INTL305 Short Essay/Written Assignment #3 – Week 8

Instructions:

Answer each of the following in approximately 200 words each. 

Answer directly on this page below each question. When you are finished, upload the file under the Assignments link. This must be finished by Sunday of week 8 at 11:55pm Eastern or you will get a zero – no exceptions. 

1. An element of the National Security Act of 1947 stated “…No United States intelligence information may be provided to the United Nations or any organization affiliated with the United Nations...” Briefly defend this position from an ethical perspective. 
The National Act of 1947 states that no information will be provided to the United Nations or any organization that is connected to the United Nations unless certified by the President to the respective committees of congress, showing that the Director of Central Intelligence in conjunction with Secretary of Defense have established and implemented procedures for disclosure of US intelligence information and the methods connected to the information. From an ethical perspective, not sharing information collected by the intelligence community protects the methods used to collect the information. This clause within the National Security Act also protects the individuals who collected the information. As the United Nations is generally an objective world entity with a primary focus on humanitarian aid to all, it is in the best interests of the United States to retain a level of privacy concerning how intelligence information is collected. It is more reasonable in a political sense to protect sensitive and classified information from becoming known to the entire world through actions involving the United Nations. Another reason why it is ethically understandable is the role of the United States as the world police. The reason why America has been so effective at this role over the years is that it protects classified or sensitive information, as well as the methods and individuals used to collect it. 
2. How would you define "morally intolerable" and "morally acceptable" from an intelligence operation perspective concerning national security? Is torture of terrorists or enemy combatants ever morally acceptable? 

From the perspective of intelligence operations, something is considered morally intolerable when it goes against the basic human dignity that is recognized across religious and cultural divides. A morally intolerable action is one which contravenes the personal and societal moral standards anywhere in the world. A morally acceptable action is the complete opposite of a morally intolerable action. Something is considered morally acceptable from an intelligence operation perspective when it promotes fundamental human dignity regardless of the social, religious, economic, or political background of a person. Torture of terrorists is morally intolerable in the technical sense of the term but it can also be morally acceptable in certain situations. The consequentiality perspective can help support the view that torturing terrorists can be morally acceptable. This perspective holds that any activity of intelligence which is considered morally acceptable depends on the consequences. If the desired outcome of the interrogation session is to save any number of lives at the expense of the physical wellbeing of the terrorist, then the action of torturing can be deemed to be morally acceptable. This is opposite to a deontological approach, which would consider an action to be morally intolerable even if the action of torturing a terrorist would save the lives of millions of people.
3. Explain what you would consider to be a working definition of integrity for an intelligence gathering government agency. What sort of attributes would be absolutes? 

The working definition of integrity for an intelligence gathering government agency is commitment to the values and priorities which are fundamentally observed, commitment which does not involve coercion. Integrity involves dedication to entrenched values even when that dedication goes against personal interest or subjective views of a situation. An intelligence gathering government agency can be considered to have integrity when they do the right thing even if that action hurts. For any intelligence gathering government agency, there are absolute attributes associated with it. The agency has to encourage its people to adhere to certain personal qualities. These qualities include honesty, responsibility, empathy and sound judgment skills. As the agency primarily deals with human-related matters, it is important to retain a level of humanity in how it deals with suspects, officers, informants, and others. The intelligence agency should also have the absolute attribute of being capable of solving sophisticated and complex crimes. Considering the nature of crimes handled by intelligence agencies, it is imperative that an agency has people whose reasoning skills, intelligence levels, and deductive abilities are exceptional. Another absolute attribute is physical and mental fitness. There are numerous aspects of the job which can be physically and mentally demanding and it is necessary for all personnel to be up to the task both physically and mentally. 
4. What sort of conclusion did Kent Pekel come to in his discussion of integrity and ethics at the CIA? What are his recommendations? 

Concerning his discussion on integrity and ethics at the CIA, Pekel arrived at certain recommendations. His first recommendation was that there was a need for the CIA to create its own platform of ethics education. There are numerous ethical challenges in the field of intelligence operations, and it is only reasonable to develop a platform of values which best encapsulates what the CIA stands for. Pekel recommended that the agency should not rely on external consultants since it offers limited value for the agency. Another recommendation was that the CIA involves an evolving value framework in its presentation of ethics education. This required participants in the ethics education program to clearly identify the connection or disconnect between personal ethics and professional ethics. The third recommendation was that participants pursue ethics education because of self-interest and not because they are legally required to be the agency or government. This would make the participant more determined to learn about ethics from the intelligence operations perspective. Pekel further recommended that all sections of the agency should focus on ethics education which is corporate in nature. Finally, he recommended that the ethics at the CIA should encourage and motivate students to identify and embody the ideals which drive the agency mission.
5. Under what circumstances would war be a "just" war? The law allows one to act justifiably in defense of self or defense of others. Would war also be allowed in defense of others? 

There are several circumstances which would make war a just war. It is necessary to note that moral analysts should consider certain circumstances such as matters of principle in order to determine the strengths and weaknesses of the existing regime, and to discriminate between extents of justice. An important circumstance of a just war is just cause. Just cause is the main factor which is used to determine whether a war is a just war. Moral analysts should have the ability to determine that actions which were committed by one nation were enough justification for war as an approach of redress by the offended nation. Another justification is when there is no other means of achieving the just cause, leading to war being the only morally permissible option. This is the situation where all available political and diplomatic solutions to an issue have been exhausted and the only option left is to consider war. It is a situation which has occurred various times in history whereby a nation has to make the decision to wage war on another nation when the offending nation has left no other courses of action on the way forward. The offended nation may be declaring war to protect itself or to protect another offended nation which may be lacking the military power to defend itself. War would be allowed in the defense of others if it involves defending non-military and innocent people from becoming the target of attacks by another nation. 
