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INTRODUCTION
Sudan’s Socio-Political Landscape:
Sudan’s socio-political landscape is of immense

complexity, shaped by its ethnic diversity, long-standing
historical grievances, and a legacy of conflict. With
over 500 ethnic groups and various religious affiliations,
Sudan’s demographic makeup has always been a source
of cultural richness and political tension (El-Battahani,
2022). From the secession of South Sudan in 2011 to
the conflicts in Darfur, Blue Nile, and South Kordofan,
ethnic and regional divides have often been manipulated
by political elites to entrench their power (International
Crisis Group, 2023). These conflicts have deep roots in
colonial policies prioritizing some groups over others,
further exacerbated by post-colonial governments that
fueled tensions for political gain (Deng, 2021). Such a
backdrop has promoted fertile ground for hate speech
and disinformation, with profound implications for peace
and social cohesion in the country (Sall, 2023).
Historically, political leaders have used ethnic identities
to maintain control, reinforcing divisions to weaken
collective opposition (Bennett, 2022). For example,
the Darfur conflict, which began in 2003, was marked
by a brutal campaign of ethnic cleansing against non-
Arab groups, with hate speech used as a critical tool in
mobilizing support for the Janjaweed militias (Mamdani,
2010). In recent years, the overthrow of Omar al-Bashir’s
regime in 2019 and the subsequent political transition
provided hope for a new chapter of inclusivity and
national unity. However, the resurgence of violence,
particularly the war that erupted between the Sudanese
Armed Forces (SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces
(RSF) in 2023, has shattered this optimism, with hate
speech and disinformation once again fueling the conflict
(Human ef al., 2023).

Hate speech and disinformation in Sudan represent not
only rhetorical violence but also a continuation of cycles of
conflict. In a nation where political influence is frequently
structured through tribal and regional alliances, spreading
harmful narratives can incite widespread violence and
undermine reconciliation efforts (Elamin, 2023). Hate
speech reinforces stereotypes, dehumanizes targeted
groups, and legitimizes violence, while disinformation
fosters confusion and distrust, corroding the social
cohesion vital for peacebuilding (Mamdani, 2020).

The ongoing conflict between the Sudanese Armed
Forces (SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces (RSF) starkly
illustrates how these dynamics can escalate hostilities.
Both factions have used dehumanizing language to garner
support, framing ethnic identities as battle lines. Social
media platforms have been flooded with rumors and false
reports about military victories, foreign interventions,
and alleged atrocities, which has heightened fear and
animosity between communities (International Crisis
Group, 2023). Such developments demonstrate how
unchecked hate speech and disinformation not only
deepen societal rifts but also endanger Sudan’s fragile
prospects for peace (African Centre for the Constructive
Resolution of Disputes, 2022).

Addressing these issues is not solely about reducing
immediate violence but also about building a foundation
for a peaceful and inclusive Sudan. Hate speech and
disinformation disrupt the trust essential to any
enduring peace process. For Sudan to achieve a long-
lasting resolution, combating divisive narratives through
initiatives such as promoting dialogue, enhancing media
literacy, and enforcing accountability for incitement to
violence must be prioritized (Al-Karib & Badawi, 2022).
These steps are necessary for efforts to rebuild Sudan’s
fractured communities to remain fragile and susceptible
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to the next surge of polarizing rhetoric (UN ez al., 2021).

Problem Statement

This article argues that hate speech and disinformation
are critical obstacles to achieving local peace in Sudan. By
exploring how these toxic narratives are spread through
political discourse and social media and by examining
their Role in exacerbating ethnic and regional conflicts,
this article demonstrates how addressing hate speech and
disinformation is vital for promoting social harmony and
preventing further violence. The current war between the
SAF and RSF illustrates the urgent need to implement
mechanisms to combat these destructive forces, both
legally and through grassroots peacebuilding initiatives.
Only by doing so can Sudan begin to heal and move
towards a more stable and peaceful future.

Sudan’s deeply rooted ethnic and political divides
have created a fertile environment for the spread of
hate speech and disinformation. These forces are not
just byproducts of conflict but active contributors to
violence and instability. As I have seen in my work with
grassroots organizations and peace dialogues, addressing
these issues is essential for fostering trust and rebuilding
communities. Combating hate speech and disinformation
can take Sudan a significant step towards lasting peace
and reconciliation.

