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Ubim écbLb cripaBsaiiBas BanHa?

H rAPbI YIN3

Takem dpykyeuyua 3 nackaeali 3200b! aymapa

Y TpagbiubliHan T30pbli cnpaBsaniBan BarHbl pasrnsgatrouua Tpbl aCHOYHbIS TAMbl: MPbIYbiHbI BalHbl, e xaja i Ha-
ctyncTBbl. AGO, kani Y>kbiBaLb HaBYKOBbIS KNiwa, jus ad bellum, jus in bello i jus post bellum. Hanbonbluas yBara CéHbHSA
Hafaeuua Apyromy acnakTy — HenacpagHa BancKoBbIM A3esiHbHAM. MeHaBiTa Ha raTbiM 3Tane narv4an 3a ycé igaHTbigi-
KaBallb BifaBo4HbIA 3MayblHCTBLI. [pa iX, agHak, BenbMi pagka naBegamnsiolb rpamagskacsLi, a Kapatoub 3nadbiHuay
ALWYS pagsen. IcHytoub ABa npasinel jus in bello. MaBoane neplwara, kambaTtaHTay Tpaba agpo3sbHiBaLb ag HekambaTtaHTay
i nasbbsraub axsapay capog anowwHix. [pyroe npasina jus in bello — npanapubliHacblp, LITO 3HaYbILb CyBbIMEPHACbLb
reanty mMatam koxHara 3 6akoy. MatpabaBaHbHi Mapani 3paaKky npbiMalroub nag yeary nagdyac 6iTBbl, a HaBaT Kani Toe
3gapaella, ablk aapasy X cTaelua npagMeTaM rapadbix cnpayak. Yamy rata tak?

Y “BanHe i Mipbl” Tanctora kHa3b AHAPaN — BbIKLUTANUOHbI, NParpaciyHbl, Bansebl i ryMaHHbl Yanasek. [locbBeq BanHbl
He 3aXapCbLiy Aro (HArmea3sybl Ha Usbkkae, aMarnb CbMsipOTHae paHeHbHe y 6iTBe nag AycTaprilam), KHA3b HaBaT cnpa-
6aBay pachapMaBaLb BalckoByto cbicTaMy. Ane HanapagaaHi bapaasiHckan 6iTBbl HaBaT passaxniebl BankoHcki nagaay-
cs1 arynbHamy HacTpoto. Mag y3basesiHbHeM af pa3bypaHbHsY y CBaiM MagHTKy, EH passaxay: “A 6 Ha 6pay nanoHHbIX. Aki
y ratbiM caHc? ManaHiub, a He 3abiBaLp — npocTae peiuapcTea. PpaHuy3bl pasdypbiiti Mo JOM i pyLuaub Ha Macksy. AHbI
abpakani i KoXkHy CaKyHay abpaxkatoub MsiHe. AHbl Mae Bopari, yce siHbl ANst MsiHe 3fayblHUbI... TyNsAUb Y BaiHy — BOCb
LITO NAACTyNHa, pasaM 3 rynbHaMi ¥ BblcOKapoaHachLb ... AHbl pabyoub AaMbi iHWbLIX MOA3ER, Bblgaloub (anbLubiBbis
rpoLwsbl, i, ropw 3a ycé, s3abiBatoub Maix A3duen, Manro 6aubKy i nackns pasBaxalolb npa npasinbl BAA3EHbHS BalHbI...
Kani 6 Hsa raTbiA ryneHi, Mbl 6 Hikoni BalHy He pacnaybiHani, akpamsi Bbinagkay, kani €CbLb 3a LUTO iCbLi HAa HenasbbexHyo
cbMepupb. MaTa BasiBaHbHs — 3a6iub”.1

AHapan pacarHyy crtady, HeabxogHara, nasoane Knsaysagiua, anga tare, kab BasiBaub, — CTaHy Hass, HAHaBicbUi ga
Bopara. Y KOXHbIM NCbIXiYHa 30apoBbLIM YanaBeKy 3aknaa3eHa HeluTa, WTo nepalukagxae 3abiub, — 6as3bniBacbLb, CyM-
neHbHe abo pasryba ¥ pallyybl MOMaHT. MeHaBiTa TaMy nagyac BalHbl Tak LUMaT CTpansioLb, ane He ¥ Bopara, ckigatoub
Tak WwmaT 6ombay y6ok ag uani. 3agaHbHe TbiX, XTO aka3Bae 3a BalCKOBbIA MOCbNeXi, — MpbIMyCillb Noa3en nepaano-
neLpb YHyTpaHbl 6ap’ep, WTO He Aa3Banse iM 3abiub. AA3iHbl MarybiMbl AaknagHbl CpoAak y Takon ChiTyalbli — A3MaHi3a-
BaLb Bopara, 3pabiub Tak, kab HAHaBiCbLb Aa Aro cTanacs He NpocTa pyuiHani, a noasbeiram.

