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thr<"atcn the life of tht• planc-t. Tltil'I. of c-ounr. �houlcl h;iw altn<'d ju'>t a.c; clramatirallv th<' 

way wt· think about till' place of \10lrnc<· ancl ,,•ar 111 clrali11� with human conflict!>. uut ;1 chcl
not. �!any 1x-opk �onducl�·cl that the only �nious way to rnponcl to th<' probkm nott·cl by
Eins1r111 was to set 1ssun ol pc-arr and c·onf11c-t apart as c1 spc·rial arl'a of rt'Sc-arc h and <·dm a­
tion in th«- u nh·c-r..it�·. 

Of course. prohh-ms of conflict and its rrl'lolu1ion ha\'(' always brrn 1lw suhj<'ct of ,tudv 
and n-st"arch by tht· tr,ulition,ll disriplin<'s n·prc-M'nl<"cl 111 ilir uui\'rrsity. Hi.c;tori;11._ Much- th� 
hi:.torv of conflict. In fact. many people thmk thc.1t hiMonans tend to focus too much of th<·ir 
attl'ntion on war!'> and \'ioknce. "-' 11 tJ1ec;r were th<' only important <·vt·nLc; in hiMory. psychol­
ogists study huma11 bc-ha\'iour at tlw incli\'idual kvd. to 1rv 10 undrrstand what influcnccs us 
to choose violent or non\'ioknt m<'ans ol handling our di!>putes. Social psyrholoqists. amhro­
pologists, and so<.:iolo);.ric;tc; forus thcir attention 011 the IX'haviour of sonill groups: political 
scientists try to undt"l"!',tand th<." hl'haviour of 11a1iom and political organis.-.tiom.. Philmophers 
and theologians an· intt·n•,;ted in the moral an<l r('li!,,riouc; s1gnilicanrc- of nmflicts and 1hr most 
appropriate means of d<'ali11g with thrm. Evm som<' of thr so-callc.-d "hard !.C'ii-11ct"s .. like biol­
ogy, zoology, and ethology claim insights into 1hr prohll'ms of human ,ioknct'. 

But each of these disriplint"s tench, to study onlv a narrow aspt'ct of human ll<'h,l\iour: that 
is, the one that most naturallv fits it,; own m�thoclological approacht"s and assumptmns. :\nd 
it is dear that the probl<'ms of human conflict and their peaet-ful resolution an.· much largi-r 
than any single discipline can capture. Each disriplint' has important insights to offn. but 
none can understand tht'st· problems fully in th<·ir r<'al-lifc- ronH·xts. Furtht'r. thrri- an· a.c;pi-rtc; 
of thc!>C probl<'ms that can fall in the crack!> bct\\ r<'ll disciplincs. This is why th<." proper study 
of human con0ict and its resolution is i11lrrdiJripli11ary - understanding the prohli-m n·quir<"s 
the im,ights both contained in and ov<'rlookcd by many cfociplines. Only b� srtting d1<" study 
of conflict and peace apart as a separate probln11 ar<a is it possible- to stimulate thi- "new wc1ys 
of thinking'' neccssat,• for our radically chang<"d world. 

Objections to peace studies 

Is it really a discipline? 

The points just mentioned indicate the usual rationale for thc- de\'clopmcnt of ·'Pcace 
Studies" as an independent course- of studv in many collt"gi-s and univt'rsitics. But some- tradi­
tional academics have ar�u<'d that Pc-acc Studies re-ally isn't a "discipline .. in tht' commonly
understood sense of that term. and then·fore should not really be a st"parat<" li<'ld of study. 
This argument is not vt·I")' p<'r.;uasi\'e. bcrnw.e it is not at all clt·ar what ddines aradt"mic 
"disciplines" in the first place. They arc not id<"ntific-cl by a common mcthodolo�·- !>ir_1ce in
many disciplines th<'re ar<' Jivc-ly dt>bates about th<' prop<'r mt"thods 10 use (espeoally m thr
humanities and social sciences). �or arc they rharact<'rizc-cl by common assumptions shared
by their members, since thc·s<' too arc constantly debated. It appl•ar.; that many disciplin<"s
arc defined by the range of problt-ms, or tl1t· subjtrl mntlt'r. thcv study. History is clr.finccl �>)'
its concern with events in ti ll' past. psychology with human beha,·iour, anthropology ,,,th
practices of different cultures. and so on. 

