
Can war be justified?
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Example 1� Sakib Hussain 8W

A war can be justified if it is for a reason that is morally significant. A country that desires to use
military force must show that it has a compelling reason to do so. This corresponds to the belief in
certain religious writings that it is preferable to defend your country’s people rather than yourself.
This could include putting an end to a serious violation of human rights that uses force. World War 2
is a good example of this. Many people died for us. If it had kept on going, then the world would be
very different and we would have lived in a corrupt regime.

However, there are numerous aspects to war. It's the annihilation of human life. It is a terrible crime
that the human species does far too much. For a variety of reasons, the awful act of war cannot be
justified. War is unjustifiable because it has disastrous short- and long-term consequences for the
globe. It can't be properly justified, either, because wars are conducted for ill-informed and
greed-driven reasons. WW2 might have ended, but Jewish people would have been traumatized for
life. The war also gave a headstart to the Cold War. This indicates that a war leads up to more wars
and does no good for the people and the world.
Sikhs do not believe that war is always evil, but that it should only be used as a last resort as they
value non-violence in their religion. Sikhs believe even if a war cannot be won, it should be fought if
it is just.Some Christians believe in pacifism. “The wealth of nature is there to be used. There is enough for
all, but it is not shared justly in this world. One who works for what he eats, and gives some of what he has.
Nanak says, he knows the Path.” This religious text is from Sikhs. It implies that there is enough land,
people and money for everyone, but it will never be balanced. The people who are rich are also ‘rich’
inside and will have sympathy for the poor and give their wealth to them as well. The ‘bad’ rich
people provoke wars and are selfish.

I think war CAN be justified as the argument for the greater good is stronger. Pacifism is good,
although there is evil that needs to be stopped. Many religious texts show that you should protect
others rather than yourself. Evil people do not go by these rules and only want to benefit themselves.
Dictators usually only want a better military and want to be seen as the strongest person ever. They
usually prove this by hurting others. This is why they need to be stopped. War does not justify
hurting people but justified stopping people getting hurt even more.
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Example 2� 8WJoel Fishwick

Some people might suggest that war can be justified if you are fighting for a moral cause such as: if
an innocent country has been invaded, if a country has broken an agreement by marching through a
neutral territory or if a country has a corrupt leader and you are fighting for the country’s people’s
rights. St Augustine made three just war causes which were: reclaiming stolen things, defending your
country and punishing a wrong leader.
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Others might say that there is no such thing as a just war because innocent people are going to get
targeted especially where weapons of mass destruction are used and many people will die who are
just doing what their leader has told them to, many people will lose their sense of morality and lots of
people may get PTSD which will haunt them for the rest of their life (if they get a rest of their life).
Sometimes people enter a war to preserve their life but that is the same reason why people are
fighting against them so it doesn’t make sense to have a war about it because nothing really gets
resolved. Pacifism is an example of an idea where war is unjustifiable. There are different levels of
pacifism for example some pacifists will drive around ambulances in war as an example of peace but
some pacifists will refuse to be involved in any way with the war because the value of human life is so
great that it can never be justified.

Some Christians would call themselves pacifists whereas Sikhs even though they live a peaceful life in
harmony with others, they will fight. Many Christians believe that war is unjustifiable and is
inexcusable. There is no way war is acceptable. Some believe that there is such a thing as a just war
since it was a Christian, St Thomas Aquinas, who came up with the just war theory. In the bible, Jesus
said:But I say to you, Do not resist the one who is evil. But if anyone slaps you on the right cheek,
turn to him the other also. Sikhs teach that if something is wrong, it needs correcting even if violence
is involved so in WW2 they were the biggest army that volunteered the most men who were
determined to win the war and were the bravest soldiers in the war. One example is when they ran
out of ammo in a shootout and literally just dropped their guns and ran in with swords!

In my opinion, war cannot be justified in most cases because so many lives are lost and if fighting
against a corrupt leader, they could be unpredictable and could use nuclear weapons or target the
innocent with chemical or biological weapons resulting in most of a country dying. I think the only
way war is ever acceptable is in self defense, if yours and/or many other civilian’s lives are being
destroyed by an invasion then I think it is acceptable to fight back but that is the only case that you
may go to war because it is your duty to defend your country.
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Example 3� 8SAngus Borthwick

War can be justified because if you are fighting for a just cause like to save people or if it carries
sufficient moral weight. Self-defence is an example of self-defence in the current war in Ukraine.
From a Ukrainian viewpoint, it is a just cause but from a Russian perspective, this is to gain land so it
would not be a just cause. Human rights violation is also an example of a just cause Christians and
Sikhs both believe that it is ok to go to war if there is a problem such as a violation of human rights.

