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On the tenth anniversary of the Rwanda genocide, the United States Congress passed a resolution condemning the Sudanese government for its responsibility for the “genocide” in Darfur. However heinous the slaughters in Darfur and however explicit the government’s responsibilities for the killing and ethnic cleansing carried out by government proxies, there were authorities and experts in the State Department that would not and did not depict the crisis in Darfur as a product of genocide. Yet, in the end, the State Department bowed to the will of Congress, and Secretary of State Colin Powell  also called the events in Darfur genocide. What is the evidence for genocide in Darfur? What evidence was considered by Congress? What influence did the desire not to repeat American inaction on Rwanda have on characterizing Darfur as genocide? What was the influence of the Christian lobby on the resolution? What was the influence of the immanence of the 2004 election? Why have other states not fallen into line with the United States in characterizing Darfur as genocide? What impact did the characterization of the crisis in Darfur as genocide have on the effort to get the Security Council to endorse sanctions against Sudan? Has characterizing the crisis in Darfur as genocide mitigated the crisis or made the possibility of mitigation more remote? These and other related questions will explore the issue of labels, ethics and politics in examining the American actions with respect to Darfur. 

