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The o\.crilrchiiiS fact of our times 
is tlie c\istence of nuclear wcap- 
011s Lvliicli Iinve tlie potcntinl of 
destroying mankind. The use of 
thcse weapons to attain certain 
objectives hiis given rise to moral 
problems that have never before 
crossed tlie minds of men. Ifelver 
Iwforc have men had to mrrestle 
\vitli the problem of preseming 
clirrislied vnlues at  tlie risk ol de- 
stroJring tlwnise1ves as a race. 

It is to this situation and to tlie 
coniples of problems \vhicli fol- 
low in its train that Profcssor 
Pilul Rainsey of Princeton Univer- 
s i h  dddrcsses himself in his timb- 
1y and usefully provocnti\re book. 
He finds the key to the solution 
of these difficulties in the tradi- 
tioiial doctrine, forged over the 
centuries, of the just war. Perti- 
neiit to this solution is the tradi- 
tional distinction, ivhich lias 
gro\rm increasingly cloudy to 
ma ii y people , be hveen com ha t - 
ants arid noncombatants, as well 
as the durable principle of tlie 
double effect. 

Ramsey maintains that . two 
main alterations \yere made on 
the doctrine of the just \var be- 
hvwn the time of Augustine and 
that of Aquinas. One was tlic 
shift from voluntarism to ration- 
alism as seen in the emphasis put 
on the “natural la\\. concept of 
justice”; the other v~ the clinnge 
from considering the protection 
of noncombatants :IS one of the 
chiel aims of a just war to consid- 
ering it as a matter of subsidi:iry 
iniportnnce. 

Agninst these changes Raniscy 
titkcs his stand. I k  contends that 
“naturnl law,” judpicnts  should 

Faflicr Dovitt is Profcssor of 
Jurisi)ruclcnrc at  Rlarqucttc L;iii- 

\-cr.city School of Law ant1 tiic 
nutlior of Thc  Elcmrnts of Law. 

10 worldvicno 

- 

Just Conduct of Modern War 
not be men’s guide but judgments 
formed by die help of divine love. 
Further, he considers the protec- 
tion of nonconibatants to be a 
major objecti1.e of a just war and 
IvouIcl again raise tliis question to 
a l e \ ~ l  of prime importmce. 

\\’hen Ramsey npplies these 
concepts to the problem of using 
nuclear weapons, the result is a 
position that lies behveen senti- 
mental, emotional pacifism and 
cynical, unprincipled bellicisni. 
H e  holds, on the basis of the just 
\var doctrine, that nuclear \var 
ccin be licit pro\.iding it is limited. 
The size of nuclc‘ir weapons must 
be restricted if the distinction be- 
hveen combatmts and noncom- 
batants is to be respected. The  
strategy of the just war, then, 
must be counter-force rather than 
counter-people. For according to 
tlie principle of the double effect, 
the killing of noncombatants can 
never be directly intended. To 
analysts of strategy (hlorgenstern, 
Kahn, ct (I/) \rho maintain that 
only the t h a t  of n counter-peo- 
ple’war is an effective deterrent 
~ 7 1 1  c n cou n t e r - f o rc e capacit ies 
lare stabilized through their ‘in- 
~ulnerability, Ranisey answers 
that such a strate= is beyond 
consideration because i t  is im- 
moral. 

So that only limited, counter- 
force war be possible, unilateral 
disarmament should be started 
with all deliberate speed. Black- 
mail must be defied and the cour- 
age for such defiunce “is the main 
ingredient needed.” It  must be re- 
sisted “in the conviction that it is 
better to suffer than to do in- 
just ice.” 

e 

L‘ndoubtedly some aspects of 
the tr:iditional doctrine of the just 
\i’a.r need adjustment. There have 
been manv rcccnt attempts to 
ninkc such‘ndjustments. The con- 
cepts of “attack” or “aggression.” 
“defense,” “righting a nrrong.” 

j u 5 t  cailse,” to mention but a fev,.. 1.. 

have been shown to have ac- 
quired different meanings in the 
course of time. But this, of course, 
does not imply that the general 
framework of the doctrine of the 
just \var is no longer of value. I t  
is, for \vithout it there ~vould be  
no solid, principled ground on 
\vhicli to oppose pacifism on the 
one estreme and bellicisni on the 
other. 