Knsy3aBiy cbubBsipaKae, WTO BalHY XbIBiLb aMoLbis (Gefiihl), akas 3 uaram vyacy 3acnaHsie LubBsipo3bl pasbiik (Absicht).
Tak pasropTBaeuua 6sckoHuas cenipanb (Wechselwirkung) BapaHedbl. HAHaBicbLb cnapagXae KpbiBaBbls A3iKyHCTBbI,
SIKiS BbIKIiKaOLb 3BApOTHbIS akThl 6apbapcTBa, i Tak ganei na HoBbiM kone. 3 ratara Knaysasil BbIBOA3iLb, LUTO BalHa na
cBaéwn npblpoase iMkHeLLa fa abcantoTbidaubli. LLakebnip Obly amans na-HaBykoBaMy AaknagHbl, kKani nicay, wro AHTOHI
“cnycbuiy cabak BanHbl” i He kaHTpanaBay 6onblyL e HacTyrCTBbI.

IHWbIA gacbnegHiki BaHbl MatoLb CBOW nornsg Ha knsysasiuay Wechselwirkung. Bock wTto niwa ®ykiasia: “ BanHa
nasbaynsie nogsen pacypcay, Ha sikist aHbl pasbniysarni, i TbiM cambiM ByYblLb iX rBanTy, raptye noasein, kab Toia nenew
npbicTacoysanics Aa 3bHeLHiX ymoBay... bosidb, iiTo BOpar nepLibiM pacnadyHe pasbHIo, NpbiMyLLae KOXHbI 3 6akoy ne-
pay3bixoasilb Ha crnpaBe YyTki Npa cBae HOBLISA XaxNiBblA NPbIAYMKi. 3bA3ENChHILb rATa MOXHAa ABYMa LUNAXaMi: ManaH-
KaBblM HacTynaMm abo Haa3BblYal KpbiBaBaw aznnatan.

Y dhapmynéyubl Abparama JliHkanbHa (siki y 1854 rogse npagkaseay, wrto 6yase, kani ¥ 3LWA pacnavHeuua rpamagssH-
ckas BanHa MNoyaHto i MNMoyHaybl) Tasd X AyMKa rydbilb HacTyMHbIM YbiHam: “AasiH 60k Oyase YblHiLb NpaBakaubli, APYri
abypauua; nepwbl — 3akigBaub abBiHaBayBaHbHI, y aAka3 Ha LWITO aTpbiMae A3Ep3kKis BbIKMiki. Arpacis agHbIX BblKnikae
NOMCTY iHLbIX."2

PabyHki i rBanT Hag MipHbIMI Xbixapami, KaTaBaHbHi | 3a60ACTBbI NaNOHHBLIX — 3BblYaliHbIA PAYbl Nagvac BanHbl. Bai-
CKOBas NpanaraHaa yxsansie ckpamHachbLi, aA’abanisye Bobpa3 Bopara. MeHasiTa Tamy npa3bla3HT Byl anicBae BanHy y
Ipaky sik 6iTBY cynpaub camora 3na. HsiHaBicbLb — 3aHafTa KapbICHbI iIHCTPYM3HT ynnbiBy, kab ag siro agMaynsuua. AHa
YacbLsIKOM af3iHbl cpoaak cynpaub 6assbniBackLi i rymaHHackLi. Yanbubl apraHisalsli BaTapaHay BieTHamy, sikis cnyxbini
Ha BaWcKoBbIx kaTapax Swift Boat Veterans for Truth, 6bini “3p651HTaXaHbIA, NpoOCTa LWakKaBaHbla” ag agHON TONbKi OyMKi,
LITO aM3pblKaHLbl 300MbHbIA Ha 3bBEPCTBbI. A BOCb A35ipXKaBbl CXiflbHbIS HE 3ayBaxallb XaxniBbl “NNéH” npanaraHgbICL-
Kaw O3elriHacbLi cBaél BaiickoBal MallbliHbl. Kani s HaByyaycsa ¥ adiuspckan wkone, capXaHT (yasenbHik OiTBbl Kans
Bangx), pacnaB&y Ham, gk siMy 3aragani nasbaynsuua nanoHHbIX, sKis My 3aMiHani (ckasani Tak: “npocTa BbipBiLe 3a-
reasaky i npanaHyiue iMm nagsaniub rpaHaTty Mk caboin”). Y Takoln atMacgapbl siKis LWaHLbl HA NaHaBaHbHE Y YanaBeyblX
AyMKax maloLb pasBari npa cnpassaniBacbLlb?

