PEAGE aTUDIES

GCOMES OF AGE

As programs proliferate on college campuses,
academics are struggling to define what it means.

BY JOHN FEFFER

hen Barbara Wien answered her
telephone one day last year and
found that Richard Perle was on
the line, it was a sure indication
that peace studies had finally graduared to
the academic big rime.

Whar did the “Prince of Darkness™—the
former assistant secretary of defense under
Ronald Reagan—want from a peace stud-
1es specialist at the Institute for Policy Stud-
ies, that favorite target of right-wing red-
baiting? Adwvice, believe it or not, on which
peace studies programs the 1LS. govern-
ment should fund through its Institute for
Peace. Perle, who used to sit on the mnso-
tute’s board, called Wien several times af-
terwards asking for additional assistance,
which she has given despire her skepticism
of the institute’s political goals.

What's going on? It was dificult enough
gerting used to Ronald Reagan’s newfound
warmth for the *Evil Empire.” Now, the
most hawkish administration in decades is
giving peace studies a good name, not to
mention a million dollars a year.

With such mainstream benefactors,
peace studies has apparently made the suc-
cessful transition from orphan-child of aca-
demia to family member in good standing.
Where five years ago, peace studies pro-
grams were scrambling for students and
fighting off charges of trendiness, today
such programs are receiving millions of
dollars annually and enrolling thousands of
students. The statsncs are impressive:
® More than 300 colleges and universities
offer peace studies courses;

m 150 colleges offer degree programs and
30 have graduate programs;
m 111 law schools offer courses in alterna-

tive dispute resolution compared to only
10 schools a decade ago;

m The Peace Studies Association recently
formed to serve the needs of the growing
community of peace educators.

Why such success? In part, the flowenng
of peace studies can be credited to the dis-
armament movement. The Freeze cam-
paign of the early 1980s gave nuclear war
issues such wide exposure that significant
numbers of students were drawn to courses
and institutions that taught abour those is-
sues. Since the demise of the Freeze, peace
studies has continued ro grow, evolving be-
yond the study of nuclear weapons issues.

This evolution, however, has triggered a
debate within the peace studies commu-
nity. Has success transformed peace studies
mto just another academic subject? Has
peace studies become foo respectable?

GARY WEAVER LECTURES LIKE A
stand-up comedian. In his graduare class on
cross-cultural communication at Amencan
University in Washington, D.C., Weaver
peppers his presentation with anecdores
about culural misunderstandings. There's
the one about the visitors from Botswana
who try to tip the cashier at Burger King
and the one about the Moslem farmer who
takes religious offense when pressed by an
insensitive American official ro predict the
future of his crops.

Weaver's class is not your stereotypical
peace studies course, He makes little men-
ion of nuclear weapons, global sccunty,
international law or nonviolence. It’s not
“touchy-feely,” but it’s not heavy on aca-
demic jargon either. His syllabus is bulging
with books and articles on culture and his-
tory. For all of Weaver’s funny stories, this

15 a senous class.

Mor do the students in the class conform
to the peace studies stereotype. No te-
dyed Deadheads. No fire-and-brimstone
ideologues. Instead, there are a few middle-
aged students, conservatively dressed. Sev-
eral students major in international educa-
tion, others in international relations.
There is even one student who carefully
explains during the break that he 15 in “con-
flict management,” nof peace studies. Most
students stress they are in the class to leam
skills, not simply facrs and sraristics.

With its academic rigor and interdisci-
plinary spint, Weaver’s class is a good ex-
ample of the new generation of peace stud-
ies instrucrion, a field now entenng its fifth
decade. The first peace smdies courses, es-
tablished 1n 1948 at Manchester College in
Indiana, were primarily attempis ro grapple
with the central paradox of the postwar
age: the invention of the atom bomb and
the founding of the United Nations. Those
carly courses, according to Ken Brown, di-
rector of the Peace Studies Institure at
Manchester, tended to be more philosoph-
ical than rechnical, favoring the study of
Gandhi over the analysis of atomic war,
During the Cold War, the field barely sur-
vived by concentrating on ideologically
“safe” topics like world law.