Study Obijectives:

1. To assess the socio-political and psychological
impacts of hate speech and disinformation on local
communities and peacebuilding efforts.

2. To identify the actors involved in the spread of hate
speech and disinformation and examine their motives
and influence.

3. To evaluate existing countermeasures and propose
strategies for mitigating the effects of hate speech and
disinformation on local peace

The importance of the study

The study on hate speech and disinformation in Sudan,
focusing on its impact on local peace, is crucial for
several reasons. First, Sudan has a history of ethnic and
political conflicts exacerbated by divisive narratives,
often spread through media and social platforms. Since
the conflict escalations, hate speech and disinformation
have intensified, promoting ethnic hostility, inflaming
grievances, and undermining community cohesion. This
creates an urgent need to understand how these narratives
are shaping public perception and fueling violence within
communities.
Second, hate speech and disinformation hinder
peacebuilding efforts by distorting facts and creating
distrust in peace processes. Local and international
peace actors struggle to counter the influence of
misinformation, as it complicates efforts to negotiate
and foster trust among conflicting parties. A case study
on Sudan provides an opportunity to examine how hate
speech and disinformation operate in complex conflict

settings, which could offer insights into practical strategies
for reducing their impact on peace processes.

The study would highlight the roles of various actors,
including social media companies, local journalists, and
civil society organizations, in curbing or unintentionally
amplifying harmful narratives. This analysis could reveal
entry points for policy interventions and underscore the
importance of media literacy and community-driven
peace initiatives.

Ultimately, documenting the specific dynamics of hate
speech and disinformation in Sudan’s unique socio-
political context can guide the development of more
effective policies and tools to counter these threats,
contributing to the stability and resilience of local
communities.

LITERATURE REVIEW

2. Understanding Hate Speech and disinformation
Clarifying Hate Speech and Disinformation

Hate speech and disinformation in conflict settings,
particularly in Sudan, highlight notable gaps that limit
our understanding of these phenomena’s mechanisms,
impacts, and potential solutions. Foundational texts, such
as Benesch (2014), which defines hate speech broadly
as incitement to violence, and UNESCO (2021), which
discusses the harmful effects of disinformation and
hate speech in fragile states, establish critical theoretical
frameworks. However, these studies do not sufficiently
address the unique context of Sudan’s current political
and ethnic landscape or the distinct dynamics of the
SAF-RSF conflict.

While historical cases of hate speech in Sudan, like the
use of derogatory terms during the Darfur conflict, are
documented (Mamdani, 2009), there is limited analysis
of how modern digital tools have transformed these
narratives. Social media and digital platforms have
decentralized the spread of disinformation and allowed
state and non-state actors to exploit these platforms.
Although the Role of state-controlled media in spreading
propaganda has been explored, there needs to be more
research on the Role of social media algorithms in
amplifying divisive content, particularly given Sudan’s
evolving political landscape and the ongoing SAF-RSF
conflict.

Studies on hate speech in Sudan often center on national-
level narratives or government-propagated messaging.
Research by Prunier (2005) and Sall (2023) sheds light
on these top-down narratives; however, there needs to
be a significant gap in examining how local communities
perceive, interpret, and respond to hate speech and
disinformation. Understanding these community-level
reactions, especially in Sudan’s ethnically diverse regions,
is crucial, as it may reveal whether communities adopt
resilient or vulnerable behaviors when exposed to harmful
narratives. Such micro-level insights could inform
strategies to build local resistance to divisive messaging, a
topic ovetrlooked in macro-level analyses.

While studies recognize the general disruptive effect
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of hate speech and disinformation on peace efforts
(UNESCO, 2021), few explore how these phenomena
directly impede Sudan’s grassroots reconciliation and
peacebuilding initiatives. Research often stops at the
broader social destabilization effects. Still, it does not
examine how hate speech entrenches inter-ethnic
mistrust in Sudan’s pluralistic society, nor how it obstructs
rebuild
after violence. This gap leaves unaddressed questions

community-driven  efforts  to relationships
about how hate speech and disinformation weaken
existing peacebuilding frameworks and what specific
vulnerabilities exist within Sudan’s social fabric that hate
speech further exploits.

