
Mark Doyle 
 

A correspondent for the BBC, he was for a while the only foreign journalist in 
Rwanda and he broadcast live what was happening. 

      
 
It  i s est imated that the Red Cross saved between 60,000 and 70,000 peopl e .  
 
It doesn't surprise me at all, and it confirms what I've always thought -- that with a few more 
U.N. soldiers [they could have saved many more lives]… 
 
There was even a point … when African countries offered [more] soldiers, and all they 
needed was a few trucks and some airlift to get them in. The Americans even refused to do 
that. … The British government and the American government -- who send their politicians 
to Kigali and cry over the gravesites -- these are the same countries that refused to send 
soldiers to stop it happening, when they knew it was happening, not just because I was 
telling them that it was happening. … They deliberately tried to stop countries [from] 
sending troops to the U.N., and started manufacturing a plan, where the Americans in 
particular said the most important thing to do is to get some soldiers around the borders of 
Rwanda to save the refugees. 
 
Well, hell, was that the most important thing? It was completely the opposite of what was 
required. What was required was to have soldiers in the middle in Kigali in each town, each 
football stadium. Broadly speaking, that was Dallaire's plan -- to have soldiers at football 
stadiums to protect people. I think it was a doable plan. He just didn't have enough soldiers. 
I'm sure a few thousand extra soldiers could have saved hundreds of thousands of lives. 
 
Why didn 't  i t  happen? 
 
Because they were Africans, I think. How many peacekeepers were there in Bosnia, Kosovo, 
[the] former Yugoslavia? There were a lot. In Rwanda, there were a couple of hundred 
poorly equipped U.N. [soldiers] without armored personnel carriers, without a proper 
military field hospital, without proper logistics supply from Copenhagen and Nairobi and 
these places where the U.N. do their operations. 
 
So I don't think there can be any doubt that if hundreds of thousands of Europeans or 
Americans were being killed in the way that Rwandans were being killed -- do you think the 
world would not have intervened? I think it's because they were Africans. 
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