At the height of the Vietnam War pro-
1ests, peace studies gained new momentum,
as acuvists sought to straddle the gap be-
tween ideas taught in the classrooms and
demands shouted over bullhorns at dem-
onstrations. Programs sprang up at Kent
State, Notre Dame, Colgate and Penn
State. When campus activism tailed off,
some programs, like Penn Stare’s Center
for the Smudy of World Problems, suffered
premature deaths.

A dccade later, however, peace studies
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was back with a new focus: nuclcar weap-
ons. The enormous populanty of the Nu-
clear Weapons Freeze campaign spread
onto campus, and suddenly peace stud-
ies—originally conceived as a multi-issue
discipline—became linked in the public
mind with disarmament studies.

“There was a big surge in the early
1980s,” says Michacl Klare, director of the
Five College Peace and World Security
Studies Program in Amherst, Massachu-
setts, “and we thought that it would peter
out. But in fact the growth of programs has
continued at a steady rate in the 1980s.”
Klare's office receives notices of new pro-
grams at the rate of two or three a month
and he estimates that there are at least
twice as many that he doesn’t hear about.

Unlike those developed in the Freeze
days, the new programs reflect a trend
away from a nuclear weapons emphasis.
The very titles of the programs give an indi-
cation of their diversity: global studics,
conflict resolution studies, peace and non-
violence studies. As Klare points our, “You
can’t really find rtwo programs with the
same name. The field is really peace studics
and then *fll in the blank.™

The differences in course ntles are also
reflected in curriculum content. Where five
years ago, Klare notes, courses on nuclear
weapons contained mostly nuclear scare
literature, a similar course today covers a
much wider range of issucs: the history of
the arms race, nuclear doctrine, U.S.-Soviet
relations, venficanon and compliance,
Third World issues. And these new courses
frequently offer literature from a pro-nu-
clear point of view as well, treating nuclear
weapons as necessary evils.

The students who take such courses
have often undergone a similar evolution
themsclves. Inmtially drawn to peace studies
because of an interest in preventing nuclear
war, they often end up focusing on another
aspect of the field. Dale Largent, a senior at
Manchester College, says that he arned o
peace studies because of an interest in dis-
armament. Now, however, he concentrates
his studies on interpersonal conflict resola-
tion and the histonical roots of war. Debo-
rah 5t. Claire, a graduate student ar Colum-
bia Teachers College, discovered peace
studies because of a seminar she attended
on arms control. Now she believes “that
there 1s more to peace education than no-
clear age education.”

DESPITE THE INCREASED POPULARITY
and, some say, sophistcation of peace
studies, old criticisms can stll be heard:
“You can’t do anything with a peace stud-
ies degrec,” “Peace studies is biased,”
“Peace studies isn't rigorous.”
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Secretary of Education William Bennert
and various nght-wing think tanks have ar-
tacked peace studics because they say it has
allowed leftists 1o infiltrate American cam-
puses. Lefusts themselves cnnicize peace
studies for not being sufficiently advocacy
onented.

New peace studies programs stll have ro
address these questions. Bur, as many pro-
grams successfully move into middle age,

‘Arms control
studies has done
a lot of damage.

It bas further

institutionalized the
arms race. —

Barbara Wien

the debate is no longer fueled by ourside
critics. Peace educarors are now beginning
to debate among themselves.

The first question debated is a defini-
rional one: what should and should not be
considered peace sudies. The feld, after
all, is not an undifferentiated mass. Listed
check-and-jowl in peace studies course cat-
alogs are classes on arms control and hun-
ger, nonviolence and human nights, wom-
en'’s issucs and the environment.

But it isn’t so much the range of topics
that causes friction. More divisive in peace
studies is the respectability of the issues.
The ficld 15 a continuum, stretching from
topics offbeat and radical like “furure im-
aging” to mainstream concems like arms
control negotiating.