Reasons against war are things such as war will inevitably kill civilians and soldiers. War creates
refugees which is already a significant problem in today's society. The UN reports that at the end of
2021 82.4 million people were forcefully displaced around the world. War harms the environment.
War kills not only humans but ecosystems and environments. The use of Agent Orange by the US
continues to wreak havoc on Vietnam decades later. The use of depleted uranium in Iraq will mean
radioactive contamination for thousands of years to come.

The Sikh belief of a just war is that war would have to be a last resort. This means that everything
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would have to be tried before going to war. This means that a war is not just if you have gone straight
into war. There has to be a reasonable motive. This means that war is not just if the motive is to get
revenge on someone or a country. The minimum force to win the war must be used. This means that
you can only fight until the opposition has surrendered or been defeated. Some people argue that
Sikhs don’t believe in war because they require a peaceful negotiation to go to war but I feel that they
do believe in war because of this teaching ‘When all efforts to restore peace prove useless and no
words avail, Lawful is the flash of steel. It is right to draw the sword’ Guru Gobind Singh
all efforts restore peace prove useless and no words avail,
In my opinion, I believe that war can be justified with a just cause. If war is waged because of greed
for land or nationalism then war should not be waged. But in a case of emergency like the violation of
human rights then war is a just thing to do. I believe this because all humans should have the same
rights and opportunities.
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Example 4� Maruf Islam 8P

War can be justified in many senses (within reason) for numerous religions for example the just war
criterias in Christianity or Sikh’s views on the topic. As St Thomas Aquinas said: ‘In order for a war to
be just, three things are necessary. First, the authority of the sovereign. Secondly, a just cause.
Thirdly, a rightful intention.’ War and violence can be justified ,and this is applied to almost all
religions, in self defense to defend yourself and/or your country and also to aid others in need.
Furthermore, if there is a good enough reason war can be called upon from that said reason. In
example, this can be shown when in World War 2, Reinhold Niebuhr who commended the Allies’ use
of force against the Axis nations and kept true to the just war theory he follows.
On the contrary, war can also be considered to not be justifiable in any sense due to the true nature
of it, mass killing, financial ruin, mass destruction and other devastating aftermaths and in other
cases, the use of ‘just war’ cannot be true for many other battles and to specifically mention the first
World War (in Russia’s perspective) where the laws stated in the Christian theory are broken when
although having a just cause, proper authority and a reasonable chance of success, the promotion of
good as opposed to how much evil was created wasn’t in favour of the greater good with also there
being no negotiation and last resort, proportionate use of weaponry being used and finally the main
topic where civilians who were innocent being not only harmed but brutally murdered in masses.
These downsides are suggested in every case of violence.
Religious views on justifying war differ greatly with Buddhists not allowing themselves to even take
the life of another person to Sikhs accepting that they can indeed take the life of others away with
what it may escalate to but never be the one to start the dispute. As Guru Gobind Singh once said: “It
is accepted to use your Kirpan (the type of sword/small dagger or knife that Sikhs use) as a last
resort.” And where the Guru stated: “If all peaceful ways have failed, fighting may be the only way”,
these two quotations suggest that war can always be justified but never the first option, and always
as a last resort. Sikhs also have their Kirpans on the Khanda (their religious symbol) implying that
they are always ready and equipped to fix a wrong matter. This is shown in the belief of Sikhs that
“Violence is wrong but if something is unjust, it needs putting right”, it is clear that  an overall
summary of the views on ‘justified war’ can summarise to “Violence is not condoned but is however
righteous in times of self defence”. Christians believe a similar but a bit different set ‘just war’ basis
using their Just War Theory  which relays a logical checklist to conclude if a war is just or not.
In my unbiased opinion, the stronger side of the argument will have to be with Sikhs as the simple



principle of striking not first but after the first blow in self defence is an effective way of making
sense of whether to carry out brutality or not. The Christian beliefs of just war, although logical,
doesn’t help when supposing a civil war where part of the country’s side is with the legitimate
authority and the other not ( just with the civilians) and this can make a big dilemma on how to
resolve this.


