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extensive experience as a writer and historian
also flow forth in this excellent memoir: an
erudite, beautifully written autobiography and
meditation on the meaning and role of the historian
in modern society with an edge that made me
laugh and pause for reflection throughout.

Graham provides an autobiographical ac-
count of his interests and motivations in the
history of science and Russian science in par-
ticular. In doing so, he discusses his many
trips and experiences in Russia, mostly in
Moscow, during and after the Cold War, al-
ways returning to the humanity and the social
environment of those he met and interviewed.
The description of his meeting with Bukha-
rin’s widow, Anna Mikhailovna Larina, forms
one of many memorable testimonies. The ros-
ter of characters that appear is quite startling:
Graham knew Wendell Furry from their
hometown of Farmersburg, Indiana; he went
to college with Neil Armstrong; he met Yuri
Gagarin; and he had a loose knowledge of the
whereabouts of Lee Harvey Oswald in 1961.

Graham himself can be succinctly described as
the major figure in the history of Russian science
in the last fifty years. From the immense brilliance
of Science and Philosophy in the Soviet Union
(Knopf, 1972) to the poignant morality of The
Ghost of the Executed Engineer (Harvard, 1996),
he has set a high standard. His books offer case
studies for the student and many nuances and in-
sights for the researcher. Moscow Stories is a well-
written reflective work that presents some impor-
tant background material in addition.

A fascinating feature of this volume is Gra-
ham’s candor in describing and questioning
the political context and character of attempts
to develop a critical history of Russian science
in this period. As one might expect, there are
some very amusing and frightening episodes
involving KGB interest in a United States
citizen, especially one conducting research
into Soviet science in Moscow during the
Cold War. Graham also relates his experience
of attempts by U.S. agencies to elicit his help
in espionage. The complexity of friendships
under the Russian dictatorship is well docu-
mented, but Graham also alludes to complex-
ity in some of his friendships and professional
relationships in the United States. His concern
about the political undertones of the history of
science and its obvious instrumental value to
agencies beyond the scholarly arena is
brought home in a section on the vetting of
research applicants and its relationship to the
U.S. government. At the same time, he out-
lines his own reasons for engaging in the
anti–Vietnam War movement.

Throughout, Graham ponders and agonizes
about his political role— or, as was most often
the case, his deliberate disassociation from
such a role. This provides a very interesting
and provocative subtext, as Graham considers
whether he should have been a spy and re-
flects on his beliefs about the social responsi-
bility of a historian of science in the modern
world. When doing research on left-wing sci-
entists during the Cold War and earlier, one
finds that they constantly encountered ques-
tions and possibilities of espionage; the aim of
such endeavors would always be to support
the progressive “socialist state” against capi-
talism. Here, Graham, with no illusions about
such a progressive state, experiences the dia-
metrically opposed problem: whether he
should have helped destroy “socialism” by
working for U.S. intelligence, even while ac-
cepting the limitations and shortcomings of
“Western” society.

Thus, an enormous question that stalks his-
tory of science internationally is articulated. Is it
correct to feign or even to believe in the dispas-
sionate voice of the historian of science, when
science is such a politically explosive discourse
that conveys a distinct social power? Many his-
torians choose to ignore the potential use of their
work in the social or political arena. Graham has
impressively refused to ignore it and considers
his actual and potential social action.

Consequently, this book is valuable at a num-
ber of levels. As the memoir of a celebrated
historian, as a series of amusing and poignant
anecdotes, and as commentary on the history of
Russian science, it is a marvelous read. As a
more philosophical and political essay on the
social responsibility of a historian and the polit-
ical dimensions of modern history of science, it
is outstandingly provocative.

C. A. J. CHILVERS

Benjamin P. Greene. Eisenhower, Science Ad-
vice, and the Nuclear Test-Ban Debate, 1945–
1963. xiii � 358 pp., bibl., index. Stanford,
Calif.: Stanford University Press, 2006. $65
(cloth).

