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  Situation of human rights in the Sudan 

1. The conflict that erupted in the Sudan in April 2023 between the Sudanese Armed 

Forces (SAF) and the Rapid Support Forces (RSF) has, by early 2026, evolved into one of 

the gravest humanitarian and human rights crises in the world. After more than one thousand 

days of continuous warfare, the country faces a catastrophic collapse of civilian life, mass 

displacement on an unprecedented scale, widespread famine, disease outbreaks, and the near-

total breakdown of essential services. 

2. This crisis is not simply the result of a military confrontation between two armed 

factions; it is rooted in deeper structural and political dynamics, including the entrenched 

influence of networks linked to the Muslim Brotherhood (MB) and its Sudanese affiliate, the 

Sudanese Islamic Movement (SIM). These actors have reportedly played a significant role in 

prolonging the conflict, obstructing peace efforts, and exacerbating societal divisions. 

3. As of January 2026, an estimated 37 million people—approximately two-thirds of the 

Sudan’s population—require urgent humanitarian assistance. This represents a dramatic 

escalation from previous years. More than 20 million people face acute food insecurity, with 

famine (IPC Phase 5) confirmed in areas such as Al-Fasher in North Darfur and Kadugli in 

South Kordofan, and likely ongoing in other besieged locations including parts of Dilling. 

4. The Sudan now faces the largest displacement crisis in the world. Approximately 13.6 

million people have been uprooted, including 9.3 million internally displaced persons (IDPs) 

and more than 4 million refugees who have fled to neighboring countries such as Chad, South 

Sudan, Egypt, and Ethiopia Although some returns have occurred—over 3 million people 

have returned to their areas of origin, including significant numbers to Khartoum—these 

returns remain fragile. Many communities face destroyed infrastructure, ongoing insecurity, 

and a lack of basic services. 

5. At the heart of the conflict’s protraction lies a complex web of actors and interests. 

While the war is often framed as a confrontation between the SAF and the RSF, analysts 

highlight the enduring influence of networks linked to the Muslim Brotherhood, particularly 

the Sudanese Islamic Movement. The SIM gained institutional prominence during the rule 

of former President Omar al Bashir and has reportedly maintained influence within elements 

of the SAF, the civilian bureaucracy, and the security apparatus. Through mobilizing former 

personnel, ideological cadres, and militias under labels such as “popular resistance,” these 

networks are believed to provide combat support, intelligence, and logistics. They have also 

been accused of undermining ceasefire initiatives and obstructing humanitarian access. 

6. Ideological narratives promoted through mosques, media outlets in SAF controlled 

areas, and aligned channels risk further polarizing Sudanese society. Religious rhetoric has 

at times excluded moderate and non Muslim communities. The reported demolition of a 

Pentecostal church in Khartoum in July 2025 underscores concerns about religious 

discrimination and the suppression of minority rights. Such actions alienate communities and 

hinder efforts to build inclusive institutions. 

7. Economically, MB affiliated actors are believed to control key illicit sectors, including 

gold mining and informal cross border trade. Revenues from these activities reportedly fund 

military operations and political activities, particularly in the context of hyperinflation, 

scarcity, and economic collapse. This exploitation deepens ethnic and social divisions, erodes 

public trust, and sustains the continuation of hostilities. Politically, MB aligned networks 

have influenced SAF leadership to resist or withdraw from mediation efforts such as the 

United States of America.–Saudi Jeddah talks and IGAD led processes. Proposals for RSF 

integration or civilian oversight are often framed by these actors as threats to national 

sovereignty or ideological identity, further stalling progress. 

8. These humanitarian conditions are the direct result of systematic violations of 

international humanitarian law (IHL) and international human rights law (IHRL). Numerous 

reports document deliberate targeting of civilians, the use of starvation and siege tactics, 

obstruction of humanitarian convoys, forced displacement as a form of collective 

punishment, and attacks on civilian infrastructure including hospitals, schools, markets, and 

places of worship. The use of heavy artillery, drones, and the use of chemical agents in 
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populated areas has intensified civilian suffering, disproportionately affecting women, 

children, and ethnic minorities. Impunity prevails amid the collapse of rule of law, with more 

than 50,000 civilian deaths recorded since April 2023. 

9. Numerous reports document deliberate targeting of civilians, the use of starvation and 

siege tactics, obstruction of humanitarian convoys, forced displacement as a form of 

collective punishment, and attacks on civilian infrastructure including hospitals, schools, 

markets, and places of worship. 

