
War and Morality: A New Perspective

Introduction

The decision to go to war is never easy. It is a complex 

and  controversial  issue  that  has  been  debated  by 

philosophers,  theologians,  and  political  leaders  for 

centuries.  There  is  no  one  right  answer,  and  the 

decision of  whether  or  not  to  go to  war is  always a 

matter  of  weighing the potential  benefits  against  the 

potential costs.

In  recent  years,  the  debate  over  war  has  become 

increasingly  polarized.  On  one  side  are  those  who 

believe  that  war  is  sometimes  necessary  to  protect 

innocent lives and to prevent even greater evils. On the 

other  side  are  those  who believe  that  war  is  always 

wrong and that there is never a justification for taking 

human life.
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This book does not seek to resolve this debate. Instead, 

it  aims to provide a more nuanced understanding of 

the moral issues involved in war. It brings together a 

diverse group of voices from around the world to offer 

a variety of perspectives on the morality of war.

Some of the contributors to this book argue that war 

can  sometimes  be  justified  on  moral  grounds.  They 

point  to  cases  where  war  has  been  used  to  stop 

genocide,  to  prevent  the  spread  of  tyranny,  and  to 

protect innocent lives. They argue that in these cases, 

the benefits of war outweigh the costs.

Other contributors to this book argue that war is never 

justified. They believe that war is always wrong, and 

that there is never a justification for taking human life. 

They argue that war is a brutal and destructive force 

that causes more harm than good.

This  book  does  not  provide  easy  answers  to  the 

question  of  whether  or  not  war  is  ever  justified. 

Instead,  it  offers  a  complex  and  thought-provoking 
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exploration of the moral issues involved in war. It is a 

book that will challenge your assumptions about war 

and force you to think more deeply about the morality 

of this most destructive of human activities.
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Book Description

War is a complex and controversial issue that has been 

debated  by  philosophers,  theologians,  and  political 

leaders for centuries. There is no one right answer to 

the question of whether or not war is ever justified.

This  book  brings  together  a  diverse  group  of  voices 

from  around  the  world  to  offer  a  variety  of 

perspectives  on  the  morality  of  war.  Some  of  the 

contributors argue that war can sometimes be justified 

on moral grounds, while others argue that war is never 

justified.

The  contributors  to  this  book  explore  the  moral 

justifications for war, the responsibility to protect, the 

doctrine of  just  war,  the lesser of  two evils,  and the 

consequences of inaction. They also discuss the history 

of the war in Iraq, the aftermath of the war, the moral 

costs of war, the ethics of war, and the politics of war.
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This book is a valuable resource for anyone who wants 

to  understand  the  complex  moral  issues  involved  in 

war. It is a book that will challenge your assumptions 

about war and force you to think more deeply about 

the  morality  of  this  most  destructive  of  human 

activities.

In this book, you will find:

 A comprehensive overview of  the moral  issues 

involved in war

 A variety of perspectives on the morality of war 

from leading experts

 A  balanced  and  objective  analysis  of  the 

arguments for and against war

 A  thought-provoking  exploration  of  the  moral 

costs of war

 A call for a more just and peaceful world

Whether you are a student, a scholar, a policymaker, or 

simply  a  concerned  citizen,  this  book  is  essential 
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reading  for  anyone  who  wants  to  understand  the 

complex moral issues involved in war.
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Chapter 1: The Case for War

The moral justifications for war

There are a number of moral justifications for war that 

have been put  forward by philosophers,  theologians, 

and political  leaders throughout history.  Some of the 

most common justifications include:

 The  just  war  tradition: This  tradition,  which 

dates  back  to  ancient  Greece  and  Rome,  holds 

that  war  can  be  justified  if  it  meets  certain 

criteria,  such  as  being  fought  in  self-defense, 

being  waged  by  a  legitimate  authority,  and 

having a reasonable chance of success.

 The  responsibility  to  protect: This  principle, 

which  was  adopted  by  the  United  Nations  in 

2005,  holds  that  states  have a  responsibility  to 

protect  their  own  citizens  from  genocide,  war 

crimes,  ethnic  cleansing,  and  crimes  against 

humanity.  If  a  state  is  unable  or  unwilling  to 
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protect  its  own citizens,  then other  states  may 

have a responsibility to intervene.

 The lesser of two evils: This principle holds that 

war  may  be  justified  if  it  is  the  only  way  to 

prevent a greater evil. For example, a war may 

be justified if it is the only way to stop a genocide 

or to prevent a terrorist attack.

 The  consequences  of  inaction: This  principle 

holds  that  war  may  be  justified  if  the 

consequences of  inaction would be worse than 

the  consequences  of  war.  For  example,  a  war 

may be justified if it is the only way to prevent a 

humanitarian catastrophe.

