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llance, Diamond’s ¢
are (darn i) “pro 'oc- by
wrong.” This is going to be in-
teresting! What poweriul o
jections is cur reviewer going
to pose against the mighty edi-
{ice he esteems so highly? -
None, it turns cut. instead, he
plays a variation on the oki
teve Gould two-step: first you
caricature the view you disiike
{but can't think of any argu-

ments against}; then you your-
self draw a{teni;ou 1o evidenge
that contradicts your carica-
ture — but claim that it is evi-
dence of the author rsn:.a:zc'v
ing himself! A cute trick, bu
intellectually dishonest.
Here's the caricature of
uns’’: “Diamond contends
2 or

it was chanece, not culiur

vrainpower, that brought in-
dustrial power {irst t¢ Europe;

‘} G’Stei’ﬂ civ i ization has noth-
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t"eat con trac::c S Eas*wbrosk's
caricature: he cites Diamond’s
ianation 0 why China fell

behind, and notes that accord-
ingto D,amovm it was a cultur-
al phenomenon C:zz‘na‘s auto-
c*‘e«ziz‘: system o h
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was mainly resp
tns show a swf«:amrami
Diameond.ora =
Easterbrogk? It's c‘aviaus that
Diamond has ali along argued
2 more subtle position, know-
ing fuil well that specific geo-
graphical conditions may be
necessary but not sufficient for
various cultural conditions,
and appreciating the impor-
tance of cultural differences.
Otherwise, you would have 1o
think Diamond incredibly my-
opic, not noticing that his care-
fully argued cultural explana-
tion of China’s stagnation was
contradicting what Easter-

his "*sing }e-c'\:p‘xana-
; e..m,;::sz.'m.eﬁ ﬁan;ei Dennett con ;
: caricature the books in gues
i { urge any fair-minded

afi the books and

and be the iudge. He
il no counier-

~ \szzn over \:mpiiz‘i

u *“Coliapse” {{or
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a:ionly somecene
innal "‘*owledge :

rig ‘g imary topic, geog-
treads i ouid review them. Yet
freshwa : _mwk. a professor of
ing ...and climate change. ... philosophy, has wrilten widely
These and other (rends may on subjects about which he is

not a specialist. If only speciai-
ists could write about their spe-
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is Diamond "p obably mng vialties, Hierature woeuld be d ’}‘
about? Whereas Diamond says  indeed: and no one should conr
“alarge fmc:ian Tof ihe pose a letter to the editor, un-
worid’'s species may fall ex- less having “'professional”™

finct in the next 50 years, the knowiedge of the newspaper
Internatl czza’: ”me;; for the business. Finally, I fail to see
Cons ¢ what Siephen Jay Gould, un-

mentioned either in the books
nas o de with
1 that Dennet

orv of denoun

maies this fraction

percent.

1. **That’s ple
nasmmmcn oon-

. but does not suppoert
ne idea ;E}a a ‘large fraction’
[ species ar i

ish.” O.K., i
1k g Jé?; Cen

»

land ;‘;P;ﬁ. iation

‘Téé‘::‘sx

generalize ;;'rwn ex'\‘
gerstiet E;i. failures on isclated
isiands (o enviroenmenial
threats Lo society rasaw m,icf'
& 3 S gite
tio
;;"'*."1
dc £ c‘zze:- us an alternative:

hink of our
plane ft: a sort of island; we
:an mave! “If the ni*-a»e nf

fossil-driven Ler,molcvav ads
10 discoveries that aliow
Homo sapiens to move into the
zalaxy, then resources, popuia-
tion pressure and sther issues
that worry Diamond will be
forgotien.”” Sweeeet! (But
probably wrong.) Not e wor-
rv, though: maybe the Hale-
Bopp comet will come back o
the pilanet we've spoiled and
ake us off to sume betller
iace How shortsighted of
i wnond not to have {oreseen
ese sclutions to the problems
he 5o briliiantly raises!

A book as important as “Col-
lapse” by a scientist as eminent
as Diamond deserves a review-
er who has some professional
knowledge about the topic.

Daxier C. DENNETT
Medford, Mass.
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