








1148 Coddington Road










Ithaca, New York 14850

26 January 2009

The Honorable Hillary Rodham Clinton

Secretary of State

U.S. Department of State

2201 C Street NW

Washington, DC 20520

Dear Madam Secretary:


This note summarizes the longer letter which offers analysis and recommendations concerning the genocide in Darfur. It also serves to alert you about a policy initiative of a group of fifteen Canadian elected officials and leaders of Sudan-oriented organizations which they have formulated as a proposal to the European Union asking for the establishment of a Joint Darfur/Sudan Planning Commission. Because American policy on Sudan is now under review at the highest levels, they consider it of greatest urgency that you be updated about their initiative and about the Sudan situation in general. 


The letter first states our primary objective: ending the genocide. This goal is compared critically to other objectives stated by those concerned with Darfur: stabilization, regime change, and “peace.”


I continue with a discussion of reasons that current proposals for solutions will probably fail:   

1. The Bashir regime’s  role in counterterrorist intelligence regarding Bin Laden sympathizers still in Sudan. This problematic cooperation has caused CIA and State to obstruct or truncate discussion of any policy actions more robust than “giving the lead” to the African Union mission and its  successor, the UNAMID hybrid force. The fact that Sudan has been training its own terrorist force for use both internally and in international operations against perceived opponents does not seem to have deterred American officials from giving the receipt of assistance  from the Government of Sudan (GoS) with the “war on terror”  priority over stopping genocide. 

2. Fear that any robust action on Darfur would threaten the already endangered implementation of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement between Khartoum and opponents in the South.

3. The fatal deficiencies of the African Union and the AU-UN hybrid force. In addition to  these operational and contractual deficiencies, the deployment of hybrid force troops itself risks having them  become hostages whose vulnerability would guarantee that no more robust actions would be taken for fear of GoS retaliation against the peacekeepers. At the same time we fear that fulfilling the commitment to full UNAMID deployment will preclude the consideration of more promising action plans.

4. The limitations of other proposed action options such as economic sanctions, shaming, disinvestment, and travel bans.


The letter also includes an examination of GoS objectives and operating methods, which helps to explain why the currently operative agenda of action options will contribute little to assisting Darfuris accomplish tasks necessary to emerge from the radical diminishing of their lives and culture, one of these tasks being the reestablishment of their capacity to pursue justice.


Finally, the letter examines two possible solutions to the crisis: An augmented no-fly zone and a planning commission (using the word “planning” in the military/political sense) that would consider the full range of possible actions while gathering appropriate intelligence on a scale never before attempted. These two solutions are not mutually exclusive. In fact, the no-fly zone augmented with ground surveillance and ground attack capabilities is an essential part of one of the options favored by most of the Canadians and by me:the “Three Part Plan” discussed in detail in an attachment here.


I am happy to accept the  charge from my Canadian collaborators that I make myself available to brief you and Ambassador Rice on this matter at short notice and on any day of the  week.


Amity, Heather, and Elaine join me in expressing our delight that you have accepted the position of Secretary of State. No one is better able to help the country regain its stature in the world.

John  H. Weiss

Associate Professor of History, Cornell University; Director, Darfur Action Group –Cornell







