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Abstract Michacl Walzer argues that the just cause for humanitarian intervention is not met if
there are only “ordinary” levels of human rights abuses within a state because he believes that
respecting the right to collective sel fdetermmation is more morally important than proiecting
other individual rights. Several prominent critics of Walzer advocate for a more permissive
account ofa just cause. They argue that protecting individuals® human rights is more morally
important than respecting a right to collective salf-determination. | argue that these two
accounts are far more similar than either Walzer or his critics realize because collective self-
determination requires the profection of some human rights in order fo allow each person the
opportunity fo participatc in collective choiccs. C the just cause for i
met whenever at least some important hunan rights of one person are violated and others are
being credibly threatened. The counter intuitive conclusion of my argument is that justified
interventions can actually promote rather than undermine collective self-determination because
just interventions allow innocents, who otherwise would have excluded from this process. the
opportunity o contribute to collective choices. OFf course, a just cause is insufficient in itself
for infervention to be permissible because other just war precepts must also be met.

Keywords Humanitarian intervention - Just war theory- Collective self-determination-
Human rights - Sovereignty -Justcause

1 Introduction

Humanitarian intervention (intervention for short is any military violation of stte sovereignty
without the consent of the target state's government taken by ane or more foreign aciors who
have as a ceniral purpose the prolection of innocents from severe human rights violations
(McMahan 2010, p. 44; Pogge 2003, p. 93; Pattison 2010, pp. 24-30; Fabre 2012, p. 166)
Humanitarian interventions can include the widespread use of force such as occurred in
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Abstract An armed humanitarian intervention ( AHI) must have a reasonable prospect
of success o be justified. It must also be a proportional Last resort. These are necessary
conditions for kegifimate AHL It has been suggested that, in addition to these necessary
condiions, there are also ideal condifions of AHI namely disintercst and multilateral-
ism. These conditions are said to enhance the moral credentials of an armed interven-
tion without being strictly required. The paper concems itsclf with the relationship
between these two ideals and the requirement of a reasonable prospect of success.
Specifically, I explore the suggestion that the former are in some way instrumental to
the latter. On this view, we should aspire towards disinterest and multilateralism
because these things contribute to a positive humanitarian outcome. If this is comrect
then the ideal conditions can be partly grounded in, o justified in reference to, the
prospect of success principle.

Keywords itarian i - to protect - Just war theory -

Casualty aversion - Ulterior motives - Realism, prospect of success

Introduction

The 2001 report of the: i ‘ommission on ion and State:
(ICISS}—The Responsibility to Protect—sets out a list of conditions that must be

‘This paperwas first prescntod at the | 3th intemational Law and Ethics Conference: on "What it Means © Win
aWar”, at the University of Belgrade in Junc 2014, 1 thank the conference onganiscrs and participants for all
their thoughtful
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