
Mark TUSHNET, ed., Bills of Rights. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2007, xvii + 424 pp.

Much contemporary moral, political, and legal discourse is conducted in terms of rights
and increasingly in terms of human rights. Yet there is considerable disagreement about
the nature of rights, their foundations, and their practical implications, not to mention
more concrete controversies as to the content, scope, and force of particular rights.
Consequently, the discourse of rights calls for extensive analysis in its general meaning
and significance, particularly in relation to the nature of duties and responsibilities that
correlate with rights.

In one form or another, bills of rights have become universal features of national
constitutions. The essays in this book examine the central questions raised by the spread
of bills of rights: Are they consistent with fundamental principles of democratic self-gov-
ernance? What forms can they take? What are the relative roles of courts and legislatures
in enforcing the provisions contained in the bills of rights? And, finally, how can one
go about determining whether the inclusion of a bill of rights in a national constitution
– particularly a bill of rights whose provisions courts enforce – is desirable?

In most contexts, the desirability of a judicially enforceable bill of rights goes
unquestioned, in large part because of the perceived success of such provisions in the
United States, Canada, Germany, South Africa and – in a sense – Europe, through
enforcement of the European Convention on Human Rights.

The connecting theme in this book is a discussion of the questions raised in the
first chapter by Jeremy Waldron (University of California, Berkeley).

Waldron is not concerned about the enumeration of constitutional rights as such.
He is concerned rather about the practice of using such an enumeration to constrain
choices made by a current democratic majority. Agreement on abstractly stated rights
can mask disagreement about whether a specific piece of legislation is consistent or
inconsistent with an enumerated right. Where reasonable disagreements arise, Waldron
argues, democratic self-governance requires that the decision taken by a democratic
majority prevail.

Part II of the book explores issues connected with the judicial enforcement of bills
of rights and part III with the legislative enforcement of bills of rights.

The final essay in the collection outlines a method for evaluating whether judicially
enforced bills of rights contribute to the protection of rights, even by the courts.
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John A. DICK, Executive Director of the Jean Jadot Chair for the Study of Religion and
Values in Society at both the Université Catholique de Louvain and the Katholieke Uni-
versiteit Leuven.

Seumas MILLER, ed., Police Ethics. Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006, x + 546 pp.

Police Ethics is a welcomed contribution to the literature on police ethics and especially
the philosophical literature on ethical issues that arise in policing.

Occupations are not only defined in part in terms of the end to which they ought
to be directed. They are also defined in part by the characteristic activities that mem-
bers of the occupation engage in. In the case of the police, these characteristic activities
are quite diverse, and include law enforcement activities such as investigating and appre-
hending criminals; and peace keeping activities such as intervening in football game
brawls or domestic disputes. When members of an occupation not only habitually engage
in these activities but do so skillfully and in a manner that secures the ends of the occu-
pation, they are successful practitioners who can be said to possess the characteristic
virtues of that occupation.

Individual police officers belong not only to an occupational group whose mem-
bers have specialized knowledge and skills, they belong to a group that displays a high
degree of solidarity. This is in part due to the trust that individual police officers need
to be able to place in one another, given the dangers that they face in their work. The
good police officer is not only a person who has the capacity to detect crime and appre-
hend criminals – the police officer must also be a good team-player. But what then are
the ethical responsibilities for these individuals and for these teams?

Significant interest in police ethics as an area of academic inquiry began in the early
1980s and became in large part centered in the Institute of Criminal Justice Ethics at the
John Jay College of Criminal Justice in New York. The main academic journal in this
area, Criminal Justice Ethics, was originally published by the institute. Recently it has
become a joint publication of the institute and the Centre for Applied Philosophy and
Public Ethics at Charles Sturt University in Australia, where the editor of this collection
is currently professor.

Part I of this collection, titled “Theories of Policing,” examines a number of philo-
sophical theories of policing such as a social contract theory, a rights-based theory, and
a definition of policing in terms of the use of coercive force. In part II, “Police Author-
ity and Discretion,” the focus is on various ethical problems that arise in relation to
both the individual authority of police officers and the independence or sphere of author-
ity of police organizations vis-à-vis government.

“Police Culture” is the focus of part III: a theme much discussed in policing liter-
ature. The morally problematic features of police culture have often been noted, for
example, feelings of loyalty on the part of fellow officers to protect the criminal actions
of police. Closely connected to this, of course, is the area of “Police Corruption,” 
considered in part IV. Corruption takes many forms in policing, including theft, 
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bribe-taking, ‘testilying,’ and fabricating or withholding evidence. Notoriously, the use
of coercive and deadly force is on occasion not only morally unjustified – indeed a vio-
lation of the rights of suspects – it is also an act of corruption. It corrupts morally and
legally legitimate processes and purposes. One thinks for instance about the use of the
so-called ‘third degree’ to extract a confession from suspects.

In part V, the focus is on one of the key harmful methods deployed by police,
namely ‘coercive force’ and especially ‘deadly force.’ Particular issues here are the use of
deadly force in self-defense and defense of the rights of others.

The final part of the book deals with “Rights of Suspects,” which are often
infringed by some of the harmful methods employed by police such as deception, under-
cover work, surveillance, and entrapment. Particularly interesting is this section’s chap-
ter on police surveillance in George Bush’s America.