Abparam JliHkaneH He 3bagiBiyca 6, kani 6 gaBegaycs, WTO amapblkaHLbl YUblHAKLb 3bBEPCTBLI. Y roa G6iTebl nag
aTbicGapram éH anicBay xaxi BalHbl, AKkyto BEY: “Y ranoBax niogsen pacbue 6a3nag3base. KeitHee i MHOXbILLA Naja-
MaH. [laBepy ntoa3en agHoO Aa agHaro ycé meHeu, 9ro mecua 3anmMae ycioablicHasi nagaspoHacbLUb. KoxHbl agvyBae
LubMsiHae xagaHbHe 3abiub cycena, kab camomy Hs Bbilb iM 3a6iTbiM. Yeanskae A3esiHbHe BbikNikae NoMcTy i agnna-
Ty. Mpbl4biM yCce 3ragaHbls A3iKYHCTBbI NaHyOLUb Y acapoa3bAa3i WYblpbiX Ntog3en. Ane X écblb i iHWbIA. Y nowykax
CNaxbIBbl 3-3a MSXKbl 3bNATaOLLA ApanexHiki, y3abiMae ranaBy KOXHas Msp30THas navsapa. Y naycionbHbIM Xaoce
SIHbI UbIHALb 3NayvblHCTBLI. AWwYa 6onbll Naraplamlb CTaHOBILWYA pallyybls 3axagbl, SKia nagatoouua HeabxodHbIM,

1 Iley Tanctou “BaitHa i mip”. Mepaknag KaHctaHubli MapHaT (Modern Library, 1994), ct. 885-886.

2 Abparam liHkanbH, NnpamoBa, NpbicbBevaHasi akTy KaHsac-Habpacka, 16 kactpbluHika 1854 rogy. LipiTaBaHa na “lNpamoBax i
ny6nikaupisx” nag pagakupisii JoHa 3. ®apaHbaxapa (Library of America), Tom 1, cT. 335.
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Jus in Bello

The traditional theory of the just war covers three main topics—the cause of war, the conduct of war, and the
consequences of war. Or, in the Scholastic tags: jus ad bellum, jus in bello, and jus post bellum. But most atten-
tion is given now to the middle term, the conduct of war. That is where clear offenses are most easily identified,
though only occasionally reported and even more rarely punished. The two main rules of jus in bello have to do
with discrimination between combatants and noncombatants, the latter to be spared as far as possible, and pro-
portionality, so that violence is calibrated to its need for attaining the war’s end. The claims of morality here are
recognized with difficulty in actual combat, and disputed when recognized. Why should that be?

In Tolstoy’s War and Peace, Prince Andrey is an enlightened, humane, reforming, disciplined man. He has had
experience in war without becoming embittered—he was badly (almost mortally) wounded at the Battle of Aus-
terlitz—and has tried to improve the military system. But by the Battle of Borodino, even this estimable man has
snapped. After riding past his destroyed estate, he ruminates:

| wouldn’t take prisoners. What sense is there in taking prisoners? That’s chivalry. The French have destroyed
my home and are coming to destroy Moscow; they have outraged and are outraging me at every second. They
are my enemies, they are all criminals to my way of thinking.... Playing at war, that’s what’s vile; and playing at
magnanimity and all the rest of it.... They plunder other people’s homes, issue false money, and, worse than all,
kill my children, my father, and then talk of the laws of warfare.... If there were none of this playing at generos-
ity in warfare, we should never go to war, except for something worth facing certain death for.... The object of
warfare is murder.1

Andrey has attained the state Clausewitz says is necessary to war—Hass, hatred for the foe. There is in all
sane people a hesitation to kill, whether from timidity, disorientation, or scruple. That is why so many bullets are
fired in war but not at the target, why so many bombs are dropped but not where they were supposed to be. It is
the task of those in charge of war to override these hesitations, and the only sure way of doing that is to demonize
the enemy, so that hating him is not only condonable but commendable.

Clausewitz says that war is fueled by emotion (Gefuhl), which always outruns intent (Absicht). And once this
begins there is a constant ratcheting-up (Wechselwirkung) of hatred. Hate produces atrocities, which provoke
answering atrocities from the other side, and so on in a reciprocal upward spiral. This means, says Clausewitz,
that war by its basic nature drives onward to extremes. Shakespeare was almost scientifically accurate when he
had his Antony “let slip the dogs of war’—to outrun expectations and control.

