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Apr 26, This essay will start off by discussing the ethics of war and the various Pacifism regards war as immoral and
therefore, never justified while those that one of the most destructive wars on the global scale since World War 2.

The war created a power vacuum in the region which allowed groups, many of which were extremist, to take
control of many regions. In contrast, it would be proportional to launch a rocket at enemy forces to prevent
them from launching a rocket at you. There are conditions in both jus ad bellum and in jus in Bello. If these
conditions are met, I believe that war is in fact justified, as it ensures that war is the very last resort after all
peace keeping efforts have been exhausted. A legitimate authority e. An absolute moral obligation therefore
refers to an obligation which has priority over all other moral obligations. March 19, Americans tend to think
all their wars are just. The war must be aimed to produce more good than harm, and it is wrong to use methods
of warfare that cause more injuries and deaths than necessary. Not surprisingly, war also destroys the country
being attacked. Whenever external forces become a threat, most leaders resort to war as a way to suppress the
opposition. Many people believe that wars are necessary, especially in situations where all diplomatic methods
have been exhausted. Those deaths continue , by the way, right down to the present. A final consideration.
Many ethical rationalists, belonging to a deontological school of thought that judge morality based on the
action, and not the outcome, would argue that war is immoral because it automatically implies bloodshed,
which fails the categorical imperative. Finally, force may be used only after all peaceful and viable
alternatives have been seriously tried and exhausted or are clearly not practical [3]. Here I'm mainly interested
in a narrower issue: Is there any realistic scenario in which, judged by these criteria, the 21st-century United
States would start and wage a war that it didn't consider just? One can kill others to stop them from attacking
his country. Foreign intervention, while usually a result of the loss of sovereignty, can be used to reinforce the
sovereignty of a state. The injustice suffered by one party must significantly outweigh that suffered by the
other in order to warrant the use of force or aggression. The real solution is not war, but war seems to be the
easiest solution. War has never promoted any good virtues like prosperity, harmony or tolerance. War is not
justified because of its aftermath; wars cause death, destruction, loss, strained relationships, and suffering.
Nobody has the right to kill people in the name of restoring peace or protecting it s citizens from potential
threat. To punish an act of aggression: This is not accepted by everyone. Teleological ethical frameworks such
as Utilitarianism, judge morality based on the outcome of an action and not the action itself. Having good
intentions is another criteria; force may be used only in a truly just cause and solely for that purpose â€”
correcting a suffered wrong is considered a right intention, while material gain or maintaining economies is
not. One of the biggest controversies facing America today is war. Although the cause for the increasing
global instability is complex and cannot be blamed on only one event, military intervention in the middle east
plays a very significant role in the increase of insecurity in the world. We always consider ourselves to be a
competent authority. Judith Miller, a Pulitzer Prize winning journalist who was working for the New York
Times at the time, published an article that claimed, through anonymous sources, that the Iraqi Government
had been harboring WMDs Miller. It can have no duty to the citizens of another nation. This essay will start
off by discussing the ethics of war and the various moral dilemmas that spring forth during times of war, a
case study on the Iraq war and how many journalists erred in their coverage of it, and finally, the lack of news
outlet coverage on devastating aftereffects of war on both the attacker and the attacked. The effects of war are
almost always destructive to the attacker and the attacked. Due to the negative effects on both the attacker and
the attacked, war is considered immoral from a Utilitarian perspective. The moral insights and practices that
make up the tradition reflect the judgments and experience of people coming from a wide range of cultural
institutions. Applying this to war suggests that if the situation demands violent action, even though other
non-violent actions may be available, the right action would still be to choose the violent one.


