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2 
!3AVI News 

Paul Allen III 

East !3troudsburg University 

The CPP conference in Philadelphia this October will be attended by 
t e n Soviet philosophers on a two week visit in , the U.S. with SAVI 
(Soviet-American Visits and Interaction). (ThlS will be the second 
S(W I vi si t; the first was 1 ast: August, when ten Amer i can phi losophers 
vi~;i ted Moscow 'for tt.'IO weeks and had a c:onference at the Insti tute of 
Philosophy.) Several of the Soviets will present papers at the CPP 
c onfE',n-enc:~~. Since H11 the Soviets are eager to strike up friendships 
a nd professional relationships with the rest of us, I urge as many 
American philosophers as possible to attend the c:onferenc:e and take 
advant a ge of this opportunity. 

Prior to the CPP conference, the Soviets will be at East Stroudsburg 
Un i v.,?r-si t. y, vlht?I'-e the SAV I c:onfel~ence proper wi 11 be hel d Oct. 8--10. 
The ten Soviets and approximately 20 Americans at the SAVI conference 
vlil1. make ~WE?~;E?nti:\tion!5 and ci:\r-r-y em dii.-\logue~ mostly in smi~ll groups, 
on the basic theme of SAVI~ namely, how to improve mutual 
understHnding and rapport between Soviet and American people. 

DUlr
• i rll] ot. hE~I·· day!5 of thf~ vi si t the part i c i pants wi 11 war k on concrete 

projects to achieve the goal of improving understanding and rapport. 
One of the projects will feature two of the Soviets, along with two 
Americans, in a well-publicized panel for the public and students at 
L.::I!:li:dll? Urdv£-?r··~:;ity in Philadelpic::\ on Th'-lI~sday~ Oct. 12. This panel, 
!:;ponscwed by thl::~ r3r-",'atf.~Ir' PhiL:~delphia Philosophy Con~~or-t.ium, is titled 
"Fn::~pd(Jm~ EquEdity, i.~nd .. Just,ice in t .he USSR and the US: A 
PhilosophiC:cd DL:\logl..\t::~." We a1:,o are tr·ying to Itlork (.."')ut a nation-~Iide 
v:iLI(~Cl c:on 'fen,.mce vic\ !:;atellite on ThLlrsday, Oct. 19, originating ·fr-om 
the ESU campus~ with viewers phoning in questions from around the 
country. Finally, the Soviets will spend much of Friday. dct. 13, 
interacting with the pupils at Prince Hall Sc:hool in Phiiadelphia, a 
mo':;tly black c:i.ty elf.~nl!?ntary !;"';chc>ol which hi:ls been "c\dopted"- by ESU. 

Some of the Soviets may be able to visit other campuses from the end 
oftl-,p CPP cCln·~ el"' enC:E~ or·, Sunday, Oct. 15 Ltnt i 1 Wednesday, Oct. 18. If 
y~u,want more Information on this or any other aspect of the SAVI 
VISIt and conference, please call or write Paul Allen at (717) 
424-3603, Philosophy ~ept., East Stroudsburg University. East 
Stroudsburg, PA 19801. ' 

----------------------~------------------

IPPNO in Moscow in June 

IPPNO's Second Internatjon~J C' . 
\Jur·'E~ ::~ :3 ··-·30 • .1.989. (:' , .'''1 '. ~:. : c:, ,on·h::?I"'f""nC:f:~ is ~:;chf~dL\led fOIr' M(3SCOW, 
r - .' . ,_ . ~ .... '-'~.lf .. d·.(::1 s from t, hE·~ USA ('"'7 - "\... ' 

Ildl.:;!" Lllllla. fi:\J.I-u>rl " I-I ej "J",c::t, G ~ .. ".~nada~ brec-.t BrItain. - f . ~ r.~ II" ,,~-=> :H.:II·- ma ' 1 J . ' . 
Co · · Clt:.hf.:! r·· C:Cluntl~ :i EJ!:; i nvi tf:>d b - th ny "'I~ , J oJ. n !:,peakf:l'"'!", -from a nLlmber 
Although the dQ~cjIJ' r'= ~.~ .y .. e USSR In dialogue and ~l'C(" LI~sl' C)rl 

<.- .. ~ • . "" r 01' p r- er.- e· t t' - _I. .. :> -. - , • 

of IPPNO are still eiiq;hl t~ ~·:a · : lon of papers has passed. members 
r:r- p ~:; pnti.ng i::\ pi"pt?I.··. ..,-t .~~ ... ,e ., ~u. '~'tt.en~ t.hE-~ CClnf£:?ren(:f.~ even t...t-ICILlPh not. 
I n + . . t . ILl L I ~=> I) U 1'"(-7'q 1 c: 1- I" - 1-- . f .- =1 

f .WlTld .. 1Cln cc::wd:. ,:-:Ic:t. t.ht2 'JE;{-~ C'.~ ... .... ' ... :- ' ~ .. . ~~.~.J.on f?P. For ·h.trth~?r 
r.djnn ~, CP,92 U:;.'o (L)lD) 11 4- .7- l:.l t

'.<...t...lUll of .ll-·I-··NCJ~ .1426 Mpr-rl, ·,'·t· [)I"·1·YI7> 1:::·[ - - ~ ,c: . T ·t· .. _.. CJ Lj. 1. .. .. . .. .... -. , - . 



2nd National Conference 

CO.NCERNED PHILOSOPHERS FOR PEACE 

Call for Papers 

Concer ned Philosophers for Peace will meet in Philadelphia, 
October 13-15, 1989. The conference will be hosted by Temple 
University, with some meetings at the downtown Hershey Hotel. An 
added feature of the conference will be a panel and major address 
by phi losophers from the Institute of Philosophy in Moscow. That 
is bei ng arranged by Paul Allen in conjunction with his SAVI exchange. 
Douglas Lackey will give the presidential address, and we are nego­
tiuting for a possible opening speaker. Sidney Axinn (Department of 
Philosophy, Temple University, Philadelphia, PA 19122) is in charge 
of local arrangements. 

Papers limited to twenty minutes reading time (about 10-12 pages) are 
now being reviewed for inclusion in the program. Papers are preferred 
over abstracts, although some detailed abstracts may be accepted. 
Topic s include the entire range of nuclear issues, peace and justice 
concerns, and interactions with published books and articles. Be 
creative. The deadline for submissions has been extended to July 7. 
Send two copies to the program coordinator Joseph DesJardins, Center 
for Peace and Justice, Villanova University, Villanova, PA 19085. 
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Cil ll for Rev iews and Essays 

We' encourage readers of the Newsletter 
to s ubmit reviews and brief essays. We 
als o we lcome news and announcements 
re levant to our concerns. If you are 
inte rested in reviewing books, please 
cont act William C. Gay. 