In September 1963 the United States Senate
ratified a treaty, signed in July 1963 by repre-
sentatives of the United States, the Soviet
Union, and Great Britain, banning the testing of
nuclear weapons in the atmosphere, in outer
space, and under water. As a result of a mora-
torium issued by President Dwight D. Eisen-
hower in response to a Soviet initiative, the
United States had conducted no nuclear tests
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since late 1958. Underground and then atmo-
spheric tests had resumed in September 1961
under the orders of President John F. Kennedy,
following a Soviet test. In Eisenhower, Science
Advice, and the Nuclear Test-Ban Debate,
1945–1963, Benjamin P. Greene reexamines the
views and actions of Eisenhower on the matter
of nuclear testing during his two administra-
tions, as well as his attitude toward the 1963
treaty. Greene brings to this analysis a detailed
study of archival documents and personal papers
that were unavailable to some earlier historians
who wrote on this issue, as well as a critique of
historians who question Eisenhower’s genuine
commitment to a test ban. In contrast, Greene
supports the view that the test ban was one of
Eisenhower’s major goals during his presi-
dency, that it was an early goal of his presi-
dency, and that technical issues such as interna-
tional inspections and thresholds for seismic
detection were among the factors that under-
mined Eisenhower’s efforts toward a test-ban
treaty.

Greene focuses on three main themes in his
study: the relationship between Eisenhower and
Lewis Strauss, who chaired the Atomic Energy
Commission (AEC) from 1953 to 1958; Eisen-
hower’s leadership style of taking recommenda-
tions from advisors rather than simply following
his own instincts; and Eisenhower’s evolving
attitude toward scientific advisors and his
changing relationships with particular scientists
during his presidency. In Greene’s view, Eisen-
hower already favored a nuclear test ban in
1954, when he appointed Harold E. Stassen his
disarmament advisor. However, Eisenhower’s
skepticism about the reliability of scientists’ ad-
vice on national security matters and his trust in
the deceitful and forceful Strauss led him to
accept the arguments of Strauss—a nonscientist
who shared the views of AEC scientists such as
Edward Teller and Willard Libby—that the test-
ing of nuclear weapons was essential to Amer-
ican weapons superiority, that international
agreements relying on monitoring were impos-
sible, and that atmospheric tests posed no public
health hazards (a position on which Libby
changed his mind in 1959 following the detec-
tion of dangerous levels of strontium-90 in Min-
nesota wheat).

After the launch of Sputnik in 1957, Eisen-
hower set up an eighteen-member Presidential
Scientific Advisory Committee, which included
the physicists I. I. Rabi and Hans Bethe, and
appointed a personal advisor for science and
technology, with the result that he was no longer
so strongly dependent on the counsel of Strauss

and his successor at the AEC, John McCone.
Former MIT President James Killian, Jr., was
Eisenhower’s first personal scientific advisor,
and the Harvard University chemist George B.
Kistiakowsky succeeded Killian. Adlai Steven-
son had made a testing ban a theme in the 1956
presidential campaign, and Rabi used his ac-
quaintance with Eisenhower to offer personal
advice to halt testing. After Eisenhower declared
the voluntary moratorium in 1958 and opened
discussions in Geneva with the Soviet Union
and the United Kingdom for banning all testing,
he continued throughout his presidency to resist
arguments from test-ban opponents at the AEC,
the Department of Defense, and the national
laboratories at Los Alamos and Livermore that
he should withdraw delegates from the Geneva
talks and resume testing. Although Eisenhower
was told that the moratorium was undermining
morale and expertise at Los Alamos and Liver-
more, Greene notes that the number of staff
members in fact increased during the period it
was in effect.

Greene makes it clear that Eisenhower
viewed a test ban in the 1950s as highly desir-
able in order to maintain the superiority of the
American nuclear arsenal and prevent prolifer-
ation to China and other countries. Greene also
stresses Eisenhower’s determination to press for
a general testing ban that would require interna-
tional monitoring stations and periodic inspec-
tions within nuclear countries, rather than de-
pendence on remote detection systems, because
of his continued suspicions of the Soviet Union.
Eisenhower’s farewell speech of January 1961,
one of the most famous documents from his
presidency, cautioned the American public
about the rising influence of the “military-
industrial complex” in national affairs. Greene
highlights Eisenhower’s second warning in
the speech, this one against large-scale,
government-funded scientific research that
makes public policy a captive of a scientific-
technological elite. Greene notes that the draft
of an eloquent section in the speech express-
ing disappointment over the lack of progress
on disarmament is in Eisenhower’s own hand.

Greene’s book is a valuable addition to the
historical literature on U.S. policy on nuclear
weapons and on the role of presidential science
advising in the early Cold War period. He suc-
ceeds in making a strong case that Eisenhower
was disappointed that he did not achieve a nu-
clear test-ban treaty during his presidency.

MARY JO NYE
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