6

Introduction on the article review 

The review article is Peace against War by Francis A. Beer. In the introduction of the article, the author starts by highlighting on the scope and method that is used. The author; Francis A, Beer is driven by the ambition of pulling together the contemporary knowledge in relation to peace and war, with the aim of expressing it systematically and in a way that is readable. This is aimed at ensuring that any interested reader can have the understanding of the author in terms of what is known and what is not known. The article has been aimed at audience diversity with an inclusion of the graduate students, the professional social scientists, policy makers, the undergraduate students, political activists as well as the general public. The diversity in the audience that this book targets to address is a clear indication of the ability of the author to comprehensively research on this particular topic in a way that the findings have a wide implication. Whether this is reflected to be true will depend on the individual specific opinion of individuals that have been targeted in this article. The content is relatively comprehensive though and the diversity of the article is indeed a justification of the aim of the author at enlightening a wide range of audience. 

In this book, Francis aims at providing the meaning as well as the coherence for the professional scientists not specializing on the field of peace of peace and war. The book is also a clear representation of a modern statistical translation of research whose understanding even for the specialists has been fundamentally complicated. Basically, the scope of the article is quite important because the role of the students in the learning cannot be undermined. Consider; in this book, the undergraduate and graduate courses that the author has had experience of interacting with while in the fourteen years of teaching have been evolved out. In addition, Francis understands the various people in the politics, government as well as in the general public who have the quest for better understanding of peace and war and with a strong wish of having a strong awareness in the field of the contemporary work. This article hence; as we are going to see later in this analysis is compatible with the current issues of concern and whose objectives are aimed at addressing. 

Francis targets at various audiences. Basically, with such a large audience, there has been a certainty of the author having the risk of having to fall in between this audience. This wide scope has made the article so general with an abstract that lacks the important historic details for the reader aiming at getting specific information. Most of the specialist readers would rather prefer an article addressing the particular problem to their field instead of this kind of article. However, I am not prescribing this article to the general readers. Ideally, the general readers are likely to see the complexity in the article, with the argument being tied too strongly for the bed time reading grip. To many readers’ perspectives, this article has the probability of seemingly appearing to be “dry”. However, in the objectives, Francis understands the fact that many people are doing violent deeds; others are engaging themselves in fight for victory against accepting the defeat, in struggle for survival while others are even dying. One of the early recommendations is very clear and has the potential of being a mover to some of the readers. This recommendation makes this article comes as a request for tolerance for each group in addition to being academic; an influential way which is seen in the ability of the article to probably influence this group. 

Generally, it is from a value position that is very explicit that this article basically begins from. Initially, there is a broad definition of science, which however does not come out very clearly. The article is so much based on ideas generalization, which brings doubts of the ability of the article to address the specific individual needs. A particular way of defining this issue could have the potential of making this article more specific in a particular method or philosophy. Secondly, there is an assumption that there is goodness in peace while at the same time the war is perceived to be bad. This assumption is not only based on the absolute a sense that is obviously absolute, but also is relative to other values. In other words, what this author is basically trying to say is that effort should be aimed at sacrificing an amount of security, liberty and welfare that is substantial with an aim of achievement of peace and avoidance of war. In fact this article is influential, with objectives that are movers aimed at influencing the decision of the readers while providing a general comprehensive knowledge on what is both academic and influential to the societal welfare. 
The author has pulled together all the work in the article and the following four major questions have been focused on: (1), description of what the author knows in relation to the war casualties and occurrence history (2), the explanation that has been focused on the main factors that results to war and peace (3), the prediction which has focused on what the future holds in terms of the war and (4), prescription which has focused on the actions that can be taken to ensure that more peace is created and in addition the war is reduced in the future. The strategy addressed in this article is basically logical. The author is able to address on the major critical issues that are of concern, making the relevance of this article to have even a higher score. However, the author has limited his concentration to provide the answer to the above questions. This has been based on his centering only on the national and international levels in the system of the world. In this concentration, the primary and secondary groups dynamic have been left out in the article. This limits the comprehensive nature of the study together with the individual makers of decisions. In addition, the argument of the author that he has been limited by the space which has been imposed by the economics is baseless and cannot be justified. This is based on the fact that the article’s space is wide enough and could have enhanced the author to develop more aspects in the justification of the topic of study. What the article has mainly emphasized on has been based on the past historical evidence although the article has not fully an historic book. However, this argument is not truly a reflection of what the article actually is. Consider the fact that the author lays so much emphasis on the tread of growth in the third world war. Basically, this is history that the author denies involvement and discussion about in the article. History is indeed covered in the article and actually what the author needed to approve is the fact that both aspects; that of the dynamics as well as history are comprehensively examined because that would indeed have been a reflection of what basically the article is all about. 
In this article, the epidemiology of war and peace has been provided. The provision has been based on the assumption that there is a similarity between the war and the disease. It has also been based on the assumption that scientific war knowledge can be developed; just like the knowledge existing in the awareness of a disease, through which the idea behind war is described, predicted and controlled. In comparison of the disease to the war, the author states that there is a similarity between the history of the disease and health with that held in relation to war and peace. How close this relationship can be of real relevance to the topic of study in terms of helping the reader to understand the study topic has been further analyzed in the article. Further in the article, the author; in the bind to bring an understanding to the epidemiological conversely argues on the fact that the factor contribution of the diseases can result in war. However, the author leaves this statement hanging and does not quote researches or even former articles to show how this is indeed justified. Some comparisons have a hard probability of coming out to clearly justify on the relationship that the author tries to bring about. Indeed what the author needed to have done is to come up with enough sourcing from other foreigh articles that are related to the article and which can indeed be able to substantiate and prove to the reader that indeed the statement is true; a measure which the author of this article has not been comprehensive about. 

