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           The unique cause of the wars, hypothetic research

To have the war cases, the precise war definition is necessary. Why the good enough quantitative and qualitative definition of the war does not exist?  There are many attempt to war definition: “A qualitative definition: War:

War is a violent mass-conflict. 

· The fighting involves at least two opponents with organized, regular military force. 

· The fighting is not sporadic; it lasts for a considerable period of time. 

· The fighting is intense; the number of victims and the scope of destruction is high.” /2.,1./ 

But, the all war definition has the own goal: ”that war is the highest form of the real estate business.  My guess is that war becomes harder to define as you try to attach motive to the definition. ‘Armed conflict between states or factions within a state’ pretty well defines war. If you try to have the definition include what the attacker hopes to accomplish, you run into trouble.” /4./  But it is not difficult to see that the main attribute of war is conflict. “Conflicts result from discrepancies in the position of participants over certain interests or values.“ /1./  It is simply to prove that the case of

conflict is the case of war. So the „certain interests or values“ become the case of war.

Can the „certain interests or values“ be different from property and intellectual property. Better determined property (legality and legitimacy of the property) the

less chances for conflict (war).  Unfortunately, not exist property (Governmental property as the collective citizens' property)  determined on the world level. It is the

way of globalization which will resolved the questions like legality and legitimacy of the revolution or positive human selection.
The second method can be case analyses of all wars (conflicts).  The very serious and

important attempt is  KOSIMO - Databank on political conflicts /1./
Of course, the questions:  What is War? , What causes war?  , Human Nature and War  , War and Political and Moral Philosophy  /3./ will stay always open.

Summary /3./ “The nature of the philosophy of war is complex and this /3./ article has sought to establish a broad vision of its landscape and the connections that are endemic to any philosophical analysis of the topic. The subject matter lends itself to metaphysical and epistemological considerations, to the philosophy of mind and of human nature, as well as to the more traditional areas of moral and political philosophy. In many respects the philosophy of war demands a thorough investigation of all aspects of a thinker's beliefs, as well as presenting an indication of a philosopher's position on connected topics. To begin a philosophical discussion of war draws one onto a long and complex intellectual path of study and continual analysis; whereas a cursory announcement of what one thinks on war can be, or points to, the culmination of thoughts on related topics and a deduction from one to the other can and should always be made.” 
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