These are just some of the moral justifications for war 

that  have  been  put  forward.  There  are  many  other 

justifications that  have been offered,  and there is  no 

one  justification  that  is  universally  accepted.  The 

decision of  whether  or  not  to  go to  war is  always a 

difficult one, and there is no easy answer. However, by 
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considering the various moral justifications for war, we 

can  come  to  a  more  informed  understanding  of  the 

complex issues involved.
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Chapter 1: The Case for War

The responsibility to protect

The responsibility to protect (R2P) is a global political 

commitment to  prevent  genocide,  war crimes,  ethnic 

cleansing, and crimes against humanity. It was adopted 

by the United Nations General Assembly in 2005 and 

has  since  become  a  widely  accepted  norm  of 

international law.

The R2P principle is based on the idea that every state 

has a responsibility to protect its own population from 

these four mass atrocity crimes. However, if a state is 

unable  or  unwilling  to  do  so,  the  international 

community has a responsibility to intervene to protect 

civilians.

The R2P principle  has  been invoked in  a  number of 

cases, including the intervention in Libya in 2011 and 

the ongoing intervention in Syria. However, it remains 
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a controversial principle, with some states arguing that 

it infringes on their sovereignty.

Despite  the  controversy,  the  R2P  principle  is  an 

important step towards preventing mass atrocities.  It 

provides a framework for the international community 

to  intervene  to  protect  civilians  when  their  own 

government is unable or unwilling to do so.

The case for R2P

There are a number of arguments in favor of the R2P 

principle. First, it is a moral imperative to prevent mass 

atrocities.  When  a  government  is  committing  mass 

atrocities against its own population, the international 

community has a responsibility to intervene to stop the 

violence.

Second,  the R2P principle is  a  matter of  self-interest. 

Mass atrocities can destabilize entire regions and lead 

to humanitarian crises. They can also create breeding 

grounds for  terrorism and extremism.  By preventing 
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mass  atrocities,  the  international  community  can 

protect its own security and stability.

Third, the R2P principle is a matter of justice. When a 

government commits mass atrocities, it is violating the 

human  rights  of  its  own  citizens.  The  international 

community  has  a  responsibility  to  hold  these 

governments accountable and to ensure that justice is 

served.

Criticisms of R2P

There  are  also  a  number  of  criticisms  of  the  R2P 

principle. First, some states argue that it infringes on 

their  sovereignty.  They believe that  the international 

community should not have the right to intervene in 

their internal affairs.

Second, some critics argue that the R2P principle is too 

vague.  They  argue  that  it  is  difficult  to  define  what 

constitutes a mass atrocity and that this could lead to 

arbitrary interventions.
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Third,  some  critics  argue  that  the  R2P  principle  is 

unrealistic.  They  argue  that  the  international 

community is often unwilling or unable to intervene to 

prevent mass atrocities.

Conclusion

The R2P principle is a complex and controversial issue. 

There are strong arguments both for and against the 

principle. Ultimately, the decision of whether or not to 

intervene  in  a  particular  case  is  a  difficult  one  that 

must be made on a case-by-case basis.
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Chapter 1: The Case for War

The doctrine of just war

The doctrine of just war is a set of moral principles that 

have  been  developed  over  centuries  to  guide  the 

decision of whether or not to go to war. The doctrine 

has its roots in ancient Greek and Roman philosophy, 

and it was further developed by Christian theologians 

in the Middle Ages.

The just war tradition holds that war can sometimes be 

justified,  but  only  if  it  meets  certain  criteria.  These 

criteria include:

 Just  cause: The war must  be fought  for  a  just 

cause,  such as  to  defend against  aggression,  to 

prevent genocide, or to protect innocent lives.

 Right intention: The war must  be fought with 

the right intention, such as to restore peace and 

justice, not to conquer or to gain territory.
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 Proportionality: The  harm caused by  the  war 

must not be disproportionate to the good that is 

achieved.

 Last resort: War should only be used as a last 

resort, after all other peaceful means of resolving 

the conflict have failed.

 Discrimination: The  war  must  be  fought  in  a 

way that discriminates between combatants and 

non-combatants,  and  that  minimizes  harm  to 

civilians.

The just war tradition has been criticized by some who 

argue that it is too idealistic and that it is impossible to 

fight a war in a just way. Others argue that the just war 

tradition is too restrictive and that it prevents us from 

taking necessary action to protect innocent lives.

Despite these criticisms, the just war tradition remains 

an  important  framework  for  thinking  about  the 

morality of war. It provides a set of principles that can 

help  us  to  evaluate  the  justifications  for  war  and  to 
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make more informed decisions about when and how to 

go to war.
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This extract presents the opening three 

sections of the first chapter.

Discover the complete 10 chapters and 

50  sections  by  purchasing  the  book, 

now available in various formats.
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