CPP Newsletter is issued twice 
a year to members and other 
interest.ed parties. Submiss ion 
and suggestions should be sent 
to: William C. Gay, Editor, 
CPP Newsletter, Department of 
Philosophy, University of NC­
Charlotte, Charlotte, NC 2822}. 



· t . I Act. Pea.ct:." c(s an 0ppOS1· .1 Dna 

William Paringer 

The cyn i c ism o·f t.he? i:\(;)e, wh i lei t cut s bo·tl~·1 ways, hc(s" eng~ged a . 
VC~l· c-_·'·~_c::-, "'·-Id ·foc_;t£",,~ed a "pugnacl.ous r-eason both of I-'JhlCh diver~;i t y of J < - "" 

t · If"" _. ell' ·-e-·c'II,~c::e of PI"'c"'(CP. Amoncl th e eli ssenter·s the i:\re t:.'!!3Sen· la el, c( =>_->_ => ,- - -. ,- _1 '. 

.. f . II "'ct:i vi st c=" --·-those for- \o'Jhom the mode'~n ep 1 sterne 1 S app"-oi~CII 0 pe,:\ce c.~ _ , . _J - • 

b I t t dl' ""t·l' nOII·l· ':'hed fr-om "academlcs"--those fo,~ whom t.he 0_ !:;o to?' e-·-may -'e . _)., I", - . -) , . , 
categories of rationality persist. I find the~e orIentatIons 
re'fl~ct.:ive of the "r· €~f(:Jrmational" and "professIonal" modes of an 
oppositional. dis:,cour-!:.f? In rf~sr~ec'Uvely differe,:t. ways~. howeve~~_both 
seem to avoid a crit.ical dimensIon for transformlng the ldeologlcal 
terrain upon which the relations between knowle~ge~ ~ower~ ~ruth~ and 
language are constructec/. In my opinion this dImensIon artlculates 
the oppo~;;.j, t i onal as Hell i 1;..1 cal_ and pe~d.:'\qo.9...:.L£:i:'I. 

Not completely but certainly recognizably, the peace mov~ment in the 
1 ast decade has r·ei nterpreted 'the spi r- i tl.lal f or the publl creal m. 
From the st.andpoint of an educator, I am thinking of certain 
theoretical and curricular perspectives inside and out of schools 
which have reconstructed the religious (love, justice~ friendship~ 

commun:ity~ care) towc(rds th€~ social <nuclear' issues, Central America 
and development, homelessness, poverty, famine, apartheid, human 
rights, literacy). David Purpel's book, The Moral and Spiritual 
Crisis in Education (Bergin and Garvey, 1988), nicely expresses this 
approach. In profound ways the oppositional nature of the peace 
movement, its counter-hegemonic principles, its dissatisfaction with 
the positivistic and technocratic fixes of modernity~ and its infusioo 
of social responsibility as the pedagogical task, also implies a 
politic or a social ecology. 

In this religiously motivated orientation a far-reaching concept of 
peace has emerged. Much more than philosophy and the academic 
"debate" em nuc 1 eiar war" thi:;;; concf.'-:.'pt inc 1 usi vel y addr'esses t.he riange 
of social relations, (e.g., perspectives of feminist, ecological, 
first/third world), the intertwine of agency and structure, and·' a 
method and content which a count.er social model must include. This 
concept of peace~ operative in a number of organizations and concerns, 
regards war as a symptom of more pervasive struct.ures of violence in 
the organization of modern life. It signifies not only a moral 
imperative and legitimation (historically found in religious 
opposition) to change the world, but artiCUlates a Qraxis or a 
rationale and procedure for effecting social change and ordering 
social reality. 

On , the other hand, typically what I see among professional 
phIlosophers and other academic sorts is the exclusion of the 
"spiritual" from their peace views. Thei,~ QPposi'tion remains in the 
ba~. l~ar-k of .Realpt:Jlitik. Just war theory~ for e:,:ample~ (evem if it 
o~lglnat.es ~rom a cleric) is oppositional only to the extent that it 
dlsagrees WIth the dominant discourse; it does not seek to change the 
st~ucture. Conceptually, it employs the same polit.ical technologies 
(~lscOUr~e) as its adversary. What this concern does do is struggle 
at the sItes of power where economic, political. and social decisions 
and poliCies are formed and, thus~ in this resp~ct. instrumentalizes 
politics for peace. 



E.:lch positicln~ peace edLl<:ators and "philosophers" 'for peace, seeks to 
illuminate the political or the social as the pedagogical obj~ct, but 
incompletely expresses the oppositional as both a pedagogical and a 
political act. I seldom see from either concern an explicit 
desocialization of the ideological terrain. a deconstruction of 
thought, language, and practice, of knowle~ge and power~ of history, 
of the institution. The issue here is one of formulating an 
educational praxis which hot only includes the contestation of power 
at the sites where it is most firmly entrenched but excludes the 
language and assumptions of modern instrumentalism. More 
metaphorically, such a praxis encompasses the action of peace with a 
piece of the action. 

This is an epistemological problem at heart, one which counte~s the 
assumption (idealism pure and simple) that to unveil or critique 
reality guarantees its transformation. Historically, this 
"enl i ghtenmEmt" apprclac:h has; separ"ated both the pedagogi cal and the 
personal from the political. I have in mind the Freirean notion of 
£!dIl!!;cientization in which the peda(;:)ogical task originates in an 
awareness of the sociocultural conditions shaping (and determining) 
our everyday world and the capacity to transform it. In Freire's 
CI.ccDunt, "Just as the E'~pistemC)logi.ci~1 cycle does not end at the stc.~ge 

of existing knowledge because it extends to the stage of creating new 
knowledge, conscientization cannot stop at the stage of revealing 
r~ality. It becomes authentic [what I would call the pedagogical] 
when we experience the revelation of the real world as a dynamic and 
dialectical unity with the actual transformation of reality" (Politics 
of EdLlcation, 169). 

