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Werner Levi notes the “striking preoccupation with 
the causes of war rather than the causes of peace” 
in research into world problems, and he sets out 
to explore this neglected ground by a “compara- 
tive investigation of states-as communities in which 
peace appears relatively well-preserved-and the 
international society where it is most insecure. . . .” 
(The Joiirnnl of Conflict Resolution, March 1964). 

He writes that “pursuit of a common objective 
appears to be the single most essential factor in 
uniting and integrating a group into a community 
in which peace can endure. The nation’s survival 
is such an object and the political system is de- 
signed to guarantee it.” The system, in turn, “ben- 
efits from the determination of the citizen in pur- 
suing and achieving the common objective. This 
goal is the rationale underlying the various parts of 
the national organization and institutions, tying them 
together, interrelating them sensibly, and forming 
them into a system. Because the highest social value 
is assigned to the common objective, conflicts of 
interest can exist among citizens without interfering 
with the achievement of national survival and can 
work themselves out below the political level.” Levi 
adds that “the success of this arrangement is in part 
due to making the common objective relatively 
specific and above a11 narrow, separating i t  out 
from the myriad other objectives which citizens 
pursue, so that a very high degree of consensus 
can be reached among millions of citizens.” 

But a similar desire to insure the survival of in- 
ternational society is not shared by the members 
of this society. Such a result can “come only from 
the development of a common international ob- 
jective sufficiently comprehensive, concrete, funda- 
mental, and permanent to appeal to a very large 
section of the citizenry in every nation. Neither 
peace-if only for the reason that it is not an ob- 
jective in itself but rather the by-product of other 
objectives-nor world government-because it can 
only result from a common objective, not precede 
it-has these qualities.” It  is “probably for this rea- 
son,” the author says, that “each has remained a 
dream throughout mankind‘s existence.” 
b 

The American Pax Association’s Peace quarterly 
for Spring contains an article by Philip Scharper 
which deals with “two specifically Catholic causes 
accounting for Catholic apathy, Catholic moral myo- 
pia to what has been termed again and again the 
gravest moral problem ever to confront mankind” 
-the question of war and peace in the nuclear age. 

Schnrper cites as one of those causes the tendericy 
of the Church to align itseIf with the national in- 

terest, “to identify the cause of the State with the 
cause of Christ.” In America, he writes, where this 
tendency is “reinforced” by a view of ”the con- 
frontation with communism as a kind of crusade,“ 
of the pitting of the “Good Guys and Dirty Guys” 
against each other in a “clash of cosmic forces,” 
the result is a complacency and self-righteousness 
-which make “it difficult to be creative, to be 
flexible in situations which de facto do change day 
by day. . . .” 

The second cause of nearsightedness and indif- 
*ference towards the moral aspects of the nuclear 
dilemma has been brought about, the author states, 
by the fostering of a “duaIistic morality” in the 
Christian community. We have inherited the results 
of the separation into, on one hand, a small “spiritu- 
al elite” which dedicated its life to the pursuit of 
the ethical ideal while out of touch with the forces 
shaping the modern world and, on the other hand, 
the mass of Christians who were not trained “to 
ask the higher, the maximal moral questions such 
as the ethical elite were constantly pointing towards 
in their daily lives: ‘What would Christ say about 
this?’, What would Christ think about this?’, ‘How 
would Christ act in this situation?’.” 
b 

The Department of State Bulletin (April 6) has 
reprinted a speech by Assistant Secretary of State 
for Public Affairs, Robert J. Manning, in which the 
Secretary discussed the relationship of the press and 
the government with regard to foreign affairs. 

Manning questioned whether the “adversary re- 
lationship” between the two groups (signdied by 
a crest of “crossed swords with bar sinister on a 
field of spilled ink”), has not become out-dated 
in the area of foreign affairs reporting because of 
“the delicate task our nation faces these days on 
the world scene.” He suggested that an improved, 
perhaps special, association is necessary to insure 
the press a more thorough understanding of the 
intricacies of procedures and policy decisions. To 
do so would not mean the “abdication of the critical 
faculties of the reporter and editor.” On the con- 
trary, Manning stated, “the more thorough knowl- 
edge which skilled reporters today accumulate about 
what is happening in foreign affairs serves to in- 
vigorate, not weaken, the function of responsible 
criticism.” 

An immediate way of achieving this, the Secre- 
tary said, would be for “journalism . . . [to] en- 
courage some of its established hands, and some of 
its more promising new hands, to take leave for 
intervals of a year or two in government service.” 
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