Other students of war have their own versions of Clausewitz’'s Wechselwirkung. Here is Thucydides:

War, depriving people of their expected resources, is a tutor of violence, hardening men to match the conditions
they face.... Suspicion of prior atrocities drives men to surpass report in their own cruel innovations, either by
subtlety of assault or extravagance of reprisal.

Abraham Lincoln’s version (predicting, in 1854, what would happen if the North and South went to war): “One
side will provoke; the other resent. The one will taunt, the other defy; one aggresses, the other retaliates.”2

In war, the raping and robbing of civilians, the brutalizing and killing of prisoners, are not anomalies. War
propaganda excites such extremes, with its emphasis on the vileness of the foe. That is why President Bush
presents his war as a battle against evil itself. Hate is too valuable to be renounced. Often it is the only antidote
to other emotions like cowardice or humanitarianism. The Swift Boat Veterans for Truth were, like Claude Rains
in Casablanca, “shocked, shocked” at the idea that Americans could commit atrocities. But governments usually
look the other way when their own provocations produce their natural result. When | was a high school student
in the ROTC, the veteran sergeant instructing us, a man who had fought at the Battle of the Bulge, remembered
being told by superiors to get rid of prisoners if they inconvenienced his own activity (“just pull the pin of a hand
grenade and tell them to split it up among themselves”). In this atmosphere, what chance do reflections on justice
have of prevailing?

Abraham Lincoln would not have been shocked to hear that Americans commit atrocities. He described, in the
year of Gettysburg, the immoralities of the very war he was directing:

Thought is forced from old channels into confusion. Deception breeds and thrives. Confidence dies, and uni-
versal suspicion reigns. Each man feels an impulse to kill his neighbor, lest he be first killed by him. Revenge and
retaliation follow. And all this, as before said, may be among honest men only. But this is not all. Every foul bird
comes abroad, and every dirty reptile rises up. These add crime to confusion. Strong measures, deemed indis-

1 Leo Tolstoy, War and Peace, translated by Constance Garnett (Modern Library, 1994), pp. 885-886.
2 Abraham Lincoln, speech on the Kansas-Nebraska Act, October 16, 1854, in Speeches and Writings, edited by Don E.
Fehrenbacher (Library of America, 1989), Vol. 1, p. 335.
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ane, sik MeHLuae, xxopcTkiMi. 3a60MTBbI 3a CTapblst KpblYAbl | 3a rpoLbl Mackyouua nag nobyko nNpbiYbIHY, WTO nenen
nacye ga coityaubli’.3

Tpaba npbI3HaLlb, LUTO iCHYOL NaYHbIs cnocabbl abmexasalp 6apb6apcTBbl, ane siHbl 30oMbLuara nparMaTbivHbIst, a He Ma-
panbHbis. HerymaHHae ctayneHbHe Aa NanoHHbIX Boparay npaBakye iHLbl 60K Ha Tbisl Xk 3axadbl ¥ AadblHEHbHI Aa iX nanoH-
HbIX. Pa3bnik Takora KWTanTy 3aknaaseHbl Y nagmypak YKaHayckar KaHBaHUbli. Y raTbiM BblpaxaHbl “paaniaM”, siki Toopbisi
cnpaBssiafiiBan BavHbl NaknikaHas 3bMsArdbiUb. [Jblk HAKOMNbKi A3EMCHbIS apryMaHThl jus in bello HenacpagHa in bello?

Kani BariHa na cBaiM xapakTtapbl iMKHeLLa HabblUb CKpanHia ¢oopMbl i Hs NidbiLLa 3b igdanami cnpaBsaniBacbli, acHOY-
Hal KapbICbLIIO af TIopbli cnpaBagnisan BanHbl Mycilp Obilb afgkas Ha MbiTaHbHE, Li BapTa nepLu 3a ycé pacnadbiHalb
BalHy. AprymMaHTbI, LUTO 3Bbl4aliHa NpbIBOA3ALL Y CNp3YKkax na ratan npabneme (nnoc cnpaBagniBbig NPbIYbIHbI, HANEX-
Hblsi M3Thl, BaliHa K anoLLHi CPOAaK i fie YakaHbl Nocbnex), nivauua gactaTtkoBbiM abrpyHTaBaHbHeM, kab abpalb Wnsx
BalHbl. Y CAp3aHABEYYbI, Kani cknaganics ratbist HOpMbI, HaNBONbLL CNP3YHBLIM ObINO NbiTaHLHE: XTO Mae npaBa abBsLL-
Yaub BalHy. Ha siro npataHgasani nanel, Bickynbl, aagansl, kapani, Mapkrpadebl i r.g. 3 nayctaHbHEM HaublsiHarbHam
A39pxaBbl Npabnema 3bHikna — Ak Aaf3eHae npbiMaycst ToM hakT, WTo NpaBa pacnavbiHaub BaHy Hanexana nigapy
Haubli. Tagbl acHoyHas yBara nepaniuna Ha crnpaesianiBacblpb MaTbiBay BaWHbl. Hakonbki KapbicHas ratas Hopma, kab
BbI3HaubILb, Lii CNpaBsaniBas BaHa Baaseuua y Ipaky?