10. The Sudanese government—aligned with the Sudanese Armed Forces (SAF) and 

operating from Port Sudan—formally refused in November 2025 to grant the UN 

Independent International Fact-Finding Mission (and other international investigative 

bodies) access to El Fasher, North Darfur. 

11. In essence, the SAF‑linked government blocked UN and international fact‑finding 

efforts into Darfur‑related crimes. Such obstruction inevitably raises concerns that those 

preventing impartial scrutiny may be attempting to conceal evidence, including issues 

connected to previously documented chemical‑weapons allegations and ethnic genocide 

crimes. 

12. The role of the Muslim Brotherhood and its Sudanese affiliate, the Sudanese Islamic 

Movement, remains a central factor in the protracted nature of the conflict. Their military 

involvement, political influence, and ideological mobilization have contributed to the 

continuation of hostilities and the deepening of the humanitarian crisis. Their efforts to shape 

the trajectory of the war, with the long term aim of regaining power and advancing 

ideological objectives, represent a significant obstacle to peace and reconciliation. 

13. Targeted sanctions imposed on MB leaders and economic entities have had limited 

impact due to the movement’s adaptability, decentralized structures, and institutional 

entrenchment. Sanctions alone cannot dismantle their influence or capacity to undermine 

peace processes. A comprehensive strategy must therefore combine sanctions with civic 

empowerment, security sector reform to reduce ideological influence, credible regional 

diplomacy, and engagement with moderate religious voices. Promoting peace oriented 

Islamic narratives and civic education can help counter ideological recruitment and 

strengthen community resilience. 

14. To move toward sustainable peace, a multifaceted approach is essential. 

Strengthening civilian actors and civil society is paramount. International protections through 

African Union and UN frameworks can safeguard civic leaders, journalists, and community 

organizers, enabling inclusive dialogue free from ideological coercion. A unified civilian 

bloc is vital to marginalizing extremist narratives and supporting democratic governance. 

15. *Ultimately*, Without addressing the root causes of the conflict, including the 

obstructive role of entrenched ideological networks, the suffering will continue, threatening 

regional stability and setting a dangerous precedent for unchecked impunity, civilians in the 

Sudan are not incidental victims but are deliberately targeted or abandoned amid collapsing 

institutions and obstructed aid. The Human Rights Council, the High Commissioner for 

Human Rights, and the broader international community bear a responsibility to investigate 

violations including allegations of chemical weapons use and and violated the rules of the 

International Humanitarian Law obligations, enforce unimpeded humanitarian access, and 

integrate local perspectives into peace processes. 

  Recommendations 

A decisive, multi‑dimensional international strategy is essential to address the root causes of 

the Sudan crisis and prevent further deterioration. Priority actions should include: 

1. Restructure the Sudan’s military and security institutions to ensure 

professionalism, neutrality, and civilian oversight. This requires purging the 

armed forces of leaders and units affiliated with the Muslim Brotherhood and 

associated . 
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2. Expand and enforce sanctions against individuals, entities, and networks—

particularly those linked to the Muslim Brotherhood—that finance or 

perpetuate the conflict. 

3. Support international investigative mechanisms to address grave violations, 

including ethnic cleansing, starvation crimes, and use of chemical‑weapons 

use. Ensuring accountability is essential to preventing impunity and restoring 

trust in international norms. 

4. Guarantee safe, sustained, and obstruction‑free access for humanitarian 

organizations by removing bureaucratic, military, and political barriers. 

Protection of civilians and aid workers must be central to any international 

engagement. 

5. Rebuild a legitimate political pathway grounded in broad participation, fair 

representation, and a clear transitional framework. A credible civilian‑led 

process is vital to restoring governance, stabilizing institutions, and preventing 

renewed cycles of violence. 

6. Empower local civil society, enhance transparency in resource management, 

and counter extremist ideological networks. Support community‑based 

initiatives, promote inclusive development, and invest in programs that 

mitigate radicalization and reduce the economic and social conditions that fuel 

conflict. 

  Conclusion 

The crisis unfolding in the Sudan has reached a level of gravity that demands an urgent, 

coordinated, and multi dimensional international response. Addressing the structural drivers 

of the conflict and preventing further humanitarian and institutional collapse must be at the 

core of this Council’s engagement. In this regard, several priority actions merit the Council’s 

immediate attention. 

The people of the Sudan stand at a decisive crossroads. The international community—and 

this Council in particular—must rise to the moral and legal responsibilities of this moment. 

Advancing these priority measures is essential to protecting civilians, restoring stability, and 

placing the country on a path toward a just and lasting peace. 
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