In most respects I think the peace movement (broadly understood) is 
far ahe~d of the academics for peace by its increasing inclusion of 
activist oppositional models. But it is the insufficient analytical 
and coofrontational ground of the ~piritual reformers which can be 

·supplemented by philosophical, political, and economic critique. The 
objectiveness of the professionals, however, needs to be mediated with 
the righteousness of the reformers. By uniting the spiritual with the 
pedagogical, peace educators more completely describe the totality of 
the human condition. Interveni.ng instrumentally the professional 
attends to existing sites of power more directly. Both have something 
to add; it is a matter of getting together. 

--Montclair, NJ 

Anhual Meeting of the Bertrand Russell Society 

~,ere: Ethical Culture Society (Social Hall) 
2 Waat 64th Street, New York, New York ' 10023 

When: June 24-2~, 1989 

CO!llt: Single Day Registration--$15 for Sat. ~ $10 for Sun. 

6 9 t ,_JilllfL..£1. 
1: 30--3: 00 PM 

3:1~-A:15 Pt1 

fuill.._J.!,u:lf! 25 

Papers Relevant to CPP Members 

Alan Ryan, Princeton University, "Russell's Pacifism" 

Marvi n /(ohl, SUNY at Fredon! a, "Understand! ng the 
Pragma t j Cli Clf Pac if J sm" 

9:30-10:30 AM Tim 11cll:Hgcln, E:.r:@ logLlir~, "Tile RGlUonality of 
WGlf]!ng War" 

5 
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A Peace-Exchange Visit to the Soviet Union 

Ronald J. Glossop 

tt Illinois University at Edwardsville Sou' ",ern 

Havt ng read the repor'ts fn::HT! StevE'n Lee and H~l en Petr'ovsky c~ncerning 
the SAVI (Soviet'-Amer'iccln Visits and I ntel'"c\ct, 1 on) Conference In Moscow 
last August, I feel it would be appropriate to report on my one-week 
visit. to the Soviet Union last Octclber, including the session with the 
Institute of Philosophy of the Sovi,et Academy of Sciences in Moscow . 

I was one of a four-person delegation from t.he World Federalist 
Associatton of t.he U.S. visiting the Soviet. Union as part of a 
four-year-old annual exchange with the Soviet Peace Committee. 
Al though I \l'Jas the on I y acac1f.~mi c in our group, our meet i ngs were wi th 
not only the researchers of t.he Institute of Philosophy but also 
representatives of the U.S.-Canada Studies Institute and the Soviet 
Association of Polit.ical Sciences as well as leaders of the Soviet 
Peace Committee. 

Late on the afternoon of Thursday, October 13, we met with four 
members of the Institute of Philosophy plus a research assistant. 
They introduced themselves and indicated their areas of research as 
follows: Vladilen Burov (Head Researcher, Chinese political 
philosophy), Alexi Alushin (philosophy of Harold Lasswell), Helen 
Osipova (peace as a problem of being a human being), and Tatjana 
Alekseewa (world society and British-American political philosophy). 
We were impressed that so many of these philosophers were doing 
research on issues related to peace. 

We found them rather" interested in our' idea thCl,t world peace reqLlires 
a federal government at the world level and our view that the 
alternative to war is nonviolent conflict of interests worked out 
thr'ough p<::>1itical and judicial in!s'tit.utions. They were also attentive 
to our message that the Soviet federal Union with its need to 
accommodate diverse national-ethic groups wanting autonomy within the 
federation is now in the process of working out solutions which will 
be extremely helpful at the global level as a world federation is 
~evelo~ed. (This was a message which we also expressed when being 
Int,ervIBwecl for Sc)vi+:'?t niationc:ll tE~If:.~v:i, sicu-, c\nc:l SClviet Enl;)lish-language 
broadcasts to Europe.) The discussion was lively~ and the interest 
was SCI gr'eat. t.he-It thE~ mf::!et i rig cord: i nl.led i nb::> t,he dinner hour. Fi naIl Y 
we had to leave in order to make our scheduled meeting with another 
grClup, the Soviet. Section of the Global Family organz~tion. 

After three days of meetings in Moscow. one other member of cur 
delega~icm ':\rId I I"'f.',mt to L..Eminl]r':ld whiit~ the eIther' t , I-'lC) WE!nt to Tblisi. 
I~' l..erlJ.r~~r'acj I-'Je taJ.k€'~d, wj,th ovel" 1.50 r.:;t:udf.:?nt.s st.udyin<:'1 liH-J c:~,nd 'for'eign 
l.nguage~. We wer= -I~le ,too r'II's'trI'~ t R 'I 'f 
• ,, ' "" <:: W " _ , 1,.lU ,f-:? 1,1!";!:;l2'ln'- c:!nl]uc:\l]e VE!rSl0n!!;; D' 

two,?f our World FederalIst brochures as well as copies of the 
Eng,ll st',-l arl]Llal]e book F'l ~,,~th90d by F.tf2rlj ,:uni n Ferenc:.:: and VI?n I<eyes. A 
memorable eVf"'nt ,few m':::. "J~'c::. "'1 "4,',, " d ~rln " , ":" ,_' ,,,,, Y-""'- ,,~;:)t?I'CIIn<;J dn eVE'.:'nlng c:onVI:?r'::,lng \,\Ilt.h a ,-C.l .... '" 
SOVIet EspI:?r clntlsts In L.enln<;.tracl. 

When talking in MoscOW,with leaders of the Soviet Peace Committee, we 
were able to make a pOlnt that may be of interest to American 
philosclphel~!5 too, n"mely tl t 

c\ , , ' 'la - S\_Hne leading SOViE't, int.ellectualS'> arE? 



now talking favorably about the concept of world federation. Georgi 
Shakhnazarov~ a top advisor to Gorbachev~ had an article published in 
F'1~c.wda on 15 January under t.he title "QLlestions of Theory: The World 
Communi ty . Is Amenable to Government." The general thesis is that just 
after World War II the Soviets had to oppose the formation of a world 
government because at that time it would have been nothing but an 
inst rument ~or U:S. domination of the whole world~ but now things have 
changed as IS eVldent on the basis of what is happening at the United 
N2\t ion!:;. 

Here are a few remarkable quotes from that Shakhnazarov article: 

The success of future work for peace conclusively depends on 
success in further boosting the degree to which the world is 
amenable to government. 

Thus we have a right to draw the conclusion that the sphere 
of world governability, despite all its contradictoriness, 
is slowly but steadily expanding. This process is for the 
good of mankind. 

