
International Criminal
Court, established by the
Rome Treaty of 1998 and
entered into force as of
2002. In these chapters,
where she reviews the
problems of bringing
war criminals to trial,
she makes a point that
needs even more empha-
sis than she gives it: the
challenge of establishing
the evidentiary trail is
enormous. Data on indi-
viduals and on a popula-
tion basis must be col-
lected, contemporane-
ously as well as retroac-
tively; witnesses must be
identified and deposed;
documentary material
must be gathered and 
assessed; forensic and
other technical investi-
gations must be un-
dertaken; and trained
lawyers, judges, and legal sta≠ must be as-
signed and supported in adequate numbers.
Securing the funds and sta∞ng for these ju-
dicial processes is just one of the issues of
political will required to keep that flame lit
by Lemkin still flickering.

Power’s book should be read cover to
cover, literally, because of the responsible
and fascinating endnotes, the excellent
index, the robust bibliography. By its end,
the reader has the answers to why the
Genocide Convention took so long to
come into force; why we still are strug-
gling with its terms and implementation;
why we still confront the grave risk of fu-
ture murderous assaults against people
“for who they are, not for what they have
done”—as Harvard’s Cabot research pro-
fessor of social ethics, Herbert Kelman,
put it in his 1973 essay, “Violence without
moral restraint: Reflections on the dehu-
manization of victims and victimizers.”

The age of genocide can be seen as hav-
ing two phases. The first, the phase of
recognition, we have lived through and
shaped. Human beings are capable of
killing large numbers of other people,
given a wide range of observed circum-
stances; we will resist knowing this ten-
dency in ourselves; and judicial processes,
based on law and supported by documen-
tation, may well force upon us this fear-
some recognition.

Perhaps the twenty-first century will
usher in the phase of prevention. If so, it
will be up to us. Power speaks of political
will and accountability. Behind that,
however, is this ineluctable conclusion: If
we are ever to prevent genocide, we re-
quire leaders. These individuals come in
many forms and guises. They must, to-
gether at one time or in one person, have
the courage to call it genocide when they
see it; the strength to persist in marshal-
ing evidence to confront denial; and the
political vision to enlist others into tak-
ing action, even when the risks seem
high. 

In Power’s book we have both history
and argument. Her account of genocide

over this past hundred years lights up
many paths we might have taken, many
good people who could have been helped,
many opportunities lost. In the gap, we
see the possibility, and at her urging, face
the future with resolve.

Jennifer Leaning ’67, S.M.H. ’70, is professor of in-
ternational health at the Harvard School of Public
Health, where she researches human rights, hu-
manitarian crises, and medical ethics. A physician,
she attends in the emergency department at Brig-
ham and Women’s Hospital. Leaning was a found-
ing board member of Physicians for Human Rights,
on whose behalf she recently visited Afghanistan,
where she helped identify and document a recent
mass grave in the northern part of the country.
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Recovered Memory
by jane canter loeffler

Campus turmoil tumbled into Robin-
son Hall during the 1969 strike, when stu-
dents turned the building into a factory
for the production of T-shirts bearing the
memorable clenched-red-fist logo. Until
then, many in the Harvard community
probably never noticed the building
tucked into a far corner of Harvard Yard,
nor realized that it housed the Graduate

School of Design. For a premier profes-
sional school, the GSD had maintained a
markedly low profile during its years in
the historic 1902 structure designed by
McKim, Mead & White.

But Robinson’s class-
rooms and its o∞ces
seethed with inner tur-
moil long before the
strike—turf wars and
personality clashes
among faculty mem-
bers in landscape archi-
tecture, architecture,

The Struggle for Mod-
ernism: Architecture,
Landscape Architec-
ture, and City Plan-
ning at Harvard, by
Anthony Alofsin
(Norton, $60).

Muslim prisoners, 
Serbian internment 
camp, 1992
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and planning, all vying for space, funding,
and students and battling over pedagogi-
cal issues with broad artistic and social
implications. At last, this story is told in a
new book, The Struggle for Modernism: Archi-
tecture, Landscape Architecture, and City Plan-
ning at Harvard, by Anthony Alofsin ’71,
M.Arch. ’81. The book documents a part
of Harvard history that is remarkable be-
cause the GSD and its powerfully posi-
tioned graduates have played such a
major role in charting the course of pro-
fessional practice and design education in
America and in shaping the landscape it-
self during the last century.

Alofsin, who teaches in the Architec-
ture School at the University of Texas, em-
barked upon the project more than a
decade ago, because, as he says, “The GSD
was oblivious to its own history.” At a re-
cent symposium in Austin honoring the
book, Peter E. Walker, M.L.A. ’57, ob-
served that such institutional amnesia is
not a good thing. “I could have used that
book,” he said, noting that it finally pro-
vided him with answers to questions that
had mystified him while he taught at the

GSD between 1958 and 1987 and chaired
its landscape department—questions
such as how his department could be “the
most prestigious in America” and also
broke, or why so many notable architects
and landscape architects were teaching
there for free.

Walker’s fellow panelist, Henry N.
Cobb ’47, M.Arch. ’49, former chairman of
the architecture department (1980-1985),
concurred. He praised the book in partic-
ular for its fine portrait of Joseph Hudnut,
the GSD dean who brought Walter
Gropius to Harvard in 1937 to head the ar-
chitecture department, only to be over-
shadowed by the Bauhaus founder ever
after. The initial close rapport between
the two turned into bitter rivalry as
Gropius advanced the cause of Interna-
tional Style modernism and Hudnut
faulted the modernist agenda for draining
the life from cities. Gropius may have at-
tracted the best students to Harvard, but
his influence was limited, Cobb said, be-
cause he taught only one small master
class and “most of us never saw him at
all.” Furthermore, according to Cobb,
most students at the time were more cap-
tivated by Le Corbusier.

Hudnut and Gropius also split over the
importance of history, a subject that
nearly disappeared from the GSD curricu-
lum during their tenure. Hudnut believed
in a strong liberal-arts education, includ-
ing history, as a prerequisite to graduate
study in architecture. But, as Cobb put it,
Gropius argued that studying history

might “su≠ocate individual creativity.” 
Those who do value the lessons of his-

tory will welcome Alofsin’s book. It pro-
vides the first detailed account of how
and why Harvard incorporated design
into its various teaching programs, why
from its earliest days the GSD was search-
ing for “star” professors (and why the
stars were so rarely Americans), and why
e≠orts to create real collaboration among
the disciplines repeatedly failed. It also
points to explanations for why the GSD
evolved into such an insular place, why
architects came to think of themselves as
the undisputed leaders of design “teams,”
and how they marginalized landscape ar-
chitects and planners—finally prompting
the planners to exit en masse for the
Kennedy School in 1980. 

The GSD has assumed a much more
public profile since it moved to Gund Hall
in 1972. It has also reinvented its planning
program recently. Is it possible for archi-
tects to maintain a design vision and still
collaborate with planners and landscape
architects, not to mention engineers and
security experts? Can design professionals
find a political voice, or will they all find
themselves on the margin in an era of rapid
change? It’s time to start the sequel.

Jane Canter Loe±er, M.C.P. ’71, is an architectural
historian and urban planner in Washington, D.C.,
and a visiting associate professor at the University
of Maryland. She is the author of The Architec-
ture of Diplomacy: Building America’s
Embassies (Princeton Architectural Press, 1998).
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The School of 
Design has played 
a major role in shaping
practice, education,
and the American 
landscape itself.

Dean Joseph Hudnut of the School of Design, and Robinson Hall. Its serene exterior concealed
sharp disagreements over modernism, history, and the role of planning.
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