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Terrorism: A Critique of Excuses
Introduction
The story of Terrorism A: Critique of Excuses was written by Michael Walzer; he talks about those who advocate terrorism through excuses. The writer explains that terrorism has been identified as other crimes like murder or rape, although it is devastating than those crimes. Various aspects of terrorism are addressed in this terrorism critique by Walter. The excuses about terrorism, their motives, and activities are explained in the story (Walter, 51). This paper will analyze the story of terrorism, critique excuses, and define arguments that can be used to make a better conclusion of the terrorism topic. The excuses started by the terrorist are going to be analyzed to find out if they are valid or not in this paper.
Overview of the article
Terrorism is introduced in the article as something bad more than other crimes such as murder and rape because it aims at innocent people. The terrorism victims are picked for a specific purpose; the innocent lives are lost without good reasons because they are the third party in the interests between the terrorists and the government (Walter, 53). Terrorism aims at killing the vulnerable to scare or terrify others is the main list of the activities of terrorism. The terrorism activity is planned systematically by the people and places for target identified before it is carried out. The writer explains that people are not safe despite their differences in nature and social life when there is a terrorist threat. The terrorist tries to justify their actions using excuses from politics or culture. The excuses do not provide moral justification for killing a lot of people.
According to Walzer (53), terrorist make excuses which are not supposed to be taken for granted. He outlined and the justifications the terrorists used with their argument and argued out his points. The first justification for the terrorism activity excuse is the 'last option,' it is considered the last option because the terrorists have tried all their ways to fight for what they think is right, and they fail (Walter, 54). The author states that they use terrorism to horrify other people as the last option of their efforts. He claims that terrorism does not justify their failed attempts to make their point or earn the justice they claim. But he also claims that the commitment of the terrorists should not be ignored because it can lead to more attacks on innocent human beings. The justification is not always right because the list of trials is never availed by the perpetrators (Walter, 56). Politics may play a big role since it is not easy to make a single decision that can be followed by all politicians. The terrorist that form militia groups use it as the only option to make politicians think of their demands, although they never get what they want; thus, it is done more than once. 
The second excuse is to control the movement's state; this excuse is mostly used when a group tries to claim to fight for their rights. It can be oppression from the political decisions or the power of the state. The resistance leads to terrorist activities or demonstrations to retaliate against the political power present (Walter, 57). This mostly likes to happen in the powerful countries which control other states or region. This is not justifiable, men, because it does not bring a solution to the resistance problem. Most of those people opposing using terrorism their demands are never met, leaving them with the only option of terrorism. The third justification excuse for terrorism is that it works for the oppressed people or groups. The people who feel the government oppresses them often form groups that engage in terrorism activities to make their statements (Walter, 60). The author argues although terrorist activities done by the oppressed groups have never liberated a country, each successful terrorist activity gives them power more power. The power they receive from successful attacks is what makes them justify terrorism as a means of liberation. The author argues that although sometimes they gain power, they are not able to achieve their targets.
The last excuse is politics; in countries with good political systems, there are low terrorist activities than in countries with poor political systems. When the politics are good, there are fewer chances of political opponents forming groups of terrorists to compete with the government's people (Walter, 59). While in a flawed political system, there are reasons such as the opponents' oppression that make movements of terrorism fight against the government. Basing on the excuses provided to justify terrorism, the author concluded that all of the terrorist activities have never successfully achieved their goals, leading to the murder of the innocent. Thus terrorism should be condemned by all people because it is morally wrong, and there is no good justification.
Argument Analysis
There is various argument stated in the article; they can be categorized into weak and strong arguments.
Strong arguments
The excuse about the political life of a country to the reason for terrorism is a strong argument. Although terrorism is not justified, politics play a very important role in forming the resistance groups. Bad politics leads to the formation of the terrorist groups or resistance movement that aims to fight oppression (Walter, 56). The movements can use the consequence insensitivity concept to fight for their rights instead of killing people to make their points. Consequence insensitivity provides the idea that moral values should be maintained even though there is no good outcome. The movement should use better ways of opposing the government since most produce better fruits than terrorist activities.
Week arguments
The terrorist as the last option is a weak argument that terrorists use to carry out terrorist activity. Using Consequentialism theory can benefit them by earning attention from the state or international countries, but their actions bring more harm to the people than good (Walter, 51). Consequentialism theory states that their outcome judges any actions, and if the outcome is devastating than the benefit, the actions are referred to as unappropriated. The terrorist group's actions bring more harm than good. Thus, there is no justification or excuses that can make it morally right. Other excuses for terrorism, such as helping the oppressed and gaining power, do not justify killing innocent people.  
Conclusion
Terrorism is an ethical way of fighting for human rights because it involves killing many innocent people, such as students. Terrorism is analyzed, starting from its activities compared to other crimes, its motives, and purpose. The analysis of the excuses given for the terrorist activities such as the politics of a country, last option, and oppressed action for justice does not justify the death of many innocent lives (Walter, 61). The goals of the terrorists are never successful because they use immoral ways to address their pleas. It can be difficult for their needs to be addressed in politics through a proper system; their needs can easily be satisfied. Terrorism should not be supported because it brings devastating outcomes to the innocent people who are third parties in the conflict. No one should ever advocate this immoral behavior since it is worse than other crimes.
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