With changes having taken place in Soviet policies~ the Reagan 
administrat ion in the U.S. was the greatest obstacle to the 
development of more effective global institutions for resolving 
international conflicts nonviolently. In December 1988 at the U.N. 
General Assembly a resolution was introduced asking that the 
Secretary-Gener al conduct a study concerning the issue of whether the 
U.N. should develop its own instruments (including possibly putting up 
its own satellites) to monitor compliance with multilateral arms 
control agreements. The vote was 130 in favor and only 1 (the U.S.) 
opposed with no abstentions. This is a disgrace. So also is the 
failure of the U.S. media to publicize this and related actions such 
as the U.S. stopping the Law of the Sea Treaty from going into effect, 
ignor ing the deci si on of the International Court of Justice with 
regard to Nicaragua, and underminin~ the financial stability of the 
U.N. as well as opposing a comprehensive test ban which would put an 
end to the development of new nuclear weapons. 

Let me conci ude by !:iayi n9 "Amen" to the I ast, three paragraphs of 
Steven Lee's report in the October CPP Newsletter. I found the same 
kinds of views being expressed and the same diversity in Soviet 
thinking. For example~ some of them strongly disagree with 
Shakhnazarov. But there is an exciting development of many new ideas 
an d an unmistakable global perspective in the current thinking of many 
Soviet intellectuals. 

A final obser'vation. If we in the U.S. take a global outlook~ can ~ 
keep i nsi :.t: i n9 that evel"y;;;-e el se use Qb.\.L. nati onal language at 
international meetings? At the same time~ there are now 12 languages 
used by over 100 million people, and we can't be expected to learn 
them all. A just and logical solution to the problem of a language 
for international communication is Esperanto~ as I have argued in my 
arti cle "Language Policy and a Just World Order" in Alternatives, 13 
( 198B), 395-409. 

(For those who would like a copy of the Shakhnazarov article in 
Pravda. a copy of my article in Alternatives, or more information 
about ~speranto~ just write me and let me know what you want me to 
send. ) 

7 
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From Hiroshima to Bikini: 
Philosophers on Nuclear Weapons~ 1945-1952 

William C. Gay 

ThroLlghout the hi story of warf are ~ ph i I os,:,p~el"'s have provi ded , 
cr- i t i cal assessments of weapons and of the pOll c 1 es that govern thEn r 
thl"€~ at.ened and actuc\l use. The nLIC I ear- age is no eH cepti on. AlthoLlgh 
the number of philosophical publications on nuclear weapons and 
nuclear policies mushroomed in the 1980s, philosophers have written 
cogent articles and books during each decade of the nuclear age. 

f.i<::) far, philosophical \l'Jr' it: ings on the nLlclear i:\ge have progressed 
thnJugh three phases. The first phase goes from Hi r-oshi ma t.fJ 8i kini 
.:"lnd focLises on the atomi c bomb. The second phase concer-ns the 
df?vf?lopment and .. ~b(lve-gr-ound test i ng of the hydrogen bomb, as well as 
the on-going, post-war tension between the United states and the 
Soviet Union. Finally, much of the wor-k of the last three decades, 
pi:lr·t.ic::ularly in t.h+:1 1980s, is ii:\ r-eaction to incr-easing sh :lft.s toward 
counter- ·fol'·ce we.~pon5 and war-f i ghti ng str- at~?g i es. 

Especially important are the initial r-esponses by philosophers t o 
the Itu~r-t i me u!se .md post-war- cf . ."mtr-ol of atc."lmi c bombs. In the book I 
.:"1111 completin(;J cm philos(Jphy and nuclear- weapons, I use the title "The 
Ear-l.y Phil.osophr.:>ros (l.Um(Jst) Said It All" fOI'" a chapter- on the work 
don!'".! in the 1940s. I decided upon this titlE~ when I realized that 
s everal philosophical arguments in the 19505 and many in the last 
l:hr'ee decarJes unknowi ng I y--.:md froequent I y 1. ess eloquent I y--repeat the 
early ones. One reason for the repetition is that many of the early 
sources have fallen into obscurity. The purpose of this essay is to 
ma ke available a brief summary of my r-esearch on the philosophical 
Y-espc.mses to c~t.omic weapons. In addition, I provide the most thorough 
philosophical bibliography available for- this period. 

An Overview of the Early Literature 

From the atomic bombing of Hiroshima in 1945 to the testing of 
Un? hydn)gen bomb at Bikini in 1952, over- thirty ar-ticles plus at 
le~st portions of several books, were published by about ~ dozen 
phlloso~hers. Half of these philosophers had international 
r E~pL\t.~~tl OI:S~ but several (J·f the Clt.her-s al !SO made qui te semi nal 
contr 1. but 1 ons. 

F.-'hl_· 1 osophi cal l ' , .-==!.!::~_[!"!';~'::...!:l..:!,--~~~qm:Ln"'rl~S. In tel'"'1115 of quantity~ the phi lo!sophical 
literature on the atomIC bomb is dominated by Russell who published 
"=It.H:lUt hal f of tt:1 E~ SC)LIr-c:: es bet\l'men 1945 and 1952. ( In ·f act. Hussell 
~om~~ated the fIeld throughout the remainder of the 1950s ~s well and 
~~n~l~ued to ma ke regular contributions Llntil his death in 1970.) 
J~~:~ r~h ~~~S5, severa~ other philosophical luminaries also made 
p.:\ ,:~." lun.:\tF.~ p1 f:."~c.'t!"; dlll" lnf"l 1hi"" . .. ,,_ .' -:I Th' .. C'e - c- 0 ~ - ~ •• ~ pLI .Le)(. f~ flY"st ptu.losor)hic,;:\l n ?sp0rl-' -
Itl cL~ t; y Camus on (~L\(1I..\S t fJ 1 c~4<:'- ._._ ... t ° • _ _. • • • t 

b ',.f . '" ... _ _ . ' ': . ~ . , d .WC., ddYS aft€-?y- Hllr'oshl rna i:Hld c~ day 
L or L Na(;j o':\s crk 1 • !-<U S '5 P L 1 c' ''\In '~'' - ' 1 -. _'~'.' _ .. -. - ~ E 1n 0':\ case second, publishin0 his 

.l r, I I. 1. a .l L C) m m t-"? f1 t ~:; Cl n (.) II (1 \ I c· t 1 q 1 cl'l " 0 ' c:~ . . :J • 

(J t 
... . - :J o • • ~. • c.:. ., · •.. 1. .:lC:ir- t I'-P foil 0"'''''c1 "1]' t I·' "\1-) (.""'say i n 

( ° n tl P I" l <;> 4 c.- -I - j [) . .- - Y', "'... • . • • ,.: - :;;> 

-r' l ~ .~n '. - ~~ '" _ .~ :', .~ 1_: <-_ . !~!Wf.:~y pub].:i ':.; 1""1 c·~d hi s; r" f.:~!:;pC)n S;!Z~ :i n NC)vembF.~ I' ·· . 1 (;>45. 
:i. f"t ,.)!,·.p t f:o mtJ L I', 1. 946 .::\ncl J -HIII -H - Y 194'7 T - . 1 h . . 