The diffcrence behveen coni- 
batants and noncombatants is es- 
sential to Rnmsey’s thinking re- 
garding the just war, and tlie 
grounds for making this dictinc- 
tion over the years Iiave been 
most \valid. But behveen the tri- 
bal days of the “war p a r h ”  or the 
feudal dam of archers’ “in the 
field,” and’ the present day when 
encouragement is given to ever).- 
one to participate i n  “the war ef- 
fort” as niuch as possible (witness 
children collecting aluminum pots 
and pans in the last war-a minor 
but nevertheless telling esample),  
the neatness of this distinction has 
been steadily deteriorating. The  
question now is one of the degree 
of participation. 

Ramsey realizes this, for he  
speaks of noncombatants as those 
\vho are “not directly or closely 
cooperating in the force that 
should be repelled.” ( I t  could be  
helpful in this context not to em- 
ploy such words as “innocent” 
and “guilh” until these evalua- 
tions have been established.) 
Ramsey maintains, nevertheless, 
that \:.e have not reached the 
point where the distinction has 
vanislied. Even if only infants 
could properly be  classi6ed as 
noncombatants, he says, their kill- 
ing could not be directly intend- 
ed. Therefore the use of large 
nuclear iveapons in war is not 
justifiable. 

Romseg’s treatment of love :ind 
justice, Christianit). and morals is 
of more than passing interest. 
Augustinian in his inspiration, 
Rrmsey repeatedly speaks of 
“love informing justice,” bv which 



he seems to mean that divine love 
supersedes natural justice. The 
thrust of his thought can be seen 
in the statement that “if today the 
Christian a b s  that the right 
conduct of war can never include 
strategic bombing of whole civil- 
ian populations and that it is 
never right to intend to kill di- 
rectly millions of babies and 
school children in order to get at 
their fathers, the reason is not 
that he adopts (and ‘seasons’ with 
love) a rigorous alien natural-law 
principle drawn from some source 
outside of Christian morals, but 
that he finds himself still required 
to do only what love requires and 
permitted to do only what love 
always allows to be right.” 

Taken at face value, such a po- 
sition compIeteIy separates love 
from justice, Christianity from 
morals. Because the importance 
of this point extends beyond die 
immediate problem of the just 
war, a few remarks may here be 
relevant. 

First, unless one is going to em- 
brace a pure voluntarism with all 
its consequences both philosophi- 
cal and political, the subtle and 
close relation between love and 
justice must be recognized. In the 
idiom in which Ramsey is work- 
ing (scholasticism), love is tech- 
nically an “integral part” of jus- 
tice. This does not mean th:it it is 
subordinate to justice, but that it 
is the dynamic without which 
what is due in justice would not 
be done. 

Second, love cannot do its own 
specifying. Like the will, it is ap- 
petitive. (At times Ramsey seems 
to use “divine love,” Mdi iCi i  is ap- 
petitive, for “diviae faith,” \vIiicli 
is apprehensive.) Love needs the 
cooperation of the apprehensive 
power, reason, working with facts 
known naturally or through faith. 
Reason is needed to indicate a 
“good” on which love will act. 
Reason may nrrive at this speci- 
fying judgment by drawing on 
the norms of natural justice; or it 
may do so by taking into account 
the exigencies of other personal 
relationships, especially those 

known from divine faith. Love is 
not irrational, precisely because 
of the specifying formul a ti ons 
that it receives with the help of 
reason. 

Historically it may be true that 
Christian men have sometimes 
been guided too exclusively by 
norms arrived at by the use of 
natural reason instead of taking 
more account of those known 
through divine faith. But to es- 
plain this admitted failure - and 
that is what it is-it is not neces- 
sary to make Christian morals es- 
clusive of natural morals. Sup- 
pose natural justice requires that 
I go one mile with a man in need 
and that what I know from faith 
demands that I go two miles with 
him. What should be most care- 
fully noted is that the whole 
super-value of the added mile of 
the two-milc demand of faith prc- 
supposes and is directly related 
to the one-mile demand of justice 
that precedes it. What is Chris- 
tian has meaning only in relation 
to what is natural. A clearer state- 
ment by Ramsey on this point 
\vould be helpful. 

