Annexes

1. Annexe 1 : Tableaux

Identification (ldent. ), homogeneity (Homog, ), positive stereotypes (Pos. Ster. ), positive emotional climate and social cohesion (Soc, Cob.)
as a function of condition, time, and group

Expenimental Control

Time Before Adfver Before Adfter Condition Time CxT

Victims

IdenL 242 1.41 356 384 64305 40 49%%= 124, Ta%e=
(1.18) (0.51) (1.07) (0.69)

Homog. ia 1.56 4.49 4.52 194 aleee 626 1 Tee* 659 44%%=
(1.09) {0.60) (1.10) (1.00)

Pos. Ster. 217 199 264 241 37.13%ee 422 4600 694 S0 e=
(DT (0L66) (1.25) (1.14)

Soc. Coh 2.11 1.98 1.43 1.70 el 525+ 40,245 %%
(D.63) (0.54) (D.68) (0,600

Perpetrators .

IdenL 1.76 1.61 1.79 209 10.97%== 296 23 72%es
{1.00) (0.68) (0.78) (0.85)

Homog. il 1.65 4.09 4.21 256, 250 110.03%%* 155 2junw
(1.58) (0.56) (1.32) (1.13)

Pos. Ster. 1.72 285 298 2.62 25 9n% == W) OeEe 334 4qnns
(0.58) (0L63) (1.44) (1.25)

Soc. Coh 1.03 |66 1.91 2.14 I64 655 5= 232 T eex 51.43%==
(0.56) (0.52) (0.6T) (0.510)

Neote: Standand deviations are in parentheses. ***p< 001 **p <. 01; *p< 05; "p<, 10,

Tableau 1: Mesure d’identification, d’homogénéité, de stéréotypes positifs, de climat
émotionnel positif et cohésion sociale®® Retrouver au chapitre 11.5

Comparison of survivors who took part in Gacaca and survivors who did not yet participate (control group) for measurements taken before
(Time 1) and after (Time 2) Gacaca.

SurvivorsiGacaca (N= 200) Swrvivors/iControl (N = 185)

Time 1 Time 2 Time 1 Time 2 Group Time Group x Time

M SO M SO M SD M SD F1,383) n  A1,38) n  F1,383) n
Distrust 251 055 313 060 228 053 210 062 1187~ 23 2IESE 38 43088 5
Revenge 223 043 241 04D 345 045 343 063 83155 g8 570 o g8~ 2
Forgiveness 271 045 254 061 1.80 060 100 062 187.82*% 32 702 P2 9643 3D
Contact with perpetrators 232 072 147 060 102 076 188 071 <10 o M2 34 01833 7
Contact with survivors 128 061 208 069 186 076 180 071 1346 03 62048~ g1  B00F &7

“p<01."p < 001.

Tableau 2 : Comparaison de méfiance, désir de vengeance, propension au pardon et contact
intergroupe et contact intra-groupe. Chez les survivants ayant participé aux Gacaca et chez un
groupe de controle n’y ayant pas encore participé®®. Retrouver au chapitre 11.5
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Combinations of reasons within the narratives of change in IET

Coding Mentioned as If first reason, then in combination with:
i & E 2 g E E iy
only reason first reason second or third § ogq" E § E g 5 g
reason 8 E ;; o g g % ‘g“

1

Gacaca 52 17.0% n7  38.4% 136 44,6% 59 1 3 59 o 22
End of gacaca 4 5,696 65 91,596 2 2,8% 50 [+] o 36 o 1 n
Citizen life 38 29,09 63 49,6% 26 20,5% mn o 12 45 o 4 10
Social interactions 79 23,29 60 17,606 202 59,2% [ 1 n 35 1 9 6
Habituation 14 53,896 10 38,506 2 7.7% 2 o o 5 o o 4
Private life 2 6,7% 13 43,3% 15 50,0% 1 [+] a 10 ] 1 1
Emotions 14 16,796 16 19,0% 54 643% 7 o o 12 1 [+] o
Total 203 20,6% 344 35.0% 437 44.4% 136 2 26 202 2 5 54

Motes: The figure gives the frequency distribution of narratives of change associated with upward movements in IET, for the period zo01-20m;
occurring alone or in combination, as first, second or third reason. The narratives are coded using the coding categories of the legend, which
correspond to more disaggregated categories

Tableau 3 : Mesure des raisons qui ont poussé a un changement de narration par rapport a la
confiance interethnique (IET)®. Retrouver au chapitre 11.5
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