Study Guide for Barcalow Chapter 12 – War & Peace

1. What fact from the chapter about the costs of war sticks out most in your mind?

a. Pick your own! But that tens of millions have died and tens of millions more have been injured has got to be up there.

b. From 1970 to 1990, the world spent $17 trillion on the military.

2. What is the “doctrine of double effect”? Please explain fully. How is this doctrine sometimes criticized? Assess this doctrine for yourself, using Barcalow’s example of bombing an airfield that ends up killing 50 innocent people.

a. In essence, this says that even if I kill some innocent person by performing action a, action a may still be innocent as long as killing the innocent person was not my primary intention.
b. One central criticism of this view is that killing innocent people is wrong: whether it was intentional or not!

c. If a particular result is a foreseeable consequence of action a, shouldn’t we count that in when we assess action a?

d. Barcalow thinks that even if you didn’t intend to kill 50 innocent people by bombing a particular airfield, you should still be held morally responsible because bombing an airfield makes it possible – or even probable – that you will kill innocents in the process.

3. What is pacifism?

a. This could be put in a variety of ways. Essentially pacifism is the idea that there is a strong presumption against violence as a means of resolving differences.

b. The pacifist will remind us that in war, innocent people will always be killed and injured and that killing and injuring innocents is wrong.

4. What is Satyagraha? Please give an example.

a. This is Gandhi’s technique of non-violent resistance. One example is where he was arrested and jailed for refusing to register for an identification card. Another example is where he led a boycott of British cloth.

b. Oh, by the way, Sanskrit is the primary language spoken in India!

5. What is ahimsa? How did Gandhi exhibit it?

a. This is the Hindu virtue that is at the heart of Gandhi’s philosophy of non-violence. It says to never cause another being any suffering; even that it is better to suffer oneself rather than harm another.

b. The practice of this virtue requires love, compassion, forgiveness, and strength.
c. We have no right to destroy life we cannot create!

6. Please summarize Gandhi’s views on non-violence in roughly two or three sentences.

a. Non-violence is the most effective way to bring about social change.

b. Violence simply begets more violence.

c. It is better to impose suffering upon yourself for your beliefs than to inflict it upon others.

7. How do the words and actions of Martin Luther King, Jr. exhibit the influence of Gandhi?

a. Clearly, MLK was influenced greatly by Gandhi’s philosophy of non-violence. This was demonstrated by his non-violent protests and boycotts, etc. He also believed that violence solved nothing and only created new problems.

8. What three conditions did St. Thomas Aquinas stipulate for a “just war”? Explain each condition briefly.

a. Just Cause (According to Aquinas: either for self-defense or to punish those who have committed great evils.)

i. Regarding self-defense: The Catholic tradition holds that nations, like individuals, are equals and as such have a right to exist.

ii. But, does this mean a particular government has a right to exist?

iii. Also, the Catholic tradition holds that nations have a right to prevent others from destroying the conditions necessary for a “decent human existence.” But what does this entail exactly?

b. Right Intention

i. The goal of war should be the genuine intention to prevent evil and create peace.

ii. Peace is not merely the absence of “all out” war, however. Genuine peace means a minimum of hostility.

iii. Thus, actions that create hostility are wrong.

iv. The only acceptable intention for war is to repel invasion and prevent further attacks.

c. Declared by Competent Authority

i. But, what does “competent” mean here?

ii. Are all governments competent authorities?

9. What is Michael Walzer’s position concerning preemption?

a. Walzer claims that a “first strike” is justified if there is a “manifest intent to injure, a degree of active preparation that makes that intent a positive danger, and a general situation in which waiting, or doing anything other than fighting, greatly magnifies the risk.”

b. Did these conditions hold in the lead up to the Invasion of Iraq in 2003.

10. What is “deterrence”? How is it typically justified? How is it criticized?

a. The goal of deterrence is to prevent war by threat of retaliation in the case of attack. If Nation X knows that Nation Y will retaliate when attacked, Nation X will be much less likely to attack Nation Y.

b. Your book also discusses “deterrence by denial.” A country is much less likely to invade yours if its chances for success are lessened. One can lessen the chance of a successful invasion by having good defenses. (Ten to one ratio?)

c. Deterrence is justified, pure and simply, by the idea that it helps to prevent a great evil: War.

d. Deterrence is risky business, especially when weapons of mass destruction are involved. It’s hard to predict whether a buildup of weapons will reduce the chance of war or increase it. (Has the possession of nuclear weaponry increased or decreased the hostilities between India and Pakistan?)