MpapcTayHiki BaTtbikaHa, BAgomara 3axaBasbHika i abapoHubl Tpaabiubii CnpaBsaniBan BaiHbl, HeagHapas3oBa naj-
KpacbniBarni, LUTO pacnaybiHalb BaviHy Hemnbra, nakynb npauarsarouua iHcnakubli AAH. koH AneH, BaTbIKaHCKi KapacnaH-
A9HT raseTbl HawHn Kacanik Panopr, niwa, wro “Ceeatel [acag BeicTynae cynpaupb BaliHbl, iHcbnipasaHan 3LUA ¥ Ipaky,
3 pasKkacbLo, SKYI AayHO He Bbikrikana HiBogHasa naasesn”.4] BatbikaHckis CMI, LapkoyHbis AbinAsiMaThl, NPbIXOA3KiA
cbBATapbl i cam Poivcki Mana 3asBini, WTo Ta0pbis cnpasaanisai BanHbl 3abapaHse ipaukyto BaiHy. Tpanudra TpayHs
2003 rogy Ax Maean Opyri Bbinpasiy kapgsiHana Mis JlaHri, ceaiiro acabictara ambacanapa Mipy, kab y anoLuHIo0 XBiniHy
naynnbiBaub Ha [xopaxa bywa.

A BOCb NpaBae KpbIfio amapblKaHCKiX KaTamnikoy Obino ynaysHeHae, LUTO T30pbis cripaBaaniBan BaiHbl natpabaBana
pacnavaub anapaubito. Maikn HoBak 3 American Enterprise Institute ceubBApXay, WTO BaHa Y Ipaky Ha Tonbki abrpyH-
TaBaHas, ane n HeabxogHas. Na 3anpawaHbHi ambacagapa 3LUA y BatbikaHe [kaiiMca HikancaHa éH naexay y Pbim,
kab AaBecbLi LLapKoyHan BApXyLwLbl naTpaby Y BariHe. Y npaBane cBaén micii HoBak abBiHaBaLiy “aHTblamMapblkaHCKiA Ha-
cTpoi”. YacTka kaTtanikoy, WTo 3Bbl4anHa nagnapagkoysaeuua Boni Maribl — Hoeak, XXaH batke dnwTaiiH, xoH Peivapa
Horxayc — cTtani abapoHuami “Tpagpiubify cnpaesanisarn BaviHbl”, ag SKix, Ha ix nornsag, BatbikaH agpiviwoy.5 bbino Ha-
BaT abBeluyaHa, wro Mana nepatBapblycs Y naubldicta — HArNeA3sybl Ha Toe, WTo BaTbikaH naaTpbiMay iHT3PBIHLbIIO
y Kocaga i arpacito ¥ AdranictaHe. CTaeuua He3padymenbiM, HaBoLTa Haaryn natpabHa Taopbis cnpaBsanisan BanHbl,
Kani cnaubIsnicTbl NpbIXoA3silb Aa AbIAMITpanbHa cynpauberfbiX BEICHOBAY HAKOHT crnipaBsaniBacbLi BanHbl Y Ipaky?
Ha camaii cnpase, KpbITap “cnpaBsigniBacbLi” — 36onbluara npaaykT padpriekcii TsapaTbikay Hallara 4acy — mMae Mi3apHbl
yNnbly Ha NPbIHALBLE BaXHbIX paLlaHbHSY. MpbIiroxbist pasmosbl Npa “Tpaabiubli cnpasaanisan BaviHbl” dakTelyHa 6ecca-
HCOYHbIS1, 60 riCTOPbIst NAHATKY MOYHas aHaxpaHiamay i cynspayHacbLay.