. . \ r. . • c. :. . . " f,-,' 1 a I'" r.l d £.~ C h .. u · ell. n 



published his two articles. Finally, Jaspers' initial contribution on 
this topic appeared in 1950. 

In their. essays, these philosophical luminaries stake out the 
original verSlons of several positions still being argued in the 
contemporary literature. 

Semi. nfu __ s.:;ol:ltr::i but i ill:!.2.-~ __ J._e~ss~';:L Kno\lm Fi gures. Unt i I recentl y, access 
to the early responses of even the well-known philosophers has been 
limited. So, it should come as no surprise that the other work is 
little known. Except for four essays in Ethics. two in The 
F'er-sonalist, and one each in Jhe Philosophical 'Revie"'J and Philosophy, 
none of the early sources appear in professional journals. Moreover. 
important discussions by A. C. EWing, Daniel S. Robinson. and John . 
Somerville occur within books on broader themes and have~ as a result, 
largely escaped attention even by those doing research i~ this field. 

In my judgement, the most lamentable oversight is in relation to 
T. \). Smith, cme-timE~ edi·tor· of Ethi...£.§. and prolific contributor to the 
theory of democr-acy associ ated wi th the "Chicago School." To my 
knowledge, Smith was the first philosopher to publish a book on 
nuclear weapons. His 1946 book Atomic Power and Moral Faith is 
composed of lectures delivered at Claremont College. Though only 
fifty-six pages in length, the book is quite remarkable in its 
recognition of the economic, military, and social implications of 
atomic energy, its critique of religious and political sectarianism in 
the atomic age, and its advocacy of pursuing improvements in the 
U. S.-Soviet relations. 

Another valuable book is by Daniel S. Robinson, who was a major 
contributor to the tradition of personalism in American philosophy. 
He began addressing atomic weapons in his Presidential address at the 
Western Division meeting of the American Philosophical Association on 
May 9, 1946, and among American philosophers, he probably has the most 
publications on atomic weapons during this early period. His 1948 
book The Principles of Conduct updates and extends his previous 
anal yses. In addi t i on to thr-ee chaptf~rs on atomi c weapons, Robi nson 
provides a further chapter in which he develops a three-fold theory of 
applied philosophy. Within applied philosophy, he presents con~ern 
about the atomi c age cIS p""e-emi nent wi thi n pol i ti cal e~hi cs, Whl ch 
i tsel f stanejs above both proof essi onal and personal ethl cs. 

Themes in the Early Literature 

While most of the philosophical luminaries fo~u~ed on the moral 
and spi ri t.Llal meani ng of t.he cltomi c: bomb ~ several ph 11 osophers turned 
to other' topics. In particular-~ the ·themes of world government, 

. "t · -t i on are addressed by several soc lc:1 I responsibility, and human e,·, . In(_ 
philosopher-so 

~Jorld government. Several of the early philosophic~l SOLfl~cei·ts . analYZe 
t t Alt hough Russell's de ln Ive h~? propoc:a] of we)!'"'l cI qover"nmen • . 

'. ~. . . "j t rge until 1954. most of hlS 
Poslbon on nuc:lea,~ we."::\pon~:; dIL no eme -d h ther and if 
essays in the 194()c::. and ear I y 19505 r.":\ll~eady a dress weD . ~ th ' 

- - d t 01 ::\tomi c weapons. Ltrl ng 1 s so, how wor 1 d gover'nment shaul con r. c: • h' h he 
pe . -d' , . 1" - l ' falls between essays In w lC no ~ RLtssell ' s wor-k cU ge '( _ . t to threaten war 
e>:plicitly suggests that :it m1Qh·t be c:lpproprla e . I t I of 

. - t re internatlona con ro 
clgainst the Soviet Union in ordEn"" C) sec~ - tl'on is not present. 
ato . . t· l' (-h '-ltch a supges ml c weapcms and ones 1 n w I - .::> - ::J. • t' te 
R . ~, .. ' -.d rece1ved d1spropor 10na Llssell's two fc"":\ces dLlr-ing thlS pt.1 1e. 
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attention in his own subsequent reflections and in the secondary 

t N th 1 ~- ""c- fOI~ a I""' ac-_cessi b 1 e a.nd repr-esentat i ve e>:ample litera: LII~I~). one - Ir? '.~'-'-::', • . . II . . 

of ee:Kh pos;i t ion, I r"ecomml-?n d .. How to Avo:L (:' th~ Atom1 c . War, PLlbllshed 
. r C~n~e l·n 1q4~ for his arqument tor InternatIonal control 
1 n ...,ommon ,:>1"0.:::>. . ~ , -
that omi"t.-;-r-:··;f;·I~ence to threateni ng the 80vi ets and liThe. F~hlre of 
tv'anki nd"" :i n hi s 1950 book ~lD.QgQh!J....::..ll:..-_gs?-aY!:!i, for an e:-: pl1 C1 t--though 
not the· most blatant--articulation of the threat argument. 

Sever .. :\l other phi 10s(:Jpt-·lers al so address issues of international 
control and wor-l d gover-r1mf.mt. T. V. Smi th and part i cuI ar 1 y Dani el S. 
Robinscln do so in their books. In·terestingly, in 1948 E. C. 
E\fJing---kno\fJrt primarily for· his \fJork on '(ant --published a book an world 
government that devotes the final section to the impact of atomic 
weapons. His view is close to Russell"s threat argument yet goes 
fl.lrther :i n ell so alrgui ng for the U. N. to 1 aunc:h a second-·stri ke atomic 
attack against any nation which~ in defiance of the attempt at 
international control, developed and used atomic weapons. Also 
relevant is the argument by Emile Benoit-Smullyan~ himself a social 
scientist. and the response by Joseph Neyer, who wrote perhaps the 
first phiiosophical critique of a previous essay on atomic weapons. 
These essays were published by ~thics in July~ 1946 and July, 1947. 
Neyer's argument offers still relevant and valuable insight on how to 
build the cultural foundations necessary for genuine U.S.-Soviet 
cooperation. 