Addressing these gaps is critical for developing targeted
and culturally relevant countermeasures. Without this
understanding, policy recommendations remain generic.
They need to address the nuanced challenges Sudan faces
in reducing the impact of hate speech and disinformation
on its path toward peace.

The Spread of Hate Speech and disinformation
Through social media

Social media has emerged as a significant driver of hate
speech and disinformation in Sudan. Platforms like
Facebook, WhatsApp, and Twitter have become the
primary channels for many Sudanese people to access
information. While these platforms provide community
engagement and mobilization spaces, political actors have
also weaponized them to spread divisive narratives and
false information.

During the 2019 Sudanese revolution, social media was
vital for activists to organize protests and share updates
on government actions. However, it also became a
battleground for state-backed disinformation campaigns.
Pro-government accounts spread rumors about protest
leaders, accusing them of being foreign agents or part
of conspiracies to destabilize the country (Smith &
Bamforth, 2021). This type of disinformation eroded
trust in the movement and justified violent crackdowns
on peaceful demonstrators.

The current conflict between SAF and RSF has further
highlighted the dangers of unchecked social media. Both
factions have used online platforms to amplify their
messages, often promoting hate speech that dehumanizes
the opposing side. For example, viral posts have accused
rival forces of committing atrocities, with little evidence
to back up the claims, triggering retaliatory violence in
certain regions (Sall, 2023). This incites violence and fuels
mistrust among civilians, making distinguishing between
truth and propaganda harder.

I have witnessed firsthand the impact of social media
disinformation in disrupting local peace dialogues. In one
instance, during an online workshop, false information
spread online about the intentions of an ethnic group
involved in the talks, almost derailing the process. It
required significant mediation and transparency efforts to
restore trust and continue the dialogue. This underscores
the urgency of addressing the spread of disinformation at

the grassroots level, where it can swiftly escalate tensions
in an already volatile environment.

Political Discourse as a Vehicle for Hate Speech and
Disinformation

Political leaders in Sudan have long exploited ethnic
and regional divisions for political gain, often using
hate speech and disinformation as tools to solidify
their power. Under Omar al-Bashir’s regime, ethnic
conflict was exacerbated by state-sponsored hate speech,
particularly during the Darfur conflict. The government
used racialized language to describe non-Arab groups,
branding them as “rebels” and “foreign invaders,” thus
legitimizing military campaigns against them (Jok, 2007).
Even after Bashit’s ouster, political leaders continue to use
inflammatory rhetoric to polarise the country. In the run-
up to the recent war, both SAF and RSF leadership utilized
divisive language to mobilize support. General Abdel
Fattah al-Burhan, representing the SAF, often portrayed
the RSF as a Darfurian faction threatening the stability of
the central government, playing into historical animosities
between central and peripheral regions. Meanwhile, RSF
leader Mohamed Hamdan Dagalo (Hemedti) framed the
SAF as defenders of the old regime, drawing support
from marginalized communities who felt excluded from
the post-Bashir political landscape (Human ez a/., 2023).
This rhetoric has further fractured Sudanese society,
making it increasingly difficult for different communities
to find common ground.

The Role of Media Literacy and Accountability
Given the significant role that social media and political
discourse playin spreading hate speech and disinformation,
there is an urgent need to promote media literacy across
Sudan. Many Sudanese, particularly in rural areas, rely
on social media for news without the skills to critically
evaluate the information they encounter (Ali & Khamis,
2022). This makes them vulnerable to manipulation by
political actors or foreign influences seeking to exacerbate
conflict (Deng, 2021). Media literacy campaigns should
focus on helping individuals identify credible sources,
verify information, and understand the risks of spreading
false narratives (Sall, 2023).

Additionally, accountability mechanisms are critical
for reducing the spread of hate speech. Both local and
international legal frameworks should be strengthened
to hold individuals and groups accountable for inciting
violence through hate speech (International Crisis Group,
2023). Platforms like Facebook and Twitter must also
take greater responsibility for moderating content that
incites violence, especially in conflict zones like Sudan,
where the stakes are high (Klein, 2022).

