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INTRODUCTION

In internationd relations, nationdates often have to decide on foreign ad or, in
times of a crigs, try to judify gtrikes that could harm innocent people. The purpose of this
essay is to discuss these two issues and to state the author’s opinion on mordity and

farnessin world palitics.

ETHICAL PROBLEMS

Mordity and Foreign Aid

Despite the agreement that there is a gap between the sandards of living in
developed and Third World countries, it depends on the particular method of
interpretation whether this gap is increesing or decreasing. By just looking a mosly
monetary and economic criteria, it seems like the poor countries are faling farther behind
the developed ones, the author, however, shares the views of Rosenberg, Birdzdl, and
dfficids of the United Nations Development Programme that this is a one-sided and thus
somewhat deceptive argument. The Human Development Index takes into account other

vaiables like life expectancy and education and seems to be more credible. This index
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indeed shows a closing of the gap. The efforts most governments of developed countries
make therefore seem to be effective if not even sufficient (Ray, 428).

Without doubt, there is a limited obligation of rich states to help poor countries. It
should be made certain, though, that the help is amed a turning the recalving date into a
dable democracy having an improving economy. Short-term foreign ad like food might
be necessry in certain crises; in the long run, though, it may often even be harmful and
drive the state further into dependence.

The author believes that the main reason for such an obligation, though, should be
the commitment of the developed country’s government to its own subjects. A flowering
economy in a wel-run democracy usudly represents a good trading partner, especidly if
it is coming out of the semi-dependence many African countries face. It is the duty of a
government to improve the standard of living for its people; therefore, increasng trade,
fostering economic interdependence, and thereby improving its own economy ought to be
aprimary god.

As a cordllary, it becomes apparent that a nation-gta€'s government is principaly
regponsble for matters indde its own borders, in the modly anarchic sysem of
internationd relations, it should not have any further obligations. It is the author's view,
though, that moderate foreign aid, on the order of what is done today, for the reasons

dtated above, will dways improve the donor country’s Situation as well.



Ethics of High Casudties

In a very smilar way, the same gpproach yidds an answer to the question whether
the application of a force that could result in a large number of innocent victims can be
judtified. Since it is a government’s obligation to protect its subjects and improve ther
dandard of living, it has to take actions that minimize negative effects on its citizens. In
times of a crigs, like war, it may be impossble to avoid that such actions inflict heavy
damages on another nation-date, induding killing many humans in the other nation that
may not have been directly involved in the conflict.

A rightfully elected democratic government tha represents its people has to
caefully weigh the arguments for and againg such measures, taking into account both
the short-teem and the long-term effects, snce they may be very different from each
other: An unnecessarily dradtic dtrike, for example, might promise immediate advantages
like naturd resources or political stability within the aggressor; in the long run, however,
it may result in sanctions by the internationd community tha by far outweigh the
advantages.

As a result, one comes to the concluson that the use of a force that would Kkill
large numbers of innocent people can only be judified by a nation-dete if it is to prevent
its own people from suffering a sSmilar attack. The threat has to be imminent and
overwheming. Both an action too wesk or too strong would lead to a sub-optimd
outcome for the nationdate. The mord judification of such a messure can then be

derived from its protective nature (Ray, 422).
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APPLIED MORAL STANDARDS

The mora standards applied by the author to the issues discussed above strongly
folow the philosophy of utlitarianism, in ocontra to deontologicd theories
Deontologists beieve that the mordity of an act can be assessed independently of its
consequences, i.e. they are ether inherently good or bad. Utilitarianism, on the other
hand, states that the actions are to be judged depending on their results, and that actions
as such have no mord vaue,

The author's opinion makes use of utilitarianism in gating that neither foreign ad
nor use of a force of mass destruction is good or bad in itsdf. In the first case, wisdy
organized foreign ad may help improve the economies of both countries, while ill-
planned or excessve ad may harm the needy country or even both. In the second case, a
massve attack might protect a nationda€s own citizens while sacrificing another's,
thus in the author's opinion making it judifiable a not judifidble srike, on the other
hand, could bring internationd sanctions upon the aggressor, causng a net imparment of
its own Stuation.

In the end, it is only the wel-being of the people that is of direct mord
ggnificance (McCaughan). In the anarchic sysem of internationd reldions, it is a naion
date’'s government that represents it and looks dfter its interests, therefore, the
government’s primary concern has to the satidfaction of its own people. In a conflict, this
gives the government the right and duty to vaue the well-being of its own subjects over
that of others and take the necessary actions, knowing that the opposing government will

do the samefor its people.
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MORALITY IN WORLD POLITICS

Mordity and fairess should certainly play a role in world palitics. In the same
gtuation, al humans should be trested equdly, i.e. they should have the same rights of
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. As far as this is possble, this should be ensured
using internationd law; however, due to the diversty of human cultures and ways of life,
those laws often have to be limited to a basic set of rules that is shared by dl societies. In
addition to this lack of uniformity, the internationd system is anarchic, and there is no
government that could rightly make, apply, and enforce internationd law. As a
consequence, internationd law can only be made if nationStates volunteer to abide by it.
Nationdates agree to do so only if it is in ther own interests, and as long as they are
congdered sovereign, thiswill not change (Ray, 444).

Nationd sovereignty, dthough it might prevent the goplication of internationa
law, is not a bad concept, though: Due to the inhomogeneous nature of human cultures, a
loca government is more gpt to understand the customs and vaues of its people,
resulting in differing but more suitable lavs. A world government that replaces sovereign
dates and that is able to implement internationa law might be forced to make invaid

generdizations.

CONCLUSION

There certainly should be mordity and farness in internationd politics. It is the

author's belief that this fairness actudly exigts to a certain degreg it is, however, a result

of individua netion-statesin an anarchic system, each caring for its own people.
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