul Kagame’s personal interest in avoiding criticism for third-termism seems to have
suffocated any leadership from more democratic regimes. Rwanda in particular has taken
a hands-off approach, although a confidential UN report accused Rwanda of arming rebels
fighting against Nkurunziza.[51] Tanzania’s former president had urged Nkurunziza not
to seek a third term but backtracked slightly, even before the change in government in late
2015, whereby the new administration seems to be favouring a wait-and-see approach. And
with active interventions into South Sudan, the Central African Republic, and Somalia,
the Kenyan government has not demonstrated an interest in taking the lead on Burundi. As
such, no real leadership has come from the EAC.
The African Union has also made attempts at mediating the crisis. The latest effort was
the proposed deployment of the MAPROBU forces, but even while all signs pointed to the
rejection of the force, there were talks of up-scaling the diplomatic efforts to resolve the
crisis. On 29 December 2015, the Chairperson of the African Union, Dr Nkosozana Dlamini Zuma, celebrated the resumption of the AU-led inter-Burundian dialogue.[52] She
cited the authorisation of MAPROBU as being a key success in the AU’s diplomatic efforts
in her press release, and this perhaps fed into the great expectation that the force would be
approved at the January 2016 AU summit, which it was not. The AU did go ahead with a
high-level delegation to Burundi consisting of several African heads of state, led by South
African President Jacob Zuma. This culminated in the authorisation of 100 human rights
observers and 100 military monitors for Burundi.[53] This has been lauded as a success
by the African Union, but there are already concerns that key issues were not tabled in the
negotiations. For instance, there was no call for the need to include CNARED in the peace
talks, or for the deployment of MAPROBU.[54] Moreover, the increase in the number of
human rights observers and military experts was agreed upon months ago, but never imple-
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ment. As such, claiming the outcome of the high-level delegation’s visit to be a success is
misleading.
The UN has also struggled to find a workable way forward on Burundi. To its credit, in addition to several Human Rights Council Statements, on December 19 the Security Council
issued a strong statement condemning the violence and human rights violations, urging
Nkurunziza to accept MAPROBU.[55] Similarly, members of the Security Council visited
Burundi in January,[56] as did the UN Secretary-General himself on 22 February 2016 to
urge dialogue and an end to the violence.[57]
In October, the US suspended Burundi from the African Growth and Opportunities Act
programme.[58] In December, the US Ambassador to the UN apparently told British and
French diplomats that she was frustrated with the Security Council, which seemed hamstrung on Burundi with «no contingency planning, no UN presence, no dialogue … and a
lack of resources».[59] But despite the UN’s efforts, a leaked memo from the Department
for Peacekeeping Operations (DPKO) revealed that the organisation was completely unprepared for any further escalation in Burundi.[60] The DPKO memo affirmed that the UN
would not be able to respond to a genocide or open war in Burundi, and was further unable
to respond to violence against civilians owing to the lack of a political framework for such
an intervention. Key states within the Security Council extended the grim news. The Security Council – as a unit and as individual nations – has been unable to offer any direction on
the crisis in Burundi.
Through all of this, both regional and international actors have been unable to pressure the
Burundian government to make consistent moves towards peace and conciliation. Most of
the 100 AU human rights observers agreed upon have yet to be deployed, and those that
are on the ground as part of a previous agreement have not signed a memorandum of understanding (MOU), thereby limiting their ability to operate in the country.
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Consequently, it is very possible that the government believes that continued intransigence
will pay off again.