Hate speech and disinformation are not new phenomena
in Sudan, but the rise of digital communication and
social media has magnified their impact. From fueling
ethnic divisions to destabilizing peace efforts, these
toxic narratives pose a significant threat to local peace

(Mamdani, 2010).
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Hate Speech and Disinformation: Impact on Local
Peace

Brief History of Conflicts Exacerbated by Hate
Speech and Disinformation

Sudan’s history is marred by decades of internal conflict,
much of which has been exacerbated by hate speech and
disinformation. From the civil wars between the North
and South to the Darfur conflict, divisive narratives have
been employed to justify violence and suppress dissent.
During the Second Sudanese Civil War (1983-2005),
hate speech fueled animosity between the predominantly
Muslim north and the largely Christian and animist south.
Political leaders used religious and ethnic differences to
rally support for the war, framing the conflict in terms of
a holy war against “infidels” and reinforcing the narrative
of cultural and religious superiority (Jok, 2007).

In the Darfur conflict (2003-present), hate speech became
a central tool in the government’s counterinsurgency
efforts. The Sudanese government referred to non-
Arab ethnic groups as Zurga (a derogatory term for
black people), dehumanizing them in the eyes of Arab
militias. Even during the war of 2023, arab militias have
used these terms as racist terms. They called all non-arab
people (Nuba), and it was a motivation to kill them and
justify widespread violence against them. Disinformation
campaigns downplayed
orchestrating genocidal violence, shifting blame to rebel

the governments Role in
groups, and portraying the conflict as an inter-ethnic feud
(Mamdani, 2009). This reality distortion stoked hatred
and hindered international efforts to mediate the dispute.
In the current conflict between the Sudanese Armed
Forces (SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces (RSF),
hate speech and disinformation have once again risen
to prominence. Both sides have used media and online
platforms to spread inflammatory rhetoric, accusing each
other of heinous crimes without verifiable evidence (Sall,
2023). These narratives fuel further violence and deepen
divisions among Sudan’s already fractured communities.

Notable Instances Where Hate Speech Led to
Violence or Social Unrest

One of the most striking examples of hate speech
leading to violence occurred during the eatly stages of
the Darfur conflict. Government officials and state media
outlets disseminated racialized propaganda that portrayed
non-Arab communities as subhuman and a threat to
national unity. This narrative emboldened Arab militias,
such as the Janjaweed, who were responsible for mass
atrocities against the Fur, Zaghawa, and Masalit groups.
The government’s demonization of these communities
not only intensified the conflict but also legitimized the
genocidal violence that followed (De Waal, 2005).

In more recent times, hate speech has surfaced in the
context of the SAF-RSF conflict. Social media platforms
have become battlegrounds where both factions
disseminate inflammatory content. For instance, posts
falsely claiming that the RSF is composed of foreign
mercenaries have circulated widely, stoking xenophobic

sentiments and inciting violence against civilians in
regions perceived as sympathetic to the RSE. Such rhetoric
escalates localized violence and disrupts community
cohesion (Sall, 2023).

Community Division

Hate speech acts as a catalyst for community division by
fostering mistrust, hostility, and entrenched stereotypes.
In Sudan, where ethnic and tribal identities often overlap
with political allegiances, hate speech can deepen existing
divisions. For instance, in Darfur, the government’s use
of hate speech to incite Arab militias against non-Arab
communities not only resulted in widespread violence but
also left deep scars on the region’s social fabric (Prunier,
2005; Mamdani, 2009).

This dynamic is echoed in the current SAF-RSF conflict.
Hate speech disseminated through social media and
political discourse reinforces regional and ethnic divisions.
In Khartoum, for example, civilians from Darfur are
often viewed with suspicion due to their perceived
association with the RSE, even if they are not involved
in the conflict. This scapegoating fragments communities
along ethnic lines, making it difficult to foster trust and
collaboration. As I have observed through my work with
grassroots peace initiatives, these divisions hinder local
peacebuilding efforts, as communities are more likely
to withdraw into insular identities rather than engage in
dialogue and cooperation (Benesch, 2014).

ii. Psychological Effects

The emotional and psychological toll of hate speech
on individuals and communities cannot be overstated.
Hate speech dehumanizes individuals and groups,
stripping them of their dignity and identity, which leads
to profound psychological harm. Victims of hate speech
often experience feelings of isolation, fear, and shame,
particularly when their identities are vilified in public
discourse. In the context of Sudan’s conflicts, this is
particularly relevant for marginalized groups who have
been the target of state-sponsored hate campaigns.
For example, during the Darfur conflict, the Sudanese
government’s use of derogatory terms to describe non-
Arab groups not only justified violence but also left lasting
psychological scars on these communities (Mamdani,
2009; Prunier, 2005). This dehumanization process
continues in the current conflict, where individuals are
branded as enemies based on their ethnic backgrounds,
exacerbating feelings of alienation and fear (Benesch,
2014).

