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The Doctrine consists of three major principles that contain the criteria of just war. Conclusion This article has
described the main tenets of the just war theory, as well as some of the problems that it entails. Just war
tradition has its origins in the fourth century AD. Critics such as Johnson have uniformly stated that the
decision from Vice President Cheney was that the United States needed oil, and Iraq was the obvious place to
gain such resources from Johnson, online. These restrictions are clearly meant to minimize the harms that war
inflicts, and to make sure that they are inflicted only for good reasons and only against those who have done
something to be liable to attack, like posing a threat to innocent people. The Just War Theory has helped a
great deal in shaping the charter of the United Nations and international laws in regard to wars. Theorists
usually think the only just cause for declaring war is self-defense: that is, as a response to an actual aggression.
And protecting honest human life and protecting good values some of the time obliges ability to utilize
constrain and brutality. Wilfrid Laurier Press. What if fighting is impossible? Moreover, once someone claims
that their war is just, moral absolutism and extremism in the conduct of war become more likely. Menzies
Campbell, the foreign affairs spokesperson for the Liberal Democrat party, when confronted by the Iraqi
population, made the claim that international law did not permit intervention on such grounds but failed to
address the moral considerations of the debate, or provide any alternatives to military intervention. In principle
such a prescription is commendable, yet the nature of war is not so clean cut when military targets can be
hidden amongst civilian centers. For B to invade and annex A and then to continue to invade neutral
neighboring nations on the grounds that their territory would provide a useful defense against other threats and
a putative imbalance of power is even more unsustainable. The problem that arises here is that the concept of
terror is not adequately defined, nor is Bush able to pinpoint precisely where the terrorists would be carrying
out such activity, leading to the conclusion that there potentially was little hope of a reasonable chance of
success, thus rendering the decision to go to war as partly at conflict with the Just War theory. However, the
concept of weighing benefits poses moral as well as practical problems as evinced in the following questions.
Yet what is the status of guerrilla fighters who use civilian camouflage in order to press their attacks or to
hide? This is another necessary condition for waging just war, but again is insufficient by itself. This principle
overlaps into the moral guidelines of how a war should be fought, namely the principles of jus In bello. In the
years after Aristotle, the just war theory was placed on the back burner. Should one not go to the aid of a
people or declare war if there is no conceivable chance of success? Although St. One strong implication of the
justice of warfare being a separate topic of analysis to the justice of war is that the theory thus permits the
judging of acts within war to be dissociated from it cause. Whilst this provides just war theory with the
advantage of flexibility, the lack of a strict ethical framework means that the principles themselves are open to
broad interpretations. For example, by fighting cleanly, both sides can be sure that the war does not escalate,
thus reducing the probability of creating an incessant war of counter-revenges. What allegiance did the people
of France under its rule owe to its precepts and rules? Jus in Bello: Justice in the Prosecution of War Jus in
bello concerns who may be targeted in warfare and when. As already discussed, it was clear to the British that
containment and peaceful disarmament were not viable options for a number of reasons. Can the victors be
sure of their claim to punish the aggressors and what good could possibly flow from bringing more violence or
enslavement to the world? For example, if nation A invades a land belonging to the people of nation B, then B
has just cause to take the land back. Critically assess the decision to go to war against Iraq in Kriti Bami , Aug
3 , views This content was written by a student and assessed as part of a university degree. A different
skeptical argument, one advanced by Michael Walzer, is that the invention of nuclear weapons alters war so
much that our notions of moralityâ€”and hence just war theoriesâ€”become redundant. At the battle of
Omdurman in in the Sudan, six machine gunners killed thousands of dervishesâ€”the gunners may have been
in the right to defend themselves, but the principle of proportionality implies that a battle end before it
becomes a massacre. Robinson, Paul. These developments have resulted in divided opinions and conflicting
emotions in regard to the foreign policy to be followed in such times. The next principle is that of reasonable
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success. Although the Just War Theory has had a long tradition it has been criticized for being just relativistic
in contradicting the universal philosophical beliefs like the ethic of reciprocity. September 15, 


