Blaser: The Peace Studies/Disability Studies Nexus

My concern in this paper is with the current status of, and future prospects for, interaction between two fields: peace studies and disability studies.  I contend that there has been little interaction, but that there is great potential for fruitful interaction in advocacy, teaching, and scholarship.  I base this on examination of statements of the fields, academic journals in both fields, and my development of cross-listed courses over the last fifteen years.

A counter-argument suggests keeping the two fields separate and distinct. This counter-argument is exemplified by two factors: emphasis on negative peace (absence of direct violence) by some scholars and practitioners focusing on peace; and medical/deficit approaches of some scholars and practitioners focusing on disability. In contrast, many approaches to peace studies emphasize absence of structural violence [positive peace (with justice)]. Contextual approaches to disability point to a fruitful nexus between peace studies and disability studies. 

I.   Peace Studies

A. Definitions of the Field


1. The direct-structural violence distinction 


2. Evolution 

B. Some Journals 
1. Peace and Change 

2. Journal of Peace Research 

3. Journal of Peace Education, others

II. Disability Studies 

A. Definitions of the Field


1. The direct-structural violence distinction 


2. Evolution 

B. Some Journals

1. Disability Studies Quarterly

2. Disability and Society

3. Review of Disability Studies, others 

III. Some areas of common concern and nuanced assessment 
A. Globalization from above and below
B. Intersectionality

C. Links to activism, policy, public interest  

IV. Examples

A. People with Disabilities in Politics and Society 

B. Disability and the Law

V. Topics for potential critical analysis 

A. Demographic trends 

1.  Effects of War: Displaced people, veterans 
2. Aging 

B. “Human Security”