“Tpaabiubia”

Banikia iMEHbI, 3bBA3aHbIA 3 TpadblubIan, — Aypani AyrycTeiH | CbBATbI Tamall AkBiHCKI. AYryCTbIH He nakiHyy acobHbIX TBO-
pay, npbiCbBeYaHbIX BaHe. Mecuami, y passarax npa BariHy, €H He BbIXOA3iLb 38 MeXbl KaHKPITHbIX Naasesy i He hase ganein
3a pa3rmnsag acobay, Aa Taro X Aro iasi 3HayHa ckasini kamaHTaTtapbl.6 Y cBaix npamoBax AyryCTbiH 3aknikae He afgka3sallb rear-
TaMm Ha rBanT i agmayrnsie Yanaeeky y npaBe, Sikoe LuMaT XTO MiYblLpb ranoyHbiM anpaygaHbHeM cripaBsifiBai BalHbl — rnpase
Ha camaabapoHy.7 XXagaHbHe abapaHiub cabe — rata yBacabneHbHe cs6entobeTBa, WTo Ana AyrycTeiHa 3aycéapl nixa. Ane
Kani Yanasek 6aybiLb, LUTO HEXTA Narpaxae iHwamy, éH Moxa abapaHilb axBapy 3b NoboBI Aa e — ane npbl r3TbIM MYCilb
nobiub i arpacapa.8 3 anowHara BbiHikae, LUTO KOXHasA BaviHa, MagMypkaMm SIKoW Knsy3aBiuay Hass, naBoane AyrycrbiHa, He-
cnpaesanisas. bonbLu 3a Toe, HaBaT abapaHstoybl iHLbIX, HeNbra A3eiHivaub “Na cBaén iHiLbISTEIBE” — 3a TakiMi A3esHbHAMI
xaBaroLjLia araiCTbl4HbIS MaMKHeHbHI. Yarasek 3abaBsizaHbl YakaLb, Nakyrb NpasaMoLHas ynaga He naesase sro 3a cabon, i
nacbns Hi y sikim pase He kaTtaBaub i He 3abiBaLb ManoOHHbIX i HABIHHBIX.9

Mornagel AyrycTeliHa Ha BaviHy HanMnayHewn Bblknag3eHbld Y nsui BonbHbIX naparpadax “Agkasdy Paycry”. Tam éH na-
nemisye 3 mMaHixenuami, sKiq 3akigBaloub absBiHaBayBaHbHI rabpaickiM natpeispxam, i abapaHse mapanb ManceeBbIX i

3 Abparam JliHkaneH, nict ga Yapnbesa [l. [ipaiika i iHwbiX, 5 kacTpeivHika 1863 roay, 3 “MNpamosay i nybnikaubisy” ®apaHbaxapa,
TOoM 2, cT. 523.
4 [bxoH JI. AneH-manoguwsl, “Yca MNanaea cbBiTa: BatbikaH 3HyTpbl” (Doubleday, 2004), ct. 372. Cbnic nagagseHbix AneHam

BblKa3BaHbHsY nNpaacTayHikoy BatbikaHa cynpaup BauvHbl ¥ Ipaky (cT. 313-378) ypaxsae. MNpbiknaa: Mana BaHageikT XVI, Ha Tow Yac
Mpadpakt KaHrparaubli akTpbiHbl Bepbl, Ha nblTaHbHE, Li MOXHa MiYblUb ipaLKyo BaliHy cnpaBsianiBan, agkasay: “Y ratbix abcraBiHax,
KaHeLUHe X He”.

5 n. Xan Batke OnwranH “CnpaBsgniBas BaviHa cynpaub Tapopa: Lisxkap amapblkaHckalh maryTHacbLi Y XyTKa3bMeHHbIM
cbBeLe” (Basic Books, 2003).
6 [Mpa HecbICTaMaTbIYHbI XapakTap Bblka3BaHbHAY AYryCTblHa Ha TSMY BalHbl i NaMbINIKOBaN IHTIpMNpaTaubli iX AK nagMypka

» >

“Tpagbiubli” . P. A. Mapkyc “Mornsaapl AyrycTbiHa Ha «cnpaBsaAniByto BaHy»” ¥ kHi3e “Llapksa i BoviHbI” nag pagakubian Y. k. Wannc
(Blackwell, 1983); Mapbi-®paHcya bapyap, “bannym”, y “AyrycteiHac-llekcbikoH” nag papakubian KapHaniyca Manepa i iHw. (Shwabe,
1986); Ppapapbik X. Paccan, “BanHa” y “AyrycTbiH npa3 rogbl: QHUbIKNAN3AbIA" nag pagakubian Anana [. Piwkapanbaa i iHw. (Eerdmans,