The current conflict is no different. In regions where hate
speech is pervasive, communities live in a state of constant
fear, uncertain about whether they will become the next
target. This fear erodes the social bonds necessary for
peace and reconciliation as people retreat into their own
ethnic or regional identities, exacerbating the cycle of
mistrust and violence.

iii. Impact on Governance
Disinformation and hate speech fracture communities
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and undermine governance by eroding public trust in
institutions. In Sudan, political elites have long used
misinformation to manipulate public perception and
discredit opponents. This practice weakens the legitimacy
of the state and its institutions, particularly in times of
crisis.

For 2019 pro-
government forces spread rumors that foreign powers

example, during the revolution,
were orchestrating the protest movement, painting
the demonstrators as agents of Western interests. This
narrative sought to delegitimize the revolution’s call for
democratic reforms and justified the violent crackdown
on peaceful protesters (Smith & Bamforth, 2021). Such
tactics breed cynicism among the population, making it
difficult for citizens to trust the government, even after
political transitions.

In the context of the ongoing SAF-RSF conflict,
disinformation continues to shape public perception of
government actions. Both factions spread false narratives
to justify their actions and discredit the other, further
destabilizing the fragile political environment. As I have
seen in peacebuilding workshops, this creates significant
challenges for civil society organizations working to
mediate between communities, as these false narratives
skew the public’s perception of neutrality.

iv. National Integration
Hate
obstacles to national integration, particulatly in a country

speech and disinformation pose significant
as diverse as Sudan. The nation-building process in Sudan
has been fraught with attempts to impose a singular
national identity that often excludes certain ethnic and
regional groups. Hate speech exacerbates this problem
by reinforcing exclusionary narratives that frame certain
groups as “outsiders” or enemies of the state (Jok, 2007;
Johnson, 2011).

During the Bashir regime, for instance, the government’s
emphasis on Arab identity marginalized non-Arab
populations in the periphery, particularly in Darfur and
the Nuba Mountains. This exclusion contributed to the
rise of armed resistance movements demonized through
state propaganda (Mamdani, 2009). As a result, Sudan
has struggled to forge a cohesive national identity that
encompasses all its diverse peoples (Jok, 2007).

The current conflict presents a similar challenge. Hate
speech and disinformation continue to fracture the
country along ethnic, regional, and political lines. Without
concerted efforts to promote inclusive narratives and
counteract divisive rhetoric, Sudan’s path to national
integration will remain obstructed (De Waal, 2014). As
a peaccbuilder, I have seen firsthand how local initiatives
fostering dialogue between different groups can create
pathways for reconciliation. However, these efforts must
be supported by a broader national strategy to combat
hate speech and disinformation.

The impact of hate speech and disinformation on local
peace in Sudan is both profound and multifaceted.
From deepening community divisions to eroding trust

in governance and hindering national integration,
these toxic narratives pose significant challenges to
peacebuilding efforts. As I have argued, addressing these
issues requires a holistic approach that includes media
literacy, accountability, and the promotion of inclusive,
peaceful narratives at both the local and national levels.
Without such efforts, the cycle of violence and mistrust
will continue to destabilize Sudan’s fragile peace (Sall,
2023).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

This study employs a qualitative data methodology to
investigate the influence of hate speech and disinformation
on local peace in Sudan, focusing on the ongoing conflict
between the Sudanese Armed Forces (SAF) and the
Rapid Support Forces (RSF). Data Collection sources
based on secondary data, including academic articles
and policy reports, offer historical insights into Sudan’s
conflicts, particularly during the Darfur crisis. In addition,
the study includes policy reports from organizations
such as the United Nations and Human Rights Watch to
contextualize the Role of hate speech and disinformation
in fragile states. The study focuses on two primary
case studies: The Darfur Conflict and the SAF-RSF
Conflict. These case studies explore how hate speech and
disinformation are used to manipulate public perception
and escalate ecthnic tensions, mainly through digital
platforms. They also examine community-level responses
to these narratives and their impact on peacebuilding
initiatives.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Case Studies in Sudan