While police ethics as an area of academic inquiry is still in its developmental phase,
a growing body of literature is now available to assist in the educational and formational
needs of police practitioners. Police Ethics is an important addition to that literature.

John A. Dick, Executive Director of the Jean Jadot Chair for the Study of Religion and
Values in Society at both the Université Catholique de Louvain and the Katholieke Uni-
versiteit Leuven.

Gail M. PRESBEY, ed., Philosophical Perspectives on the ‘War on Terrorism’. Amsterdam
and New York: Rodopi, 2008, xxi + 490 pp.

This book responds to the Bush administration’s position on the “war on terror.” It
examines preemption within the context of “just war”; justification for the United States-
led invasion of Iraq, with some authors charging that its tactics serve to increase terror;
global terrorism; and concepts such as reconciliation, Islamic identity, nationalism, and
intervention. Some may judge the book as biased against the current policy of the Bush
administration. Nevertheless, its critical and well-reasoned argument leaves little room
for a justification for the Bush policy as well as national “counter-terrorism” policies in
Russia, Columbia, Israel, and elsewhere.

The “war on terrorism” (sometimes called the “global war on terror”) is a prob-
lematic concept. It is not a war in the traditional sense. Can one have a war against a
tactic? Would it be a military battle? Or a police action? Or a struggle to win “hearts and
minds”? Questions abut the identity of the “terrorist” are also unresolved. Government
documents about the war on terrorism have combined various kinds of attacks into a
unity blamed on “the terrorists.” Who in fact are the adversaries? And what are the
deeper causes of “terrorist” actions?

Along with statements about the war on terror have come new United States 
Government documents, such as the National Security Strategy (NSS), which suggest that
in the future the United States Government will be justified in acting preemptively to
stop terrorist attacks before they start. The NSS speaks about how “weapons of mass
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destruction” will change the tactics and the morality of war. Several authors in this book
search for clarity in the concept; and they find problems with its usage. Other authors
debate whether changes in military tactics based on new technology can still be under-
stood in the framework of long-accepted guidelines for the conduct of war as in the just
war theory. If not, should one abandon or modify the theory? Or should the current U.S.
war on terror conform to the existing guidelines?

The United States is of course not the only country engaged in fighting “terrorists.”
One section of this book is devoted to problems related to terrorism in other countries
and regions such as Russia, Central Asia, Cyprus, Columbia, Israel, and Palestine. While
the United States often plays a role in these struggles, one cannot easily reduce these sit-
uations to one global problem. Authors in this book examine the context-specific aspects
of these struggles well. Each study rises above the details to explore especially impor-
tant broader concepts such as reconciliation, punishment, Islamic identity, human rights,
and nationalism.

Presbey’s book has five main sections. Part one analyzes the nature of terrorism.
Part two examines democracy as a remedy for terrorism and explores jihad, violence,
power, tyranny, and the logic of empire. Part three studies the U.S. war on terrorism and
the moral dilemmas created by the post 9/11 American “shootdown” policy. In Part
four, the book examines international terrorism in a number of “terrorism case studies.”
The final part addresses the ethics of war and asks reflective questions about violence
and human nature with chapters on human rights and neo-colonialism, war and peace
in the Christian tradition, and Emmanuel Levinas and the ethical just war.

Levinas says that human beings can rise above the natural state they share with ani-
mals to become “thinking” beings. We may not be able to wholly transcend violence and
egoism; but thinking, disquietude, and awareness can set the state for the possibility of
the good.

I strongly recommend this book – Philosophical Perspectives on the ‘War on Terrorism’.
It is well written, well researched and well thought out. And certainly timely!

John A. Dick, Executive Director, the Jean Jadot Chair for the Study of Religion and
Values in Society at both the Université Catholique de Louvain and the Katholieke Uni-
versiteit Leuven.

Donna HARAWAY, When species meet. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press,
2008, 360 pp.

In her book When Species Meet (2008) American biologist and philosopher Donna Har-
away reflects on what it means for human beings to be in close contact with non-human
individuals. Her main focus is man’s relationship to canine companions. As in a previ-
ous work, A Companion Species Manifesto (2003), dogs are, as humans, natureculture beings,
a term she has borrowed from Bruno Latour. Although to some extent still natural, they
can no longer be reduced to any wild ancestor or seen apart from human culture. This
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idea of naturecultureness is in contrast to reductionist thinking in the form of human
exceptionalism or its opposite, extreme essentialism.

The largest part of this book is not devoted to philosophical reflection, but to per-
sonal experiences with Haraway’s own dogs, anecdotes from dog breeders on mailing
lists and descriptions of her relationship with her father. She ponders over the history
of the domestic chicken, over researchers’ relationship with laboratory animals and over
cloning endangered species. Readers who expect a clear philosophical stance or ethical
position will be disappointed. As in her other writings, Haraway believes in ‘contradic-
tory truths that can be simultaneously true’. For example, she finds elements of truth in
both the hunter’s tale and in an animal rights discourse. The strength, but for some
readers probably also the weakness, of the book lies in the fact that the reader is invited
to grasp some of these contradictory truths through the different anecdotes about ani-
mals, without much further theoretical guidance.

Kristien Hens
Centre for Biomedical Ethics and Law

K.U.Leuven
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