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Take Home Final Exam 

Answer three of the following questions—one from each category below. Each essay has an 

assigned length; please include a word count for each. The take home portion of the final exam is 

open book and open note and comprises 70% of the final exam grade (see break-down below). 

You should draw from relevant textual support for your answers. Where applicable, cite page 

numbers. Again, stay close to the texts—and stay away from the internet. Academic dishonesty 

will be dealt with severely. Exam is due in my office by 5 pm on Tuesday, Dec 10. 

 

A. Christian Realism (30%) (choose one; answer should be 800-900 words)  

1. Reinhold  Niebuhr’s Christian realism seeks to distinguish itself from several other approaches 

to the ethics of war and peace—including some we’ve explored in this class. Drawing from 

course readings in our unit on Niebuhr, describe this Christian realist approach in relation to one 

other approach/perspective/tradition. How do they come to different understandings of the resort 

to war or the use of force? To illustrate Niebuhr’s approach, discuss at least one specific case or 

historical example—either one that he discusses or perhaps a more contemporary example. Close 

by considering whether you think Niebuhr’s position or the other approach serves as a more 

helpful guide for thinking about war or the use of force in our own times. Why or why not? 

  

2.  Niebuhr’s approach to problems of war and peace often emerges through various tensions: for 

example, between love and justice, between realism and idealism, between order and tyranny, 

between complete selflessness and self-interestedness, between vice and virtue, between 

isolationism and imperialism. Drawing from the course readings on or by Niebuhr, consider how 

at least one of these (or other) tensions helps to explain Niebuhr’s outlook concerning the resort 

to and/or limits of using military force. Be sure to discuss a specific example that Niebuhr takes 

up or one that illustrates Niebuhr’s ideas. How, if at all, does this framework help us deliberate 

about the use of force in our own day? 

 

B. Just War in Islam (30%) (choose one; answer should be 800-900 words) 

3.  John Kelsay’s discussion of Islamic thought includes many principles, concepts, and 

approaches that are comparable to or similar to just war thinking in Western thought. He also 

makes clear, though, that there are important differences, not only in content but also in style or 

approach between these two forms of moral reasoning about war. Which are more important—

the similarities or the differences? In your essay, be sure to discuss at least two similarities and 

two differences between arguing the just war in Islam and just war thought in the West. Your 

essay should focus primarily on Kelsay’s work rather than upon thinkers discussed earlier in 

class (though you will obviously need to make reference to Western concepts, thinkers, or 

traditions at various points in your essay). Having discussed these similarities/differences, close 

by considering whether you think Islamic approaches can or should embrace a more secular 

approach to just war reflection. Why or why not? 

 

4. John Kelsay contends that Shariah reasoning offers a promising way for Muslims to deliberate 

on moral questions about war and peace. Why does he believe this to be so? In your essay, 

discuss at least two different illustrations of Shariah reasoning, including one from a Muslim 

militant and one from a Muslim democrat. How does Kelsay reconcile or choose between these 

two different approaches to Shariah reasoning?  
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C. Personal Statement (10%) (answer the following question—about 300 words) 

5. Drawing upon any of the assigned readings or traditions discussed in the course, write a brief 

statement of your personal philosophy concerning war and the use of force, including what role 

(if any) you believe religion can or should play. You might give some attention to thinkers or 

readings that most closely represent your view, but you can also refer to thinkers or readings 

with whom you disagree. In any case, argue (briefly) for why you believe as you do.  


























































































