Colman McCarthy clearly falls in the
offbeat camp. As a peace educator and syn-
dicated columnist, he has raised many ad-
ministrative: eyebrows with his innovative
teaching style and controversial views on
the virtues of nonviolence. Ar American
University in 1986, McCarthy initially let
his students grade themselves before the
university insisted on the more traditional
arrangement. His lengthy reading list,
which is virmually all “unrequired,” joins
Martin Luther King and pacifism together
with vegetananism and anti-abortionism.

Finally, McCarthy encourages his stu-
dents to volunteer in the community.
“High school and college students tend to
be idea-nich but experience-poor,” he says.
“QOne solution I've found is to take them
into the community: to literacy programs,
homeless shelters, soup kitchens, or homes
for the elderly and ger them to volunteer

there during the semester. They've leamed
more in onc week about the English lan-
guage while teaching in a literacy program
than in majoring in English.”

This emphasis on “experiential” educa-
tion and internships in the community con-
tnbutes to making peace studies programs
unique in academia. But some educators
fear that peace studies is in danger of losing
its uniqueness. Peace studies ar the univer-
sity level has become “too discipline-
bound,” says Betty Reardon, a professor at
Columbia Teachers College. Contrasting
teaching about peace and rteaching for
peace, Reardon maintains that peace is a
way of life, not simply an academic disci-
pline like political science. The idea of
peace studies, she explains, is not simply to
establish one little corner of academia that
teaches peace. Rather, she argues, peace
studies should be spread throughout the
entire academic curriculum.

The insurutionalization of peace studies
in the academy has been accomplished,
others argue, at considerable cost to ornigi-
nal ideals, “As peace studies succeeds, it
gets assimilated, co-opted,” says Roben
Johansen, senior fellow ar Notre Dame
University’s Institute for International
Peace Studies. “Peace studies courses get
adopted by universities, but the content of
the courses gets watered down.” The
courses thatr achieve the most success in
this context, he continues, “are those thar
tend to be heavily empirical and do not
challenge the underlying assumptions of
the status quo.”

Those courses most accepted within the
university make up the “respectable”™ end
of the peace studies spectrum: arms control
or securty studies, internarional relations
and conflict resoluton. In some peace
studies programs, all three coexist in rhe
same department. But some educators are
careful to stress the distincrions, for m-
stance, berween peace studies and arms
control studies. “People entering the ar-
cane world of arms control lose sight of the
fundamental gquestions,” says Barbara
Wien. “Arms control studies has done a lot
of damage. It has further institutionalized
the arms race.”

But perhaps the largest irmrant to peace
educarors involved in nonviolent studies or
world order studies is the financial support
lavished on the three sister felds. Arms
control studies receives the lion’s share of
foundarion support. The MacArthur Foun-
dation, for instance, sends the majority of
its institutional granes to high-profile strare-
gic studies programs ar Columbia Univer-
sity, Stanford University and the University
of Maryland. Conflict resolution programs,
like George Mason’s in Virginia or Syra-



cuse University in New York, have at-
tracted sizable contributions from
Hewlett-Packard’s foundarion.

Furthermore, the major foundations fa-
vor graduate programs, primarily in strare-
gic studies, leaving undergraduate educa-
tion out in the c¢old. “We think
undergraduate educanion s very impor-
tant,” says Joel Federman, assocate direc-
tor of the Peace and Conflict Smdies Pro-
gram at University of Southern California
(USC). “Bur the foundanons haven’t come
around to rthat yer. They want a tangible
product, but they don’t realize that stu-
dents are tangible products.”

For many undergraduate peace studies
departments, the financial situation is pre-
carious. For example, ar Berkeley’s Peace
and Conflict Studies program—despire
some outside funding—the professors
aren't even paid for the peace smudies
courses they teach. Many undergraduate
programs “rely on the good will of faculry
to do additional work for which they are
compensated little,” according to Neil
Katz, director of the Program in Nonvi-
olent Conflict and Change at Syracuse Uni-
versity. “It’s often a way for the university
to get more mileage out of faculty because
of their passion and commitment.”

