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Name: Ken Roth.
Reading: War in Iraq: Not a Humanitarian Intervention.
	The intervention was supposed to follow the 1990s style. Military force across borders to subvert efforts of killing innocent citizens was not keenly paid attention to and was seen as a luxury of a time in which national security concerns among the major powers were less urgent and difficulties of human security could triumph the rest of the concerns (Roth, 2004).
	The levels of killing: Putting into consideration a criterion that would justify humanitarian intervention, the most important factor is the level of killing: was genocide imminent? Though Saddam Hussein's reign had been brutal and rough, the scope of the Iraqi government's killing in March 2003 was not extreme to justify humanitarian intervention. 
	The last reasonable choice: The absence of an ongoing genocide or mass murder was enough to bar the invasion of Iraq as a humanitarian intervention. Regardless, especially in light of Saddam Hussein’s merciless rule, it’s important to evaluate the other requirements for humanitarian intervention. For the most part, these were not met.
	Humanitarian purpose: Any humanitarian intervention should be carried out with the sole purpose of maximizing humanitarian results. An intervention strictly motivated by humanitarian concerns usually can’t be found. 
	Compliance with humanitarian law: The law enforcement agencies should make sure that humanitarian intervention is performed by international human rights and humanitarian law. Adherence is required in all misunderstandings and this also applies to any intervention that is justified on humanitarian grounds, for example, the invasion of Iraq hugely met this requirement, but not wholly. 
	A realist shares the same sentiments with the argument, assessing the situation on the ground conforms with a realist’s kind of thinking also, a liberal would agree with the arguments made in this reading that when conducting a humanitarian intervention, a certain threshold of rules must be followed. Liberal thinking is that of analyzing and seeing things under the eye of the law. With this in mind, liberal would agree with the arguments made based on facts which allude to the humanitarian intervention being an undertaking that is aimed at maximizing humanitarian results and not harming the citizens. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	I concur with Roth that humanitarian intervention should be based on facts and information that will help lengthen a people's life instead of shortening them. Humanity dictates that one should save a life as opposed to taking it. 
Name: Alan M. Dershowitz.
Reading: Want to Torture? Get a Warrant. 
	The author states that certain techniques of interrogation including torture should be legally authorized provided that warrants for carrying out these acts are applied for and obtained before by the relevant authorities. He argues that with a warrant torture will become a legal undertaking by the law enforcement officers.
	Alan states that legal-governmental officials including liberal democracies have shown themselves of torture and will continue to avail themselves of torture in dire situations.
	The author alludes that the concept is most valuable in a ticking-time-bomb situation where officials responsible for public safety will continue to be attracted to the use of torture.
	Dershowitz further says that techniques of interrogation in the eyes of authorities who are working to stop harm coming to citizens in desperate situations of terrorism or criminality, the wielding of those techniques should be subjected to overt legal regulation.
	The author finally submits that if legal-governmental officials who wish to use torture as a means of obtaining information are required to get warrants from judges or magistrates before they go ahead, two salutary consequences will follow.
	A realist would argue that, if the situation demands the use of torture then by all means let it be carried out whereas a liberal, by the provisions of the law and salutary consequences of breaking the said law wouldn't approve of that Alan proposes. The idea of torture violates all the human rights set to safeguard the health and safety of civilians. A realist would be opposed to the idea.
	As a liberal, I disagree with the sentiments brought forth by the author, in no situation should a person's human rights be violated regardless of the crimes committed.  
Name: Harvey A. Silverglate.
Reading: Torture Warrants? 
	Harvey Silverglate states that our legal system in some way allows for the carrying out of torture despite the act being criminal. The author analyzes Alan’s line of thought arguing that the provision for the application of a torture warrant already makes the undertaking illegal and criminal. 
	The author states that institutionalizing torture will make it acceptable to society making it respectable and in turn creating a huge number of people seeking warrants of torture which will, in turn, create a space for the rise in unauthorized torture. 
	Silverglade argues we should think carefully before separating the law and morality. He states that Americans view torture as extreme and way beyond the line and the government hugely criticizes countries that engage in this practice and thus should not be warranted. 
	The US sets an example to the outside world, and in them allowing for torture warrants to be a norm would be setting a bad example to the rest of the nations. The country will also be going against its belief in the rule of law and decent laws. 
	Thirdly, the author explains that although good may come of the torture warrants, it's impossible to determine the levels of harm that this said policy would bring to a country with a stable economic and political environment. 
	In liberal thinking, Silverglade makes excellent points in refuting the credibility of torture warrants. The US should follow and uphold the rule of law. The nation needs to use the law in helping guide them when making such decisions. As a realist, the issuance of the arrest warrants should not only depend on the provisions by the law but also the severity and urgency of the situation. A realist would disagree with Silverglade that the law should always be followed regardless of the pressing concerns. 
	The reading offers some very important insights into torture warrants which I strongly agree with. The end shouldn’t justify the means. Torture warrants are a threat to the rule of law and shouldn’t be legalized. 
Name: Samantha Power.
Reading: Bystanders to Genocide: People Sitting in Offices.
	In 1994, Rwanda was badly affected by the genocide where the Tutsi and moderate Hutu people were killed. Over 800,000 deaths were reported despite the presence of UN peacekeepers. This reading examines why bystanders - states and international bodies with the authority to prevent the genocide failed at their job. 
	The author submits that In August 1993, a Canadian Brigadier, General Romeo Dallaire, arrived at the head of a UN reconnaissance team where the security council named him to command the UN peacekeeping force and authorized the United Nations Assistance Mission to Rwanda (UNAMIR). Only a small number of Belgian troops were sent and then only gradually, despite damning evidence that a small group of extremists within the government had organized slaughters of Tutsi (Power, 2001).
	Samantha Power further argues that despite continuous attempts to negotiate a ceasefire, by the spring of 1993 the RPF were within twenty-five kilometers of the capital, Kigali, and 900,000 people had fled or were evicted from their homes. 
	The author says that the genocide was hugely fueled by corporations and governments that stood to gain from the unrest in Rwanda in the 90s, she largely places the blame on high-ranking government officials who did little to nothing in ensuring the citizens’ lives were safe. 
	Mass killings are by far the worst calamity that can befall humans. The author's sentiments would be agreeable to a realist and liberal even though the two entities share a diverged line of thought, the importance of human life is a common denominator. Both would agree with the arguments made by the author that the officials did little to nothing to shield the citizens of Rwanda from harm. 
	As a reader, I do agree with the arguments made by the author, following the sequence of events that happened in Rwanda depicted in the book, the arguments made are factual. The authorities fueled the mass murders through negligence and blatant flouting of the law. 
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