Social Responsibilit.Y... of ..£:.I]i losophers.. In relation to the theme of 
social responsibility~ the essays by Daniel S. Robinson and Paul 
Arthur Schilpp stand out. Robinson"s Presidential address is quite 
germaine in arguing the secondary importance of debates among rival 
phi I clsophi c,:.l school s. That. address is reproduced in hi s essay in The 
Phi 1 Q.§.Q.Qhi c..aL..Revi ew and is incorporated in revi sed form in hi s book. 
Although Schilpp later makes his case more cogently~ his essay of 
January, 1949 is worth noting. 

Human Extinctio~. Beginning with Camus~ several philosophers 
explicitly raise the sceptor of human annihilation in atomic war. 
ThoLlgh John Somervi 11 f? had not yet coi nf?d the term "omni ci de. II he 
already discusses the prospect in 1949 in the first edition ~f his 
Philosophy of Peace. Likewise~ Russell cites this possibility in 
several of his essays in the 1940s--well before his famous BBC 
broadcast of December 23~ 1954 and his two books on nuclear war. 
Dew~y and Sar~re offer. insights into this possibility that draw on 
~h~lr prag~at~c and eXIstential philosophies~ respectively. Only 
rel~h~rd ~lsmlsses ~his possibility~ and Jaspers" willingness to risk 
ann1hll~t1on to av,::nd totalitaricmism has not yet crystallized to the 
~egree 1~ reaches In ·the late 19505. Finally. the most novel position 
1 n reI at 1 on to the human s"tr··ugg Ie agai nst e>: tinct i on is pr-obabl y that 
developed by Rushton Coulborn, a historian, who applies evolutionary 
theory to our nuclear predicament in his essay in Ethics in July. 
1947. ---.---- . 

* * * 

In t~is survey~ I have only scratched the surface Many of the 
sources clted below . d . . • 
on . F f prOV1 e 1 nS1 ght that deserves at tent i on in the 

-golng e· ort by phi loso h ·t - - . . 
1· n th 1 P ers 0 cCJpe Wl. th I ssues of \fJal~ and peace e nuc ear age. 
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BOOK REVIEWS 

Jh (i. l., CI q :i c: C) + t.J..!!...!.:<t!!._,,!!:1 c l,~J:.." W €i§lQ on s 
E'ol ij,:;,Y.,,: A Phi 1.f~.QJJhi ccal_6ncaJ. y~ 
Cor'b in Fowl (,?r", Lewi ~;ton /Queen~ton: 
The Edwin Mallon Press, 1987. 266 
pp. ISBN: 0-88946-330-1, $49.95~ 
$39.95 for aeries s ubscr i bers. 
(Pro~lems in ContemQorar~ 
Etlilosophy, vol. 4) 

One value of logi~ is the 
d:i SiC 1 0!5Ur"e of f ol~mcal "and i nf clrmal 
patter ns of how we think in general 
and jn specific I:onte>:t.s. In his 
analysis 0+ the United States' 
nuclear weapClns policy, Corbin 
l=-cwJie r" f.~>:amirlf2s t.hE~ "cynic:al 
n~c:d i ~:;m" whi ch und(-?t"'l i es cUI~t"'ent 

governmental rationales for the 
continued ma intenance, updating 
cHId / or" tJu i 1 d up o ·f OL.W nue I ear" 
arsenal. Throughout the book, 
Fowler raises the question of 
whether our ways of thinking have 
limited our options in approaching 
the nuclear debate. 

Tcaking as his theme for the 
book the statement from the comic 
str'ip "Pogo" that "we hc"\ve m£.~ ·t the 
em::my and :i t i a U!5," Fowl er cH"qU(?!5 

thcd:, thE~ n?c~l EHlEHflY of "ev~?ry 

sup~2r'power is nc)'t them. but: us." 
To illustrate this theme, Fowler 
takes a more popular approach which 
draws on less scholarly litercature, 
but which makes the book accessible 
to the general reader interested in 
in quiring into the reasoning 
L.\ndf.:~r·l yi ng CUI'Tf?nt: pol icy. For" 
sak e of clcarity, the author 
examines only the extremes of the 
debate~ which may be disappointing 
for those seeking a comprehensive 
examination qf the logic underlying 
the s pectrum of posit~cns. 
Nevertheless, analysis of the 
e:-: -txf?meS /I pr-CJvokes Sf2r i cus 
re'f I m::t i cln." Fowler contends. 
"Pdl'''t i eL11 al~ I y l'lhen one o'f th~ 
e;,:tl"'!?llles ccmtr·ol!5 t.he Whi t,e H(::lu~.e." 
Fowler. of course" was referring to 
Reaga n: and it re~ains to be seen 
how ex~rellle Bush's nuclear policy 
lIJ:i 11 bf? At any I' .. .. i'ltf::, at thF.:~ 

extremes, Fowler compares and 
contrasts what William Gay terms 
th(-~ r'nl.lcl€:~,:'~ I'" l-'Ii::~I'''I'' ' ior"r' yjith tl"I€-:? 
"p i;U: i of i 5 t" p Cl !::i i t. :i. on . 

C 11C~ P t £'~ 1'- () n €-? ~; Ed: ',; U', €~ t: 0 n E' f e!l'" 
thE~ lIJholE'~ bDuk. Dr"i:\\tJ:i.nq un t.he 
Psychological in si ghts of Robert 
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Jay Lifton and others, Fowler casks 
us to consider the possibility that 
our reasoning about nuclear issues 
has placed us in a context 
analogous to a frog placed in a pot 
of water, which is brought to a 
boi~, as is the frog, for it cadapts 
~o lts surroundings, i.e., the 
lncreasing tempercature of the water 
is not recognized cas can imminent 
danger. Moreover, not only are 
some people blind to the dangers of 
pursuing a policy which conceives 
of nucle~r war as realistic and 
winnable, but also many of those 
who recognize the danger ccannot 
cope with it. Thus, as Lifton 
presented in his studies of 
Hiroshima, Fowler argues that many 
people become "psychically numbed" 
and hide from the nuclear terror 
cand its threcat ·by "pursui ng 
business as usual," cas well as 
adopting an cattitude of 
inevitability that such a conflict 
will occur. Tcacitly~ the 
widesprecad persistence of such 
views aids the maintencance cand 
continued buildup of nuclecar 
weapons, for in the imagincations of 
such people no other options exist 
except the current recalism of 
nLIC lear terr"or. 