1999).
7 AyrycTeiH, “Mpa ceaGoaHyto Bomio” 1.5; “nictansl” 47.5; “Aakas daycTy MaHixeruy” 22.70; “fopag Bora” 1.21

8 AyrycTbiH, “OnicTansl” 138.14.

9 AyrycTbiH, “Topag Bora” 1.21; “Onictansl” 189, 220, 229. Y 229-Mm nicbLie Aro 3HakamiTae LibBeppkaHbHe “fleneit 3a6iLib BaiHy

cnosaMi, YbiM noasen madami”.
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pensable but harsh at best, such men make worse by mal-administration. Murders for old grudges, and murders
for pelf, proceed under any cloak that will best cover for the occasion.3

Admittedly there are some checks on savagery, but these are less frequently moral than pragmatic. Mistreating
the other side’s prisoners can lead to the mistreatment of one’s own prisoners. Calculation of that sort underlies
the Geneva Conventions. But this reflects the “realism” that just war theory is supposed to improve on. So how
useful are the arguments of jus in bello when one is actually in bello?

Jus ad Bellum

If war, once embarked on, will of itself drive toward extremes, overriding concern with justice, then the real use
of just war theory must rest mainly on the decision whether to go to war in the first place. The traditional norms
for such a discussion are said to be competent authority for declaring war, as well as just cause, proper intent,
last resort, and expectable success. When the norms were framed in the Middle Ages, most discussion turned
on the authority for declaring war, since there were many competitors for that office—popes, bishops, feudal
lords, kings, margraves, etc. With the rise of the nation-state, that debate faded away, since it was assumed that
national leaders had the power to initiate war. This left the emphasis mainly on the just cause for war. But how
useful was that norm in determining whether a just war was launched in Iraq?

The Vatican, reputed to be a principal custodian of the just war tradition, said repeatedly and emphatically that
such a war would be unjust so long as inspections were still taking place under the aegis of the United Nations.
John Allen, the Vatican correspondent of the National Catholic Reporter, writes that “the Holy See opposed the
US-led war in Iraq with a ferocity that few issues in the recent past have aroused.”4 Vatican publications, Church
diplomats, religious congregation heads, and the Pope himself all said that just war theory forbade the Iraq war.
John Paul Il sent Cardinal Pio Laghi, his personal peace representative, to make a last-minute appeal to Presi-
dent Bush on March 5, 2003.

But right-wing Catholics in America were certain that just war theory called for war. Michael Novak, of the
American Enterprise Institute, said the war was not only defensibie but mandatory. He went to Rome, summoned
by the United States ambassador to the Vatican, James Nichollson, to convince the hierarchy of the need for
war. When he failed to change the Vatican’s mind, Novak blamed this on “anti-Americanism.” A group of Catho-
lics who are normally subservient to the Pope— Novak, Jean Bethke Elshtain, John Richard Neuhaus, George
Weigel— became the defenders of a “just war tradition” they felt the Vatican had abandoned.5 It was even said
that the Pope had turned pacifist—though the Vatican approved of the intervention in Kosovo and the invasion of
Afghanistan. One may well ask, what use is just war theory if people supposedly steeped in it could reach such
positive conclusions on opposite sides of the Iraq invasion? In truth, the criteria of a just war—the product mainly
of late Scholasticism—have little power to determine an outcome. In fact, solemn talk of a just war “tradition” is
misleading, since its history is full of anachronisms and contradictions.

“The Tradition”

The great names invoked in the tradition are Saint Augustine and Saint Thomas Aquinas. But Augustine
never wrote systematically about war, his ad hoc comments were severely limited by the issue or person he
was addressing, and his comments have been widely distorted.6 He began from the gospel texts against
returning violence for violence, and denied the right that many make the very basis of just war argument—the
right of personal self-defense.7 That would be an act of self-love, which is always evil in Augustine. But if
one sees one’s fellows threatened by violence, one can defend them out of love—so long as one loves the
aggressors, t00.8 The latter condition means that any war driven by Clausewitzian Hass is unjust for Augus-
tine. Also, even when defending others, one cannot act “on one’s own hook,” which might also come from
selfish motives. One must wait for legitimate authority to command the action, and then one must not kill the
innocent, or torture or Kkill prisoners.9

Augustine’s most extended discussion of war is in five long paragraphs of his Answer to Faustus. There, in
opposition to Manichaean attacks on the Jewish patriarchs, he defends the morality of Mosaic and other wars by
saying that they were directly ordered by God. One must obey a command from God, even if one does not un-

3 Abraham Lincoln, letter to Charles D. Drake and others, October 5, 1863, in Fehrenbacher, Speeches and Writings, Vol. 2, p.
523.
4 John L. Allen Jr, All the Pope’s Men: The Inside Story of How the Vatican Really Thinks (Doubleday, 2004), p. 372. Allen

assembles (pp. 313-378) an impressive chronology of Vatican statements opposing the war in Iraq. Sample: Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger,
prefect of the Congregation of the Doctrine of the Faith, asked if this could be a just war, answered: “In this situation, certainly not.”

