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humanitarian intervention. It introduces the topic with a brief overview of pre-Charter practice and
doctrine. After this a few examples of unauthonzed humanitarian interventions - India in East
Pakistan, Vietnam in Cambodia, Tanzania in Uganda, France in Central Africa, ECOWAS in Liberia and
Sierra Leone, USA, UK and France in northern Iraq and, finally, NATO in Kosovo - are provided as a
basis for the subsequent discussion of the prospective current and future existence of a customary
rule permitting unauthorised humanitarian intervention. The fifth, core chapter introduces five
doctrines that to a various degree of credibility argue in favour the legality or legitimacy of
unauthorised humanitarian intervention. The "illegal, but legitimate™ approach, which seems to be
most widely supported, argues that while unauthorised humanitarian interventions are clearly illegal
under the current regulation of the use of force, the specific circumstances in which they take place
can mitigate the negative response of the international community or even render the intervention
legal. The secaond theory contends that article 2 {4) of the UN Charter should be read as prohibiting
the use of force only against the territorial intergrity or political independence of states, which is not
supposed to be the case of humanitarian intervention. The rebus sic stantibus approach claims that a
substantial change of circumstamces has occured since the signing of the Charter: the fact that the
Charter mechanism of the use of force does not work effectively means that it should be replaced by
the traditional, pre-Charter doctrine of humanitarian intervention. The next theory asserts that state
sovereignty {s conditional, i.e. when a state fails io protect its citizens from grave and widespread
deprivations of basic human rights means, it forfeits its sovereignty to the interational community
and other states are entitled to provide an appropriate remedy, even if it is in the form of armed
intervention. The last approach provides for an implied and/or ex-post UN authorisation of
humanitarian intervention. It argues that certain types of Security Coucil resolutions, albeit not
authorising the use of force explicitly or in advance, can in fact be read as giving sufficient authority
to intervening states. The final chapter presents a few suggestions put forward by different scholars
and institutions aiming to bridge the gap between the formal illegality and moral necessity of
humanitarian interventions. To conclude, a brief overview of criteria of a praper humanitarian
intervention is provided.