In this respect, Peace Studies, which takes as itc; su�jrct matter th<" probkm of human
conflict and its pl·aceful resolmion, is no lt"ss a diJriplint' than many of tl1e wdl-rerognizl·cl a_c�­
dcmic disciplines which ha\'c t·mcq�rcl O\'cr tinw, t·spcc:ially in the twentieth century. Rut 1'. 15
not ncccssa11• to establish Peace Studies as a distinct academic discipline in ord<'r to c-Stahhsh
it,; value as a separate course of Mudy, becausr it is dear that some· of the most signiticalll and
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lu�hly r<-:-pt·ctt·d coursrs of study to rmcrgt· in colll'gcs and univt·�itics i n  tl u· past st·wral d . 
adt:s are . l ikt· Peare Studi<'s. attt·mpt� to explore h ighly important social issues which rec u�

r
•

. f 1 ·  . 1 ·  I r<-
pn-sprcu,Ts o many c 1snp mes .  

Take . for instance. thc emcrgenn: of Environmenta l Stu d ies i n  un ivcrsi t i t• s  arou nd
world in t lw past forty years. Env ironmental issues have come to br n:cogn iud as 

dc- manrling immed i a te .  wdl-fou ndccl responses in personal  brhaviou r and in economic
an<l pol it ical pol icy. t; ndt· rstan<ling these issues requires input from many sc ic nn·s. as '''l' ll 

disc ipl ines in the humanitir-s; physics , biology, geology, zoology, ecology. psyd,olo!,,'\'. 
sociology, geography. polit ical sc i c·nce , economics, ethics, and rdigious s tudies . just 10 
name the m ost  n.· lt"vant . But these disciplines cannot tackle e nvironmenta l prohl<'ms in 

integrated and coherent  way in t heir own isolah:d cornr-rs .  They nt-ed to b<' bro u�ht 
together aro und real environmental  problems, where the sol utions req uirr insights  from 
each and require each to recognize the l imitations and possibil i t ies iden t i fied by the oth­
e rs .  [m;ronmc ntal Studies is one of the best examples of the importance of mterdiscipli11a,y 
rt"search and education i n  deal ing with critical social problems. Other s imi lar  <'Xamplcs in  
the unin·rsity includr De\'elopment Studies. Arca Studies (e .g . .  Canadian Stud ies.  African 
Studies) .  and Ethnic Studies (e .g . .  Aboriginal Studies). Few people today would ar�ue that 
thc�e do not han� a legitimate place in the university, even though many of the tradit ional 
.. disciplinarians" were highly suspicious of them '"·hen they were first propo!>ed because 
they infringed on their "disciplinary turf." 

Is peace studies too political? 

En·n though Em·ironmemal Sn1dics is now an accepted and highly respected course of study, 
when it was fim introduced into coUege and university curricula many people opposed it  on 
th<' wounds that i t  was not an ''objective'' science. It was, they said, merely an excuse for 
introducing emironmcntalist political activism into the academic curriculum,  and this was 

,;olation of the �cholarly commitment to maintaining a neutral or "objcc ti\'c" at titude . I t  
not  appropriate for colleges and universities to be supporting i tcms on the "green'' agenda 

(like ' • limited �0\\1h.'' sustainabil ity ,  or "sa,ing the spotted owl' ' ) ,  which arc controversial 
and chalknge m any entrenched ways of th inking and ac t ing within our soci<'ty. 

Peace Studies  programs meet with the same argumenlS. They, too, arc charged with 
being "too political" because they arc often critical of mainstream ways of thinking about 
gon:mment beha,iour and policy. Thus they arc often seen as promoting pacifism , social­
ism , or other ·•1t:ft-wing•· political agendas and providing a platform for engaging students in 
anti-war protest'> ancl other fonns of activism , rather than maintaining the appropriate level 

scholarly "objecti,it)·.''
1 

Now it is certainly true that Peace Studies, like Environml·ntal 
Studies. looks for new way-. of th inking about conflict and violence that often are c 1itical of 
entrenched ways of thinking ahout these things. But there is nothing inherently more "politi• 
car' about th is than other accepted forms of critical scholarly inquiry. I ndeed, most people 
would argue t hat th is is just what the university is all about: the promotion of new, and often  
,·er,· unpopular, ways of thinking. "Pol itic ization'' is something to  worry about in  universities, 
but th<- ··politicizat ion" to h<· feared is not that of ideas critical of mainstream pol i t ics. It is 
rather that which supprc-ssrs the free expression of unpopular viewpoints for political reasons. 
\\'e m ight also ask whi ch  is the �rcatrr tl 1 rcat to the objec t ivity of the university: a research 

grant of m i ll ions from a go\'ernment dc�cnc� department _ to � ph�ics profess�r to study the

fr.a,;ibilitv of a laser weapon, or a Peace Studu:s cou rse which mvcst 1gatcs nonviolent a l terna­

tives for ·n;1tional  dcfcnc<' or internat ional pcacckt·cpi1 1g? 
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