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Dignity and Autonomy


The intervention of one nation in the domestic affairs of another nation is morally justified. Sounds like a good idea doesn’t it? That is, until you define two simple phrases; "intervention" and "domestic affairs".

Intervention: To involve oneself in a situation so as to alter or hinder an action or development: “Every gardener faces choices about how and how much to intervene in nature's processes” (Dora Galitzki). To interfere, usually through force or threat of force, in the affairs of another nation.

Domestic Affairs: Of or relating to a country's internal affairs: domestic issues such as tax rates and highway construction. 


Now that those terms have been defined, the resolution sounds completely different; the interference of one nation through force or threat of force in the internal affairs such as tax rates and government of another nation is morally justified. A little bit harder to get behind that one isn't it?


Besides the obvious flaws that would come to mind, this resolution completely undermines two key values to every human being and to every nation. Dignity and Autonomy. Without these two things, society itself could not function. To truly understand the weight these words carry, a proper definition should be given.

Dignity: Inherent nobility and worth: the dignity of honest labor. 


The dignity of the individual and of the leadership under which the individual is governed is crucial to a successful, peaceful society. When one nation "intervenes" in the domestic affairs of another, it completely removes the dignity of the leadership of that nation, and of the people who supported it. To say that one nation cannot govern itself or its people properly is to remove the worth of the governing body, and put to shame the people in the country who lived under that rule. "A man without force is without the essential dignity of humanity. Human nature is so constituted, that it cannot honor a helpless man, although it can pity him." 

- Frederick Douglass


Mr. Douglass spoke the truth. How many times have you seen footage of people in Bosnia or Iraq and thought "Those people look happy. I sure wish I was there. Wouldn't it be nice for someone else to completely run our country?"  Probably not often. How many times have you thought to yourself "I feel sorry for those people. I wish I could help them." Probably a great deal more. But that only proves what Mr. Douglass said. By taking pity on those people and having the want to help, you have removed their dignity. 


Now take it to a national level. Nation A views Nation B's leadership and way of living. It’s different. Nation A is filled with a sense of pity because they think Nation B's way of life is wrong or misguided in some way, and attributes it to Nation B's government. Nation A suddenly realizes it’s much bigger than Nation B, invades Nation B, and establishes its own form of government. To A's surprise, the people of nation B are not overjoyed. They are in fact, violent. While Nation A is dumbfounded, the government it set up disintegrates, and Nation B degrades into a state of poverty not previously known. But WHY did Nation B's people attack? There are two simple quotes to explain it. 


 "Every man has his dignity. I'm willing to forget mine, but at my own discretion and not when someone else tells me to." -Denis Diderot 1713-1784, French Philosopher. Nation B's Dignity was taken from them by Nation A. Nation A never consulted the people of B to see if they even wanted a change, just assumed they did, and then took over. There is a word for what the people of nation B felt: Indignation. What is indignation?  Anger aroused by something unjust, mean, or unworthy. Such as, say, getting taken over by Nation A. Nation A did not respect Nation B's Dignity, and because of it Nation B is worse off. 


"Human rights rest on human dignity. The dignity of man is an ideal worth fighting for and worth dying for. "-Robert Maynard. If this quote is applied to our situation, it means simply that by not respecting Nation B's dignity, Nation A in fact violated their human rights as well. The people were angered, justifiably so, and fought back.  The resolution would excuse all of this because Nation A meant well, even though it did nothing but harm Nation B. 


But the offences caused by this resolution don’t stop there. As previously mentioned, there’s still Autonomy. 

 Autonomy: Self-government with respect to local or internal affairs: granted autonomy to a national minority

“We prefer self-government with danger to servitude in tranquility.”-  Kwame Nkrumah Leader of Ghana's fight for Independence. Once again we could apply this principle to the situation between Nations A and B. Just because Nation B’s way of life did not seem right does not mean that they did not want it. Self government is a pre-requisite for anything else to be accomplished by an areas people. If they cannot govern themselves, they are, as Nkrumah said, servants. 

The resolution sets out to interfere with a nations domestic affairs, domestic affairs are by definition the biggest part of a nation’s autonomy, and without autonomy a nation and its people cannot have dignity. The resolution then is faulty, denying millions of people a sense of self worth, and equally important, an ability to govern them selves. If this resolution passes, then any nation that is not a world super power can be brought under the control of any nation that is for no reason at all. 
I have shown a scenario where intervention makes things worse than they are already are, and such a scenario is happening right now in Iraq and Afghanistan. No weapons of mass destruction have been found in Iraq, and Osama bin Laden has not been found. This effectively strips away any reason the war happened. The U.S. has become an occupational force in both countries, and both nations people are questioning when they will be allowed to govern themselves as the U.S. promised them. So far, no indication has been given that this will actually happen, just vague promises and pushed back dead lines. 

Passing this resolution encourages such behavior, and justifies it. It also would show a complete disregard for the value of a human life, or any regard for any value at all really. This resolution must be voted down. 