Hate speech and disinformation have played critical roles
in inflaming conflicts and undermining peacebuilding
efforts across Sudan’s regions. Two notable case studies—
the Darfur conflict and the ongoing SAF-RSF war—
highlight the destructive power of these toxic narratives
and provide insight into broader societal trends. These
case studies demonstrate how disinformation can deepen
ethnic divides, fuel violence, and perpetuate cycles of
mistrust, ultimately destabilizing entite communities.

Case Study 1: The Darfur Conflict

The Darfur conflict, which began in 2003, serves as a
prime example of how hate speech and disinformation
can exacerbate ethnic tensions and contribute to mass
violence. In this region, the Sudanese government and
its allied militias used inflammatory rhetoric to incite
violence against non-Arab ethnic groups, including the
Fur, Zaghawa, and Masalit peoples. Government officials
referred to these groups as zurga (enslaved Black people),
effectively dehumanizing them and justifying their brutal
suppression (Mamdani, 2009). This thetoric created an
environment where genocidal violence could flourish,
leading to the deaths of hundreds of thousands of
civilians and the displacement of millions.
Disinformation further compounded the conflict by
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distorting the causes of the violence. The government
and state-controlled media outlets repeatedly blamed
rebel groups for the atrocities, framing the violence as a
response to their insurgency rather than acknowledging
the state’s Role in orchestrating ethnic cleansing (De
Waal, 2005). These narratives obscured the reality of the
situation and prevented meaningful intervention, both
locally and internationally. As a result, communities in
Darfur were deeply divided, with Arab and non-Arab
populations harboring long-lasting animosities. This case
illustrates how hate speech, when sanctioned by the state,
can create a toxic environment that fuels intercommunal
violence and impedes reconciliation efforts.

The Darfur case underscores the critical need for media
accountability and public education. In a region as diverse
as Sudan, unchecked hate speech can destroy the social
fabric that holds communities together. Based on my
observations working with local peacebuilding initiatives,
it is clear that sustained efforts to promote media
literacy and challenge harmful narratives are essential to
preventing the resurgence of such violence in Darfur and

beyond.

Case Study 2: The SAF-RSF Conflict (2023)

The ongoing conflict between the Sudanese Armed
Forces (SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces (RSF), which
erupted in April 2023, offers a contemporary example of
how disinformation and hate speech can escalate violence
and erode local peace. Both factions have engaged in
aggressive disinformation campaigns, using social media
to disseminate false narratives about the othet’s actions.
For example, SAF loyalists circulated rumors that RSF
forces were foreign mercenaries hired to destabilize
Sudan, fueling xenophobic sentiments and justifying
attacks on RSF-aligned communities (Sall, 2023).
Conversely, RSF supporters have spread disinformation
portraying the SAF as an illegitimate extension of
Sudan’s previous authoritarian regimes, accusing them
of widespread war crimes without providing verifiable
evidence. This
has deepened divisions between the two camps and
contributed to a cycle of retaliatory violence that has

constant exchange of accusations

devastated communities, particularly in urban areas like
Khartoum and Omdurman (Khalid, 2022).

This case reveals the pivotal Role of social media in
shaping public perceptions and amplifying hate speech.
Unlike the Darfur conflict, where state-controlled media
played a dominant role, the current strife highlights
the decentralized nature of modern communication
technologies. Individuals and unofficial actors can spread
disinformation rapidly and unchecked, leading to a more
volatile information environment. The ease with which
disinformation spreads via platforms like Facebook
and Twitter has made it difficult for peacebuilders and
mediators to establish common ground, as disinformation
distorts reality and complicates efforts to foster dialogue
(Hassan, 2023).

The SAF-RSF conflict underscores the urgency of

developing frameworks for monitoring and mitigating
online hate speech in conflict zones. The rapid spread
of inflammatory content through social media has
become a primary driver of violence, undermining
peace initiatives at both the local and national levels.
Based on my experience, any long-term solution to this
problem must involve collaboration between government
agencies, civil society, and technology platforms to create
an environment that discourages the propagation of
harmful narratives (Sall, 2023).

