“It is for the benefit of mankind to mitigate the horrors of war as much as possible”

-- Thomas Jefferson 3rd President of the United States and author of the Declaration of Independence


It is because I agree with Thomas Jefferson’s statement that it is beneficial to ease conflicts that could result in war that I today stand in affirmation of the resolution that:


“The US has a moral obligation to mitigate international conflicts”

I would like to begin by defining the key terms that will help to clarify the debate—my source being the Merriam-Websters 9th Colligiate Dictionary


Mitigate – to try to soften or ease a situation

Moral – conforming to a standard that is right or good

Obligation – a course of action that is promised to be fufilled

I would just like to point out that Moral obligation is a phrase and must therefore be defined in context, therefore Moral obligation is a duty that compels one to follow or avoid a particular course of action based on the consideration of right and wrong.

My Value Premise for this debate will be that of Governmental Responsibility, Because our country is so strong it is the responsibility of our government to help other countries by trying to decrease wars and other conflicts.

And my Value Criterion will be that of the Fulfillment Obligations both internally and Abroad:  Because by fulfilling obligations toward others we are inherently fulfilling obligations toward ourselves because we are all part of a global community i.e. if 2 countries with nuclear weapons fire them we will be harmed by the effects of the blast so it is our obligation to try to stop this from happening to help ourselves.
My first contention states that the United States has a moral obligation to mitigate internation conflicts because it has the ability to do so.


As the poet John Milton said “No man is an island” which is also true with countries.  Because we are not completely isolated from any other nation it is therefore benificial that we help other nations which by association helps us in return.  An example of this is during the revolutionary war.  The French wanted to defeat the British in Europe so the French helped us with our revolution because by us defeating the British by association they were defeating the British.

The Social Contract by Rousseau basically says that if you can help someone without doing a greater damage than you are obligated to help.  I.E. if a baby is drowning you should save him, but if to save the baby you have to step on 5 other babies on your way to the water than you are not obligated to save the baby.  This applies because our country is in a state of equalibrium and therefore we are able and obligated to help mitigate conflicts between other countries.  If to mitigate the conflicts it would result in us losing our equalibrium or having to hurt 2 countries then we are not morally obligated and therefore the resolution doesn’t apply to any situation in which we would be hurt or in which we would do more damage than we prevent.  The resolution also therefore doesn’t apply to situations in which we infact don’t mitigate the problems but make them worse because the wording assumes that we only need to try to mitigate, it doesn’t state that we have to succeed.  Because the obligation of all governments is toward protecting their citizens, by fulfilling these moral obligations toward other countries we are by association helping to protect the rights of not only our own citizens but that of mankind in general.

My Second Contention shows that by helping others we can better serve ourselves and thus we also serve our moral obligation to our own citizens.


One of our Governments responsiblities is to promote a positive image of the United States abroad.  By helping to ease conflicts our country is portrayed as a savior.  By having such a positive image of the United States we are decreasing the security risk posed by foreigners who dislike the government and are therefore also fulfilling our obligation towards the protection of our citizens.


By helping other countries alleviate conflicts we are promoting a more peaceful world to live in.  By helping to establish a utopian society abroad we are promoting a utopian society within our own boarders helping to fullfill the obligation of world peace that our government has both toward the UN and toward its citizens.

My Third Contention  states that as members of the global community it is also the US’s moral obligation to mitigate conflicts which endager basic human rights.


When basic rights are infringed upon such as in the Holocaust most people will agree that’s bad.  Genocide is one of the worst crimes against humanity because of its large scale.  Therefore when basic rights are infringed upon it is our obligation to go in and stop it.  A recent example of this is the war in Kosovo about 5 years back.  The Serbian led Yugoslavian government was killing thousands of the people in the small area of Kosovo both because of religious and political differences.  The US after much deliberation decided they had to take action.  We bombed most of Serbia until the government decided to remove its troops from Kosovo.  My mitigating the conflict between the people of Kosovo and the Serbians we did a greater good by saving the lives of millions who were being persecuted daily.


Many critics of the Iraqi war said that it was too costly.  Though the chemical warfare may have been made up, the truth is that Saddam Hussein was committing Genocide against his own people.  Many of the peoples living in Northern Iraq and Hussein (an Islam extremist himself) had very different beliefs concerning Islam.  Because of this he killed them, causing mass executions throughout his country of even political enemies.  So to all those people who said it was to costly, how can you put a cost on human life, it is selfish and un-American to compare the lives of a few vrs. The lives of millions.  Many people in America lost loved ones fighting in the recent campaign against Iraq but they can at least take some consilation in knowing that they may have only immediately saved the lives a few iraqis, they may have saved the lives of thousands of Americans from future terrorist attacks.

To summarize, my Value Premise was that of Governmental Responsibility and My Value Criterion that of the Fulfillment of Obligations both internally and abroad.


I advanced 3 contentions in support of my values:


My first contention states that the United States has a moral obligation to mitigate internation conflicts because it has the ability to do so.


My Second Contention shows that by helping others we can better serve ourselves and thus we also serve our moral obligation to our own citizens.


My Third Contention  states that as members of the global community it is also the US’s moral obligation to mitigate conflicts which endager basic human rights.

Therefore I stand in firm affirmation of the resolution and am now ready for cross examination.