. 
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Rnmsey is certainly to be com- 
mended cordially for his effort to 
justify limited war at this parlous 
moment in our history. One hopes 
that this book will vent sonic of 
the airiness that swells many of 
the discussions on this ominous 
subject. But, as far as this re- 
viewer is concerned, two related 
questions still reinain to be an- 
swcred. First, if we disarm uni- 
laterally and thercby render our- 
sclvcs incapable of mceting the 
enemy on relatively equal nuclcar 
terms, how can we help but suc- 
cumb to the blackmail that \vi11 
most assuredly follow such a 
move? Whatever “courage” w e  
possess in this situation will 
eventually turn out to be a \vill- 
ingncss to accept and endure 
slavery-material and spiritual. 
Second, if worst came to worst 
and the enemy did strike with 50 
or 100 megaton nuclears, would 
we be justified in respondin3 in 

kind as far as we are able solely 
for the purpose of avoiding en- 
slavement-on the slim possibility 
that some of us would suivive but 
at the risk of ourselves and the 
whole human race being de- 

The answer a man will give to 
these questions, regnrdless af his 
stand on combatants and noncom- 
ants, must be related to his con- 
viction regarding life after death. 
If this conviction is not function- 
nl in his thinking, it is probable 
that he would not be justified in 
risking destruction of the human 
race in order to avoid enslave- 
ment. Better to allow earthly 
existence to go 011 and take i1 
chance on something redemptive 
‘coming along that would work a 
saving change. But if this convic- 
tion is operative in his mind, nl- 
though he could agree with the 
above position, odds arc that he 
would not do so but would hold 
that we should do all in our pow- 
cr to escape such enslavement. 
Better to terminate human life 
than to open up the possibility of 
millions yet unborn risking their 
salvation. For if they are born, 
live and &e in an atheistic milieu 
over generations, there is small 
hope that they will have the ncc- 
essary faith in God. 

The hardness of this dilemma 
will probably be softcned by 
mitigating developments. Nuclear 
capabilities may not prove de- 
structive of the human racc, but 
in any discussion of nuclear war, 
the morality involved in such an 
impasse should be grappled with 
resolutely. 

A most striking fact confronts 
us. At tlic very moment in his- 
tory \vhen there is for the first 
time a major political power with 
avowed aspirntions to convert the 
world to atheism, there is also in 
men’s hands for the first time the 
power to end human espcrience. 
What is the full meaning of this 
frightening coincidence, no one 
would pretend to know. What we 
do know, however, is that now 
as never before we necd a living 
philosophy of courage. 
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Joseph Novak. Doubleday. 359 pp. $4.50. 

This analysis of socialism in  Russia and the effects of collectivist 
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and oxtcnrivo reicarch conducted i n  the  Soviet Union. Of part ic- 
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Donald Keys, Ed. Bcllmeadows Press with Bernard Geis Associates. 
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i n  this collcction edited b y  the Program Director o f  the National 
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Allcn, telwision pcrsona1;ty. 
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account of tho Conference of Africdn Statos on thc Dcvelopment 
of Education, which was convcnod in  May, 1961 by UNESCO and 
the United Naiions Economic Commission for  Alr ica. Copies are 
availablc from UNESCO Publications Center, 801 Third Avenue, 
N c u  York 22, N. Y. 

The Legocy of H i r o s h i m a  

Edward Teller wi th  Al len Brown. Doubleday. 325 pp. $4.95. 
A leading nuclear scientist end pioneer i n  the development of the 
hydrogen bomb describes his experiences i n  the atomic energy 
sffor+ and refatsr the story of the Hiroshima bombing and i t s  
consoquent effect on American nuclear policy. Dr.,Teller, who be- 
liever that  our pol icy has been undermined by fear and serious 
technical misconceptions of  nuclear power, puts for th  a program 
for national defense based on "passive and active preparodness." 

The E t h i c  of Power 
Haro ld D. Lasswell and Harlan Cleveland, Eds. Harper. 509 pp. 
$7.50. 

The fruits of the 16th meeting o f  the Conference on  Science, Phi- 
losophy and Religion are here assembled i n  this group of papers 
b y  noted authorities, analyzing the relevance of tradit ional phi- 
losophies and rcl igiour systems t o  the practice of politics i n  Eart- 
ern and Western cultures. 
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A Y e a r b o o k  of J u d a e o - C h r i s t i a n  Studies, Vol. I V  
John M. Oesterreicher, Ed. Pantheon. 383 pp. $4.50. 

Taking as its theme the words 03 Pius XI, "Spiritually we are 
Semites," this annual series of studies b y  American and European 
scholars continues with an inquiry i n to  the commonly held supposi- 
t ion that  the divisive issuc between Judaism and Christianity i s  
one of fesr versus love or law versus grace. 
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