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Guns
· AK 47 is the most identifiable object in the world. Weapon of choice for most people.
· Small arms: class of guns: ex, pistols, rifles, shotguns, and portable machine guns
· About 850 in existence worldwide
· Responsible for most death
· Domestic crime and international conflict
· Direct: death, maiming, injury
· Indirect: starvation, displacement, disease 

UN Conference on the Arms Trade Treaty
· Armed conflict in Africa was using up $18 billion a year
· States should not transfer weapons where they know human rights abuses will be exacerbated 

Where we see guns but don’t ask questions:
1) Hunting
2) Policing 
3) State military

Legitimate Force:
State: “a state is that human community which (successfully) lays claim to the monopoly of legitimate physical violence within a certain territory.”
Monopoly on the legitimacy- might not actually have a full monopoly on volume

Why Do We Fight?
· Need for economic growth- ex) for oil ; securing access to oil reserves
· Defense 
· Difference in culture, race
· How difference is perceived as threat

Can You Imagine Killing in War
· No prisioners
· Obeying orders
· Kill or be killed
· Self-enemy (dehumanization)
· Technology: distancing and sanitizing 
When is killing in war acceptable?
Just War Theory:
Jus ad bellum: appropriate justifications for going to war
· just cause: defence against aggression (Iraq into Kuwait)
· right intention: defence of innocents (Humanitarian interventions; Kosovo)
· punishment for wrongdoing (Iraq War 2003; weapons of mass destruction) 
· declared by a proper authority (states)
· reasonable chance of success
Jus in bello: appropriate actions during war
· proportionality: ends do not justify the means
· discrimination (non-combatant immunity)
· [bookmark: _GoBack]if we go to war, we must minimize the damage
q: must the aggression happen?  
Conclusions 
· Why are legitimate things lethal? Why is killing legitimate in world politics?
· Why do we fight: territory/ economic resources, ideology, evil leader, human nature
· Why is war just?
· How do we know what to fight a war with?
· Is it ever okay to kill civilians? 
a) Never acceptable
b) Acceptable- no distinction between civilians and soldiers during war
c) Sometimes- cost-beneficial calculations (utilitarian ethics: ex) Hiroshima- might save more civilian lives)
Principle of double effect: action itself is good. A good effect is intended. 
Badness does not outweigh the good
· But how much? What is the ratio?
· Technological superiority
· Laws of weaponry:
· Hague Conventions and Geneva Protocol 
· Aim to restrict or prohibit based on two principles: proportionality is the force exerted proportional to the ends, and unnecessary suffering: does it cause undue bodily harm or death?
· Does the Just War theory limit war?
· Distinguishes legitimate from illegitimate wars: there are some good wars
· Conventional weapons: standard and widespread. A norm about acceptable use of (lethal) force in world politics 
· By restricting some weapons, they actually allow others.

CASE STUDY
Precision-guided missiles: Appropriate or not?
· Precision is to hit intended target, rather than cast a wide net. This limits death and suffering.
Pros: 
· Limits the amount of civilian deaths opposed to carpet bombings
Cons:
· If the enemy isn’t concerned with the killings of civilians, they won’t organize themselves to try not to
· A lot of precision guided missiles are attached to drones 
· Technological distancing allows people easier to kill because they’re just sitting in an office 
· If they are ‘guided’ to limit civilian deaths, why is there so much controversy?--> 50% of the time, precision-guided missiles do not land inside its radius- they are largely imprecise 
· You  might destroy your target, but the destruction radius will kill a lot of things around it
· They rely on intelligence to determine what is the target- people are not always reliable 
· Poor weather conditions make it harder
