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Just War Theory 
 

• https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Just_war_theory  

 

1. Last resort 

 

Force may be used only after all peaceful and viable alternatives have been seriously tried 

and exhausted or are clearly not practical. It may be clear that the other side is using 

negotiations as a delaying tactic and will not make meaningful concessions. 

 

2. Proportionality 

 

The anticipated benefits of waging a war must be proportionate to its expected evils or 

harms. 

 

3. Just cause 

 

The reason for going to war needs to be just and cannot therefore be solely for 

recapturing things taken or punishing people who have done wrong; innocent life must be 

in imminent danger and intervention must be to protect life. 

 

4. Comparative justice 

 

While there may be rights and wrongs on all sides of a conflict, to overcome the 

presumption against the use of force, the injustice suffered by one party must 

significantly outweigh that suffered by the other. 
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5. Right intention 

 

Force may be used only in a truly just cause and solely for that purpose—correcting a 

suffered wrong is considered a right intention, while material gain or maintaining 

economies is not. 

 

6. Probability of success 

 

Arms may not be used in a futile cause or in a case where disproportionate measures are 

required to achieve success; 

 

 

 

The Compendium of the Social Doctrine of the Church elaborates on the Just War Doctrine in 

paragraphs 500 to 501:  

If this responsibility justifies the possession of sufficient means to exercise this right to 

defence, States still have the obligation to do everything possible "to ensure that the 

conditions of peace exist, not only within their own territory but throughout the world". It 

is important to remember that "it is one thing to wage a war of self-defence; it is quite 

another to seek to impose domination on another nation. The possession of war potential 

does not justify the use of force for political or military objectives. Nor does the mere fact 

that war has unfortunately broken out mean that all is fair between the warring parties". 

The Charter of the United Nations intends to preserve future generations from war with a 

prohibition against force to resolve disputes between States. Like most philosophy, it 

permits legitimate defence and measures to maintain peace. In every case, the charter 

requires that self-defence must respect the traditional limits of necessity and 

proportionality. 

 

Therefore, engaging in a preventive war without clear proof that an attack is imminent 

cannot fail to raise serious moral and juridical questions. International legitimacy for the 

use of armed force, on the basis of rigorous assessment and with well-founded 

motivations, can only be given by the decision of a competent body that identifies 

specific situations as threats to peace and authorizes an intrusion into the sphere of 

autonomy usually reserved to a State. 

 


