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This paper will examine the response to the attacks on the World Trade Center and the pentagon and compare that with the policy pursued by the United States government when faced with genocide. In short, it will compare the "war on terrorism" with the absence of any "war on genocide." The paper briefly summarizes United States foreign policy toward genocide during the Clinton  administration and proceeds to focus on the Bush administration. It will analyze the motivations and results of the policy pursued to prevent both genocide and terrorism in the new century.
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The twentieth century has rightly been dubbed the Century of Genocide. Will the twenty-first see a continuation of events that intensified in the 1990s -- events which witnessed genocide breaking out in Bosnia and Rwanda, being averted in Kosovo, and continuing in Sudan? Or will the human rights norms that evolved in stages after the Second World War and, by the very end of the twentieth century, began to intrude into the conduct of foreign relations, develop a momentum and eventually usher in a lasting period of universal harmony? As an historian of genocide rather than a predictor of it, my responses to these questions can be nothing other than tentative, even trepidatious. And yet in looking at what the nature of genocide might be in the twenty-first century, my analysis will be based on an appreciation of where genocidal outbreaks have come from over the course of the past century, and how (and under what circumstances) they have been resolved. From this it might be possible to consider whether or not genocide is to be a social problem for the twenty-first century; whether its worst expressions have been left behind in the twentieth; and whether or not genocide is, or will become, a defining characteristic in the future. There can be no clear-cut answer to these questions, owing to the many variables existing on a global scale, but some broad suggestions can be offered as to where developments might lead.
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Genocide, a term set forth in the United Nations Convention for the Punishment and Prevention of Genocide, describes one of the most destructive characteristics of human behavior and society.  Mortality rates during episodes of genocide are far in excess of other public health emergencies including malaria and HIV/AIDS. The sequelae of genocide increase the burden of disease in affected societies for decades after the killing has ended, and have substantial consequences for the global health economy.  Although genocide prevention has long been considered a political and military matter, recent advances in the discipline of violence prevention provide a blueprint for approaches to primary genocide prevention based on epidemiological methods. The Haddon Matrix injury prevention technique is particularly helpful in developing integrated and comprehensive public health methods for preventing this deadly form of violence. Future research will focus on refinement of genocide prediction tools, surveillance of escalating pre-genocidal violence, identification of psychological antecedents of genocidal behavior, and testing of population-based interventions in post-violence jurisdictions. Data obtained from preliminary investigation may be used to guide the development, implementation, and evaluation of population-based genocide prevention efforts in present and future high-risk societies.
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This paper will discuss some of the historic patterns of teaching about human rights in the United States. What is included and excluded in "human rights" education? In particular, the politics of education will be explored and why both the language and content of most human rights norms are absent from so many U.S. classrooms. Why is human rights often taught as a problem largely foreign to the United States?  What are the challenges and urgency of including in depth human rights values into the curriculum? Finally, the paper will conclude with some methods to weave meaningful human rights issues and language into the curriculum.
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This paper explores the relationship between utopian ideologies and genocide prevention. Many of the worst genocidal and human rights excesses of the last century were perpetrated under the guise of creating a more perfect society and world. These utopian ideologies were marked by totalizing ways of thinking that involved applying ideal world beliefs onto imperfect political, social, and cultural social systems. In many ways the movement to prevent genocide can also be seen as making certain assumptions about the perfectibility of human political and social institutions and I intend to explore some of the potential pitfalls inherent in making these kinds of assessments. In the interests of creating a genocide free world, do we run the risk of fostering attitudes and policies that are ultimately harmful to groups and societies that don’t fit into the projected mold? Does the movement to prevent genocide run the risk of becoming a force that subscribes to end justifying the means type of arguments? Can genocide be prevented without implementing a kind of new interventionist imperialism?   