Profound Consequences
The crisis in Burundi continues to grow in severity and intensity, but apparently not severely
or intensely enough to warrant high-level interventions. In recent weeks, the government
seems to have made steps to relax its stance against independent media and the opposition
by allowing two important radio stations that had been destroyed during the coup attempt
of May 2015 to broadcast again, but under strict government conditions.[61] The government has also removed the names of 15 prominent[62] opposition members, civil society
leaders, and journalist from an international warrant. Nevertheless a return from exile is
not possible. Although this may represent the government turning a new leaf after its diplomatic victory at the AU summit, it may also be the regime attempting to ease tensions as
the EU considers imposing sanctions[63] as a result of unsatisfactory consultations based
on Article 96 of the Cotonou Agreement. Article 96 calls for a re-evaluation of assistance
for the EU and EU member states if a partner state fails to respect essential elements of
human rights, democratic principles, and the rule of law. The loss of financial support from
the EU and its member states would be a devastating blow to the country’s deteriorating
economy.[64] It is therefore possible that the regime is attempting to take a few measures
that would indicate its resolve to move in a positive direction. Now the question is whether
the government will fully implement these measures and move towards genuine and inclusive dialogue with the main actors of this political standoff.
Despite the government’s recent actions, there are also other forces that have the potential to negatively impact peace and security in Burundi. The armed opposition, with its
nebulous ties to some members of the political opposition,[65] also contributes to domestic and regional instability. Confrontations in the streets of Bujumbura have resulted in
the deaths of numerous civilians. Moreover, the serious allegations that Rwanda may be
involved in recruiting and training rebels[66] should lead the international community to
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take a serious look into the dynamics between governments and non-state armed groups in
the Great Lakes region as a possible contributing factor to – though not the cause of – the
escalation of violence in Burundi, given the legacy of such relationships in the region.
Finally, if the political opposition in exile is invited to negotiate with the government,
will it be able to set aside the egos and opportunism it has at times displayed in the past?
Although it is clear that the main political actors have not changed much since the war, the
opposition in exile needs to ensure it engages in the mediation for the good of the people
and not solely for individual political aspirations. Hence, when the talks eventually resume,
those in charge of leading the process should be keen not to replicate the status quo of distribution of power and influence and ensure that other, often neglected, stakeholders such
as youth and women are included.
It is hard to understand why Nkurunziza and his inner circle are so determined to push
through a third term in the shadow of street protests, an attempted coup, an opposition
boycott of the elections, and countless exhortations from regional and international organisations to step aside. Although the Burundi Constitutional Court endorsed Nkurunziza’s
proposed third term, defections by court judges and several senior government representatives have severely compromised the Court’s procedural legitimacy.
The material consequences of their intransigence are already evident. To date, 250,000
refugees have arrived in neighbouring countries as images of (mostly) young men killed by
police forces trickle through the newsfeeds of those monitoring the situation. Burundi is not
a small country – it looks small because it is dwarfed by its massive neighbours – and mass
movement of its 10 million-strong population, especially into the volatile eastern region of
the Democratic Republic of Congo, will destabilise the already restive region.
Other severe consequences will take longer to manifest but can already be mapped. As one
of the major troop contributors to the AMISOM peacekeeping mission in Somalia, Burundi devouring itself will weaken the force, and probably create security vulnerabilities,
especially for Kenya and its already overstretched military, which is elbow-deep in the war
against Al-Shabaab.
Furthermore, Nkurunziza is perpetuating the historical weakness of the Burundian presidency as an institution. Since independence in 1962, only one president in Burundi has
completed a term in office: Pierre Buyoya, whose two terms were consequences of coups
d’etat. By poising himself as indispensable, Nkurunziza is making it harder to separate the
individual from the institution.
As of the time of writing, no political solution to the conflict is in sight. Even so, there have
been several key developments in Burundi that have complicated the situation further.
Whether or not MAPROBU is ever deployed should not determine the level of engagement
of regional and international actors in solving the crisis. In the weeks since the AU decision
not to deploy the mission, a number of high-level delegations have visited Burundi. However, one year since the beginning of the crisis, there is no tangible strategy to help Burundi
pull itself away from the brink of war. The status quo is unsustainable, and the internatio-
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nal community is unlikely to let the situation solve itself. Time is of the essence: the longer
stakeholders delay decisive – as opposed to symbolic – engagement with Burundian actors,
the more likely we are to see permanent losses to the post-Arusha gains.
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