In the remcainder of the book, 
the author examines such policy 
considercations as the effects of 
nuclear war, nuclecar strategy and 
deterrence, "the best defense is a 
good offense" policy, and recent 
trends such cas SOl. In each case, 
the analysis examines how the issue 
is presented in statements of such 
"policy makers" cas Roncald Reagan, 
Hermcan Kahn, Colin Gray and Edward 
Teller • . Currerit datca as to the 
size and scope of U.S. nuclecar 
forces and the possible impact of 
nuclear wcar is also included. 
Throughout each chapter, Fowler 
qUf.?st.ions t.he "realism" inherent in 
our nuclear policy, and illustrates 
tl"ll'''Dugh such "p<:>l icy critics" as 
Paul Erhlich and J<:>nathan Schell 
that the "r"£-?alism" Llpon whi.c:h U.S. 
nuclear policy is based limits the 
way in which other alternatives are 
considered as possibilities. 

In the fifth chapter~ Fowler 
incisively brings the issue t.o a 
l"lf?i,lc1 l-'Jhen hE? asks tl"lf.':> qLle!:1t i on "i.\re 
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VIL' hE.t:.t.l:~' dc":\cI th,3n ned?" U!:ii nu ,oln 

id 1 LI~;i on t.o Nl. et.zsch~~' 5 qu(.)tt:~ t.hr.~t 
"OIiU hi:,:\d b(~~tt.f?r bt:.~ conc:t?r'ned about 
Of If? :' ~; over" c:onCf.~'r"n vii th IJlCln!::.ter"16 
1 Ci,, ~;t Dne becnllll:? the tnOf')stf':r' ~ II 

Fowle, argues that adhe,ence to a 
po I icy cl·f "bE~ttr.-!r- c:lecld th,:\n Rl~d II 
entai.l\i> thi~t vlt.=~ pur'!~u~~ i~ pCllic:y L")f 

!:;t?] .f---de!5txt.lct:l.nn whic:h coule! not be 
lim:itt.=~d t(:l the c.onfines (.l ·f thim 
CCllllll.r-y. 80 in emsence, Fowler 
asl;!:; "'Ihetht:n" vH~ ar"e becoming "the 
f?v :i 1 r>rnpi r-e." Mor'eclv!?r- ~ Fc)wl er 
Db~;er- vE's t.h.~t in c:ompar'ison to t.he 
AIIH?I"icarl emphasis nn "supel,.~" i.e., 
as a power and as i5 manifested in 
0\ w F.~vl:? r" yday CClI1Cel"ns !such as 
"~~I. .lp!-?r"mi."~kets~ II Hi-tltu"'s notion (l ·f 

"~I SI.lPf~I··· mi::\f\ subst:. ant. i all y pa 1 es, ·f ol~ 
,_,LIr ' .i cfE~i.~ of a ~;upel'" pOVler" is one 
"III i ch can clestr"oy thE~ I~est of th€~ 
VIOl' 1. d if vie do not Uet ClUI'" vlay. 

Thf? f.?p i 1 CHJLII=-' (Jnc e al;J,::I:l n r- i.'I i !5eS 
U H:~ i~,~; u (,~ (.) + the 1 i mit at i CJ n IS "'H~ 
i 1111 I ()".!-! un our" sl:!l '11?S v,hen we ac::c:ep t 
CHlr- CLlrTf.~rlt policy iAS thf! ClrIly 
1'1-",'" I i r,; I..:l c prnpo!sal. Consi d€~r':i nq 
v,H ' I DU','. cod t er- n i.~ t. i yes , F OV11 f?r" 
!:;\.If.J'JP!::;l:!,--;, ,~s elo m,:lny~ th,·"l ,:\5 a 
f i I'~; t f:>tl'~P wn ~;hl:,ul cJ eHp) i cit 1. y 
rJl~ ("HIOUflC:f? ':1 no -f:lr'st LIse pn'! j c::y. 
Fr am tl-l1 H poi nt ~ Fowl fU" thfN'l 
PI'l--'sc:r-jbl?S !5Llbst.anti.:\1 r-educ:t.ion in 
t h .,-> iH" S f .. m a 1 H • \..J 1 tim a t: ely ~ 
UI'l( Inr 1 y :l nl] his !s\'I(;JI]"~!:;t 1 ons i s thl-~ 
, .\<:,~:l.\fTcp t:[ on t:IHlt SI.lr:h concr-f!tt::l 

. . In thi 5 cmt.hol Cl~'IY, ~::aj. nz 
d~~lde~ the Itter-at.ure of Peace 
liltr) Sl>: cr.:\tHl]r")I'· i(,:~," or-
p~fspectives. pr-oviding three to 
· ~OI.IJ'" .. ~H?l~?cti.on!S fl'"om th<:~ "'/or"!:s Df 
ph.l .l CI'5f.Jph f'JI~!:; i;':In cJ t heclI·· .. l I"' t c:' of ... -. 
n f 1'1'" .". I . _ .. .... , Clr f::~c:IL.h 
- " II' .... ~. >: per-Sl~)ec t· i VI''':: r-' _ .. , l ' 
r 

t . - .. ". "J • \ It " , ... f-' ] 
3::",1 h.IIO, I< ,~II"II ' F 1·· · .. ·-" . ~ 

. - .. , ~ .... i:')! ::; III U 1::; !' " I" E! 1..1 d ~ "H'I d 

,:let:. ion s wi:l 1 cd:l ow vii Lh t:l file' t hl] 
a 1. t. e r" iJ. t ion i nth I~ f.'? P ·f U rl d i:lfll Em t al 
"1,:lY!:; how nUI~ ni:\t ion '::\!3 a whol f! 
t h i. n 1< ~; • F i. r" ~) t. ~ vi e en i:\ y r- E~ i~ Ii;: 12 t hal 
w E~ c:: "H'l t 1'- U I:; t t tl I? " crt:.! \ F.~ r- 5 :l t:I e ... 
Bt:.~C: cm d 1 Y , I'Jf~ me'-" y c: ()m('~ t [) urHJJ~r' st and 
the:\t the "wclr' l d :1 s not: DUI'"!:; to ~I iv~ 
("\1" 'l'a' l r ",> =>!:; "I "'" r)l="'I"'O=> " L ·~c:· t· l J ..., "" ,., ::> y .~,. t · = '"' .: .. .-- . c;, _. . y , and 
mos t :l mp or' t ,:In t: 1 y, vie may r-E-?ali;: e 
t.hat. war i ffi not an i nevi t,:lbl e 
COn!5eqUf!'ncf:~ of human rli:ytLlre. ?\s 
t.he b(Jo~( ends, the ClLltho .... 1 eaves Us 

wl th ttli u message: "Wh{~r-e thf.~I'E~ i s 
1 i ·f e ~ the rei s h C) P I~. II 

Fowler"s philosophical 
.:ull:\l Y!:ii s I~'f rlucl ear- wec3pC:lfl!:I poli~ y 
could work well in Cli!5Cl..lnslons of 
war ':Hld pea(::a is!SLle!El, par·_t :lcular ly 
at the i ntr-cJductor"y 1. evel. -II II? 

