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THW show the full horrors of war
(A Deep Analysis of the Opening Government Harvard A Prime Minister, Adam Chilton)

Unlike the previous WUDC final motions, the 2010 Vehbi Koc final motion required a wide range of common knowledge and a clear understanding of the international relationship. “This house would show the full horrors of wars.” Yes, its wordings are simple and concise, yet to comprehend this motion to the fullest and to fruitfully debate about it, each debater should not only understand what’s happening in the Middle East but in African countries as well where civil wars occasionally take place and media tends not to report about it. All eight speakers presented an overwhelmingly charming speech, with Lee Sheng-wu winning the best speaker and Sydney winning the Grand Final. But I found the prime minister’s speech very interesting so I decided to write an article specifically about him. 
The prime minister began his statement by arguing “Wars although sometimes necessary must be conducted when absolutely necessary.” By doing so, he alludes that through out the 7 minutes, he will explain why this motion will facilitate just wars and eradicate unjust wars. He sets three models in total; the government should not limit the media from releasing non-strategic information. The Bush administration censored the photos of caskets returning from Afghanistan to the United States and he condemns Bush for doing so. Second, the media should not self regulate its content. When Daniel Pearl, a Wall Street Journal journalist was beheaded by the Al Qaeda and his footage of getting mutilated was released, the CNN refused to disclose the video to the public. Adam argues that the media should release such footages to warn people the risk of taking part as a journalist in war conflict zones. Third, not only photos and videos, but documents that have non-strategic information must be released as well; Adam talks about US documents on Guantanamo Bay Camp and Iraq war.
Adam’s first constructive argument explains as to how this motion will reduce unnecessary wars. While democracy should be based on rational choices and decisions of each and every participant, it is very difficult, if not literally impossible, for citizens to fully comprehend the consequences of their choices. When reading articles solely written in words, there’s no more than a vague analytic reaction. But when people get to see an image, they visually react to the graphic descriptions of the image and can vividly and clearly draw a picture of what’s going on or what’s happening. The same logic applies for wars as well. If CNN refuses to release the horrors of wars considering it too violent, people do not acknowledge how bloody and calamitous wars are in Iraq or Afghanistan. But an image of mutilated corpses, civilians executed, victims immolated will tell what it’s like to fight a war in Iraq or Afghanistan. And based on those images, people will be able to critically think about invading particular regions or carrying out wars. Same for people who simply volunteer as soldiers without knowing how it’s like to be one. After Former President Bush had called for a war against terror, many young Americans volunteered to fight in Iraq, imagining themselves as the main characters of war movies or action movies. This motion will make people to think more carefully before applying as soldiers. 

Adam’s second argument is ‘once wars are fought, they will be more just’. There are three conditions that must be met for a war to be called a just war. Number one, proportionality, two, necessity, and three, discretion. Israel is prominent for being proportional in their fight with Palestine because their journalists are extremely talented at deliberately showing civilian death to prove their wars are very proportionate and just. Nonetheless, the US simply kills thousands of people to catch one Al Qaeda leader, and people aren’t able to think critically because there’s no photo show this. Secondly, necessity. When the photos of captives in Guantanamo Bay getting tortured and physically abused by the police were released to the public, people began to throw question as to whether such camps are really necessary. To be honest, Adam doesn’t provide sufficient information about why this motion will facilitate proper discretion.
Lastly, Adam Chilton argues that yet, this motion will not hamper the United State’s ability to fight necessary wars. When the movie, ‘Hotel Rwanda’  was shown to the public, the people asked themselves, “Why didn’t the US invade there for humanitarian purposes?” Images of limbs cut off, civilians crying desperately for help, those types of images galvanized public debate as to why didn’t the US military invade to bring an end to such horror. Therefore, when images of innocent civilians put in front of immense pain or harm are released to the public, the people will request the government to invade such regions. To put it simply, this motion will not hamper the fighting ability for unnecessary wars.
Yes, the LSE and the Sydney team did a perfect job, refuting to the points delivered by the opening government. There were questions about the media’s euphemism, infringement of victims’ right, and so on. However, Adam Children did a great job, framing the debate, setting the models, and elaborating his arguments. And that’s why I studied his speech and wrote an article about him.