Broader Societal Trends Revealed

Both of these case studies reveal troubling societal trends
in Sudan. First, the persistence of ethnic and tribal
divisions remains a significant barrier to peace, with hate
speech serving as a tool to entrench these divisions. As
seen in Darfur and the SAF-RSF conflict, these narratives
are often rooted in long-standing grievances and historical
marginalization, which political actors exploit to rally
support for their causes. The danger here is that without
deliberate efforts to address these underlying issues, hate
speech will continue to be used to fuel future conflicts
(International Crisis Group, 2023).

Second, these cases highlight the evolving Role of
traditional and digital media in shaping conflict dynamics.
While state-controlled media played a central role in the
Darfur conflict, the rise of social media has made it easier
for misinformation to spread uncontrollably in the SAF-
RSF war. This shift demonstrates that the battle for peace
in Sudan is fought on the ground and in the virtual space,
where narratives can shape perceptions, fuel hatred, and
incite violence (Sall, 2023).

The impact of hate speech and disinformation on Sudan’s
local peace is profound and far-reaching. Both historical
and contemporary conflicts illustrate how dangerous
narratives can inflame tensions and destroy social
cohesion. Addressing these issues requires a multifaceted
approach involving media literacy, online platform
regulation, and community-driven peace initiatives to
counter the spread of harmful rhetoric.

Strategies for Counteraction
A multifaceted approach that integrates grassroots
initiatives, policy frameworks, media

stakeholder collaboration, and international support is

engagement,

essential to combat hate speech and disinformation in
Sudan. (Institute for Peace Studies (2021). This strategy
addresses the immediate impacts of hate speech and
fosters a culture of tolerance and respect among diverse
communities.

Grassroots Initiatives

Grassroots initiatives play a pivotal role in combating
hate speech and disinformation. In Sudan, community-
driven efforts have become powerful tools for promoting
peace and cohesion among diverse ethnic and religious
groups. For instance, organizations like the Sudanese
Organization for Research and Development (SORD)
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have implemented local dialogue programs facilitating
conversations between conflicting groups (Abdelrahman,
2019). These initiatives have shown promise in creating
safe spaces where individuals can directly express
grievances and challenge hateful narratives.

One successful example is the establishment of local
peace committees, particularly in conflict-prone regions
like Darfur and Kordofan. These committees, comprised
of community leaders, youth, and women, work
collaboratively to address local tensions exacerbated
by hate speech. Regular meetings and workshops
educate community members about the dangers of
misinformation and promote narratives of peace and
unity (Brock, 2020). My involvement in similar initiatives
has revealed the power of community ownership in
addressing these issues. When local actors lead efforts to
counter hate speech, the community is likelier to engage
and sustain these efforts over time.

Furthermore, the Role of youth in these grassroots
movements must be considered. Programs empowering
young people to act as peace ambassadors have been
particularly effective. These youth-led initiatives often
incorporate arts, sports, and cultural activities to engage
peers and counteract negative stereotypes. For example,
the Salmiya Group has successfully organized workshops
and events that promote nonviolence and inclusivity,
effectively reaching out to younger audiences and
fostering a culture of peace (Salmmiya Group, 2023).

Policy Frameworks

To complement grassroots efforts, Sudan must develop
robust legal frameworks that address hate speech while
protecting freedom of expression. The current legal
landscape lacks comprehensive legislation; to combat hate
speech, legislation has to be sophisticated. This leads to a
culture of impunity where harmful rhetoric can flourish
unchecked. A balanced approach to policy development
is critical.

Drawing on international standards, such as Article 20 of
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
Sudan could establish laws prohibiting incitement to
violence, hate speech, and discrimination against specific
groups (UN ¢t al, 1966). Such legislation should be
formulated through a consultative process that includes
civil society organizations, legal experts, and community
representatives to ensure that it reflects the needs and
concerns of all stakeholders.

A practical policy framework should focus on education
and awareness-raising as a preventive measure against
hate speech. Incorporating educational components into
the legal framework—such as mandatory training for
law enforcement and public officials on the implications
of hate
compliance (Schmidt, 2021). Additionally, any regulatory

speech—can enhance understanding and

measures should be transparent, providing mechanisms
for community involvement in monitoring and reporting
hate speech incidents.