With major funding sources often inac-
cessible to them, many programs have be-
gun to look elsewhere. USC has linked up
with progressive Hollywood stars like
Barbra Streisand, who provided a 513,000
grant through her foundation. At the Uni-
versity of California ar Irvine, the Global
Peace and Conflict Studies program funded
a chair in peace rescarch entirely through
contributions from local businesses. Notre
Dame’s Institute for International Peace
Studies has been blessed with a generous
principal benefactor, philanthropist Joan
Kroc, the widow of the late McDonald’s
hamburger chain magnate. Kroc’s founda-
tion has given the program $12 million, a
figure only dreamed about by peace studies
proponents several years ago.

And then there’s the U.S. Insttute for
Peace, cstablished in 1986 to promore
peaceful resolution to intermational con-
flict. In 1988, Congress allocared $4.3 mil-
lion, of which at least one quarter must be
given to research programs: a cool million
for peace research.

Many activists, however, are suspicious
of the institute’s goals. “Everyone knows
that the deck is stacked against peace stud-
les in terms of getring meamngful support
from the institote,” says Robert Elias,
founder of the Peace and Justce Program
at Tufts University.

Why? Some point to a board of directors
that consists of ex officio members like Lt.

General Bradley Hosmer, president of the
Mational Defense University, and Sccretary
of Defense Frank Carlucci. Others note
that the grants are poncipally directed to
large research centers like the Brookings
Institution or the Hoover Instituoon,
rather than small, poorly-funded peace
studies programs.

But even the institute’s harshest cntics
realize that it operates very much like a
foundation, rarely funding smaller pro-
grams, and generally going with the instiru-
nions with proven track records. And the
institute’s grants are minor compared to
the other money available: one million dal-
lars is only 9 percent of what the MacAr-
thur Foundation provided in institutional
funding alone in 1987.

So the moncy is out there for peace stud-
ies, but only for a certain ype of peace
studies: conflict resolution, arms control
studies, rescarch fellowships. What about
the more visionary peace study programs?
“They don’t have to be competing fac-
tions,” says Barbara Wien. “They could be
complementary. Some people are trying to
bridge the gap, but I'm skeptical. The fu-
ture of peace studies is up for grabs.” [

Jokm Feffer is a Scoville fellow working at
MNuclear Times.

Peace Studies
Manchester College
First in the Nation,

Since 1948
L

An interdisciplinary program thal leads
w the BA., BS. or A A, In Peace Studies
-possible double major
-junior year abroad
January work/study/travel
-Instilule conferences, workshops
-Internships, scholarships

Study
nonviolence in the tradition of
Jesus, Gandhi, and M.L. King
JInterpersonal conflict
-infernational economics & politics

MANCHESTER

O LRGE

Write Box 27.
Manchester College, IN 46962

——

-pportunities

abound

for college & university
students, faculty, & staff
to make a difference
in the post-Reagan
quest for peace.

Join United Campuses fo Prevent
Nuclear War. UCAM ks the only
organization working to build a
network of campus activists
dedicated to halling the nuclear
arms race. Chapters on 90
campusas and more forming.

Annual dues: students only $10
staff $20 faculty 525

UCAM

309 Pennsylvania Avenue SE
Washington DC 20003

(202) 543-1505

Making o difference since 1982,

FUNDS
FOR PEACE
EDUCATION

The Peace Development Fund is fund-
ing primarily local peace education
projects. grades K-12. anywhere in the
LLS. and Its territories. Our grants sup-

pOrt projects covering:

O the nuclear arms race

O East-West relatlons

O U5, relations with the Third
World

O confiict resolution

] vlolence related to racism

O the underying causes of war &
oppression.

For further Information contact:
The Peace Development Fund
PO. Box 270, Amherst, MA 01004
(415) 256-8306
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