Samet ÖZ

20503411

Section: 241-09

Mark Krugman

2nd Written Homework Questions

3) 
In section 50, it is written that there is a disease and this disease is used to serve the nature. Here, there is a connection between Athenians and disease. Athenians try to obtain common welfare and by serving the nature, they want to sustain their life with nature. However, they try to eliminate the danger and the person or animal, if they give harm to others. On the other hand, in section 52, Thucydides talks about the poor life. In this section, there are some words and phrases such as; “unpleasant”, “out of control”, “many were forced “and so on. These phrases acknowledge that Athenians do not sufficiently care about the society. Last but not least, in section 53, there is a word like “lawlessness”.  I interpreted maybe in a different way or wrong but Athenians do not have proper rules or laws in order to protect the citizen’s rights or else. They both have different perspective on Athenians but Thucydides’ ideas are more convincing because he seems to me an objective man.
7) 
In the dialogue Malians want to be alone in other words, they want to obtain their liberty or freedom. Therefore, they do not want to take sides because they do not want to fight. Hence, they calls the god because the god may help them to win the war otherwise, they will be like slave because they do not have any chance to win. Athenians are much powerful and free to do everything. Thus, Athenians do not want them to be alone, want them to fight next to them. Like Athenians, Thucydides also declares that it is impossible for weak to be alone; they must be under the control because the weak states need protector or protectors. “Neutrality” is still important because there is a big chaos in the world and you must know who your great friend is and who your great enemy is.
9) 
Thucydides describes international relations as anarchic and immoral. The "Malian dialogue" is the best example about what Thucydides' view on foreign policy. His view is based on justice. In the "Malian dialogue," he writes that, the strong do what they have the power to do and the weak accept what they have to accept.  For him, international relations allow the strong the rule the world and   force the weak to suffer. According to him, within a given system of states, a certain hierarchy among the states determined the pattern of their relations. Therefore, he claimed that while a change in the hierarchy of weaker states do not affect the system. The order of stronger states may upset the weaker states. As Thucydides focuses on, the Peloponnesian War was the result of a systematic change, which was brought about by the increasing power of the Athenian city-state.  Within a state, citizens enter a community based on a form of social contract, which provides the protection of laws at the expense of some individual freedom. As a result of the legal equality with which the social contract provides the citizens, the weak are able to withstand the strong and ethical considerations are respected. However, there is no social contract among citizens of different states, and, consequently, there are no laws to defend legality and morality of state interactions. Thus, it is the strong who decide how the weak should be treated 
Let’s turn to real world, today America, China and Russia are one of the strongest states and they have power to do everything and they also do. Remember that America attached to Iraq in order to obtain the power of oil. However, Iraq did not want to fight because the Iraq was weaker. On the other hand, As Thucydides says there is no law to protect the weak states; thus, there is no equality between the states. The weak state has to live under the control of the strong and isn’t unjust?  Yes it is but you do not have any power to prevent this kind of colonial expansion. Therefore, Thucydides view on foreign policy is still applicable today.