Media Engagement

The media, both traditional and social, plays a crucial role
in perpetuating or combating hate speech. State-controlled
media in Sudan has historically contributed to the
dissemination of divisive narratives, often fueling ethnic
tensions. (Pax for Peace, 2022) However, independent
media outlets and citizen journalism have the potential to
counteract this trend by providing accurate information
and fostering inclusive dialogue.

Social media platforms, notorious for the rapid spread of
misinformation, can also be harnessed as tools for positive
change. Initiatives that promote media literacy and critical
thinking skills are vital in equipping individuals with
the tools to discern credible information from harmful
narratives. Programs that educate the public about the
dangers of misinformation and the responsible use of
social media can significantly reduce the impact of hate
speech online (Hassan, 2020).

Moreover, partnerships between media organizations
and local NGOs can enhance journalists’ capacity to
report effectively on hate speech and disinformation
issues. These collaborations can help cultivate a
responsible media landscape that prioritizes accuracy
and fairness by providing training on ethical journalism
and fact-checking. Encouraging dialogue between media
practitioners and community members is essential. Media
outlets can better serve their communities” interests and
contribute to peacebuilding by fostering understanding
and collaboration.

Engagement with Stakeholders

Collaboration between various stakeholders, including
government, NGOs, and local communities, is crucial
in addressing hate speech and misinformation. The
government must take a proactive role in creating an
environment conducive to dialogue and reconciliation.
This includes publicly denouncing hate speech and
fostering policies that promote social cohesion.

As trusted intermediaries, NGOs can facilitate dialogues
between communities and government officials, ensuring
that marginalized voices are heard in the policy-making
process. Initiatives like the Al-Ayam Center’s community
dialogues have proven effective in bridging gaps between
different societal actors, fostering mutual understanding,
and addressing grievances (Al-Ayam Center, 2021).
Furthermore, involving religious leaders and traditional
authorities in these efforts can enhance their effectiveness.
These leaders often hold significant influence within their
communities and can play a pivotal role in promoting
messages of peace and reconciliation. Engaging them
in educational campaigns and dialogue initiatives can
amplify efforts to counter hate speech.

International Support

International organizations can provide vital support in
promoting peace and countering hate speech in Sudan.
Their involvement can take various forms, including
financial assistance, capacity-building programs, and




J. Int. Relat. Peace 2(1) 1-9, 2025

@oalli

technical expertise. For example, initiatives funded by the
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) that
strengthen community resilience can help local actors
develop effective strategies to combat hate speech and
disinformation (UNDP, 2022).

Moreover, international actors should advocate for human
rights and support Sudanese civil society organizations
in their efforts to address hate speech. This includes
providing training on advocacy and mobilization and
equipping local organizations with the necessary tools to
demand accountability from their government.

between
organizations can significantly enhance the impact of

Collaboration local and international
peacebuilding initiatives. When global organizations
support grassroots efforts, they provide resources
and lend credibility to regional actors, fostering an
environment where communities can thrive and work

towards a shared vision of peace.

CONCLUSION

This article has explored the profound impact of hate
speech and disinformation on local peace in Sudan,
revealing how these phenomena exacerbate existing
tensions within the country’s diverse ethnic landscape.
By outlining the definitions and consequences of hate
speech, we examined its historical Role in fueling conflicts
and promoting division among communities. Notably,
the psychological toll on individuals and the detrimental
effects on governance and national integration were
highlighted, underscoring the urgent need for effective
The emphasized the

importance of grassroots initiatives, robust policy

countermeasures. discussion
frameworks, and the pivotal Role of media in mitigating
the impact of hate speech and disinformation. It also
advocated for collaborative efforts involving stakeholders
at all levels—community members, NGOs, government
agencies, and international organizations—to address
these issues comprehensively.

The vision for a more harmonious Sudan hinges on
collective action against hate speech and disinformation.
Fostering an inclusive dialogue, empowering communities,
and leveraging the strengths of various stakeholders
could renew the commitment to peace and reconciliation.
This hopeful outlook envisions a Sudan where diversity is
celebrated, trust is rebuilt, and the foundations of a stable
and unified society are established, paving the way for a
brighter future for all its citizens.
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