aut.hclr' keeps ter-lld nc,l Clqy tfJ a 
mi ni mum and ai ds ttH~ r'r:i.~der' 1'111:1, 
g1 (J!:H'iar- i as clf both t.er ·ms I:lnel 
iAbbr·(.?vl.atic:ms. Th~? ii\ppendi>: at the 

end sl.lppletn€~nts the posit.:inmi 

anr:IlY!;;I?d cine! i=' twif~+ bltJiioqrdphy 
of 'ff:I"!~ y-eader~ ~:;om(~ commDn rind 
ClcC:li:~s!::;i bl e !:;('l.lr- CeS ",Ii til wId r II to 

con!: :! nUf~ inquil·-Y. -!l,e book vl.111 bl' 

(, .f pdl· · t . ir:ulc1r- V.:\lIJl'? t.el n=ii\rI[!r~', vll1 U 

al"(.? jU~~t IH?qinninq to prmc1c·!·- tlH~ 
w,:\y {lIllPr' i c: dn ttl i n I: j nLl ii\tlClUt Lt.!! 

i l5~H.II~ 0 f nue: 1 r.~f.\r· vll?HJJl1I)S i~; !cil'i!ped 
and It tni ted by the r ' ea50n:l IlQ 
tin d ('?I~ 1. Y i nt] c:: LIr" I'" t.=~n t nLiC 1 em- pnll [1, 

-.-"F<eqina.LcI Fiwllter 

John Rawls. as well as Dante, 
Tolstoy, Aidm."s HI..IHlf.~\/~ T. II. 
Wh i te, i='\nd ~'onathijn Gehell tliW~! 
eH cerpt s 'f room thei r- WClr-\C in th i 5 
anth()lc)I;IY. Each s~~lection fnHft i! 

thin~([-:-!r's w"t:)r-~( ili pl"e+act:!ci by ~ : c'lin : 
,,11th an irltn:nluc:tiorl pr-cwidinq bo l.

h 

bi clgr.:lphi 1:,:11 cli:~tia ,:\ncl th\? cUflty}lt 
on the selection uBeri. Kainz 
p r e)v i d I~~, mcw' €~ q t?on er' ,:11 b ac 1·( t;JI" C1tll 1d hi 
d e ~; r.: I'" :l b i. n t] (:~ elf.: h t) ·f t. h (:~ ~. i >: 
Pt:'?Y"!:ipnc:::t :l VE~!S in F't:!Ci(::e l:l tl:!I',:lI'.I .!t' I~ , 
vi i, t h f,'iH: h ~H?r" sp me: t i VI,?;'!'; (h~~~.cr· i. P t: I on 
!5€~I'-vinq i,I!:; an :lntl~Clcluc:::t :lCln I'.fJ th C' 

t. h Y" f~(-? t Cl f Ol.\I'" SE-~ 1 (·?c t :i. on 0;; 

1'·PPI···I:·.'bF·nti:·It:i'lf:·" u·f tl" 'lc~ !:iclc· .. ctiull. 



As "PeaCl? S'tudi, f.:?S" gl~OltJ a~, an 
academic field~ anthologies and 
t~Ht5 on Peace become needed in the 
classroom . Yet~ as an anthology 
for college students~ Kainz's book 
is poorly done. The division of 
the literature on Peace into six 
perspectives is stated, rather than 
df.~fended or" justifif?fJi,. ~<ai.nz t]ivf?s 
six perspectives: Peace through (s) 
cf?ntralized ItJOrid gov£'?rnmEH)t.~ (b) 

ini"r>n1ational fedf?rat:ion~ (c) 

d 'i~;\'r'i.bL.ltivf.:! .:ius;ticf.~!1 (d) tr"iumph 
(if l:ipJr":lt.ui"l va lue =i ~ (e) 
· ::; ublj. mc~ti.on 0+ ag(,;)I'" €-?SSiDI"I!1 <:Ind (+) 

f:i n "d 1 'I ~ i" C at E~(]Clr y f CW' t.1"H:.~ 
literature on the parado~es 0+ 
cur,i ' f.!mpor' ar'y ItlcH"'f alr' f:.~. But 1<,,:,1i. n~:: 
never discusses how t.hese 
pt::'1'" ':ifJ€!C t i ves i nt el" Ell:: t:. wi tl'l f.?i:IC:: h 
oU"·?r". Are ttH?y mutuall y 
c.cllnpat.ible, clr divi!::iivf:! tu t ,hf::! 
Peace community? Critical and 
~ r I lit f u 1 I~ E~ a cj :i n q CI f t:. f2 :': t s CI c: c:: U I'" ~.:; 

vJhen tt1 E:! I~ei:.'\d(-?r' ha!::> i" s€d: of issues 
or questions to ask the tewt~ and 
I:: il in ;:' !,,; i ntr-Clductol'''Y 1'-f.-?mi:~I'- k~; + i:3.i 1 
t.r. U ' f0':ltr= !5uc:h a cTi ti cal l"e,::Icli rH] 

15 . 

atmosphere. Any educator using 
this text in a classroom would be 
required to fill in a great deal of 
context for the student. 

The actual selections vary in 
qUi:\lity~ and even the best 
selections are frequently in need 
of abridgement, tending to 
repetition. Kainz does succeed, 
via his choices of theorists, in 
illustrating that Peace as an issue 
has been addressed by a diversity 
of · prestigious thinkers throughout 
history. This diversity would have 
been even more evident if Kainz had 
chosen to include any non-Western 
texts on Peace. Overall, Kainz 
highlights several texts with which 
any student of peace should become 
familiar, but provides an 
inadequate con~ext to the reader 
for a maximum appreciation of these 
te>:ts. 

---Di:\vi cl Stegall 
University of North Carolina 
at (Jlr'f~ensbc)rI:' 
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