In his comparison of the disease and war, the author in the literature review brings out the concept of coincidence. In this concept, the author maintains an argument that there is indeed a relationship between disease and war. This argument is substantiated by the argument of the hostility and fighting behavior that is not only limited to the human  alone but in addition apply to the other animals such as frog,  rats, ants among other many species. This information is sourced from a reference on an article, which brings in another dimension of the author to comprehensively substantiate for some of his arguments by bringing in other reference articles that are in deed relevant and of important contribution to the topic of study. In this concept, Francis argues that diseases are usually triggered to by the damage caused by war.  However, this may be perceived as insufficient argument based on the fact that the war will in most cases have two major implications which will involve death or survival. The survival has mostly been associated with the emotional effects of injuries which the author needs not to qualify as diseases. Indeed its is true that some war have left behind tremendous effects; especially in the cases whereby the chemical weapons have been used but however that is not the kind of effect that the author should have referred to as disease. Maybe the author should have used another term in the place of the disease which however, in this way could not have been able to well fit in the coincidence concept if defined otherwise. Other important concepts that the article studies on are science and technology and the environment. However, I do not concur with the way the author evaluates on the concept of environment based on how its influences the war (should have elaborated on the contributor factor in the environment).

The question of whether the research is a reflection of the real situation comes as very important because what else can the research be for if it is not able to fully address the critical issues that have to be addressed to date.  Basically, I think meeting these conditions should be taken as a relative word. Indeed we should be able to justify the fact that the research is able to address a very critical issue that is of concern in modern world and which needs to be addressed currently. However, the big question should be to which extent the article has been able to substantiate on the current issues that needs to be researched about. Fist, looking at the topic of the research, we are left with a clue of a research that has been aimed at nothing less than support for progress the modern economies. Peace is all we need and is the starting point of prosperity of the economy. Without war, there will be peace; two very important issues that the author has formed the basis of the discussion on, and which are indeed very critical and relevant to form the basis of research that needs to currently be addressed on. 
The knowledge of the topic is structured and organized through a comprehensive introduction or the study topic in which the author provides the reader with an overview of what the topic is all about in the main analysis of the key concepts such as epistemology, the coincidence, the science and technology and also on the environment. These concepts are reviewed in relation to the study topic. The origin and definitions cannot be undermined based on the fact that it is through this analysis that the author is able to provide the information on how the war can be predicted and controlled. 
Politics is seen to impact on the this  specific topic based on the authors arguments that politicians that seeks stability, international solidarity together with order and have had the probability of using the war for maintenance or expansion of the  class or government party war. The domestic political chaos has had the possibility of increasing the elite anxiety. With the rise of the levels of insecurity, fears may be projected into the universal pitch acting out their hostile relations distantly. 
Conclusion 


With the wide coverage array, the research has increased the level of knowledge. However, the main question is not whether the research has contributed to the knowledge level based on the fact that this has also been done by other articles and indeed the issue of contribution is a relative term. Basically, this book can assist the reader in moving closer to the peace and war general theory. For more comprehensive coverage on this topic, the author needed to recommend on the need for further study on this topic. It is obvious that the author has been limited by space through which has used the word “comprehensive” just as a relative term. Therefore, with a topic like war and peace, which affects every other way of the modern world both socially and academically, there will be need for further study and further evaluation of the topic. What I can basically say is that what the author has done is appropriate and of essence for the topic, but this is just like laying the foundation for further study and analysis on this topic. 
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