5 See Jean Bethke Elshtain, Just War Against Terror: The Burden of American Power in a Violent World (Basic Books, 2003).

6 For the ad hoc nature of Augustine’s comments on war, and the mistake of making them the foundation for a “tradition,” see
R.A. Marcus, “Saint Augustine’s Views on the ‘Just War,” in The Church and War, edited by W.J. Sheils (Blackwell, 1983); Marie-Frangois
Berrouard, “Bellum,” in Augustinus-Lexikon, edited by Cornelius Meyer et al. (Schwabe, 1986); Frederick H. Russell, “War,” in Augustine
Through the Ages: An Encyclopedia, edited by Allan D. Fitzgerald et al. (Eerdmans, 1999).

7 Augustine, On Free Will 1.5; Epistles 47.5; Answer to Faustus the Manichaean 22.70; The City of God 1.21.
8 Augustine, Epistles 138.14.
9 Augustine, The City of God 1.21; Epistles 189, 220, 229. Letter 229 has his famous statement, “Better to slay war with words

than men with swords.”
149



Hea&’um Manitanéris 1 CymMexHblf AbICUbINiHbI

iHLWbIX BOWHaY. AYryCTbiH CbLbBSIpAXKae, LWTO siHbl 6bIni Aa3BoneHbls boram, a Yyanaeek naBiHeH Nagnapagkoysauua Bori
Bora, HaBaT kani He pa3ymee CaHcy 3aragay — sik Abparam 6bly raTtoBbl NacnyxmsiHa 3abiub ceairo cbiHa. 10 CéHbHSA Ta-
Koe By4aHbHe 6onbll Nagbixoasiup “iHwamy 00Ky” — pafblkanbHbIM icnamictam, siKist BAgyLb “CbBATYIO BaiiHy”.

TamaLu AKBIHCKi NS HAaC HEHaLIMaT KapbiCbHelwwbl. EH Bbinmyyae 3 abaBsA3KoBbIS XapaKTapbICTbIKi BalHbI, Kyl MOXHA
TpbiBaLb: Ha MYCilb Obilb abBellYaHas 3akOHHaW yragan, Meub CnpaBsAniByto NpbiubiHy | 40Opyo MaTy.11 AnowHasa
Tnymadbluua gk A3esHbHe, cKipaBaHae Ha “CbLbBApPMK3HbHE Aabpa abo HedanywyaHbHe 3ra”, YbiM MOXHa anpayaaub
BalHy AK iIHCTPYM3HT caupbisifnibHara iHXbIHApbIHTY (T.0. ANa pacnayciogy A3Makpartsli | agnopy TeipaHii). Tamy HA A3iBa, LWTO
AKBIHCKI YXBaniy npaekT cauplisfibHara iHxXbIHIPbIHIY CBaWro Yacy — Kpbbkalkis naxoAbl (kis Meni MaTan pacnaycioasiub
XPbICbLSIHCTBA i AaLb agnop MycynbMaHCTBY). AroHbIs ifdi 3HOY-Taki 6GonbL NpblgaTHLIA ANS pacnaycrogHikay iasi Axbl-
Xagay, YblM NpbIXinbHiKay cbBeLkan gamakpatbli.12

Pan3eit 3a AyryctbiHa abo Tamalua sragBatoLb OpaHubicka A3 BiTopblé (1486-1546), yanaeeka, siki 3pabiy Baniki yHécak
y T30pbIl0 cnpaBsaniBan BanHbl. [3Thl rilunaHcki AamiHikaHel cbMena Bblka3aycs cynpaLb 3aBasiBaHbHS Aro CyanyblHbHi-
kami aben3bBlox AMapbikay, a acabnisyto yBary Hagasay npouiasesHbHI0 AblCKpbIMiHaLbli | abMexaBaHbHo reanTy.13 Ane
HaBaT Kani yknovbiLb BiTopblé ¥ wapar “3acHaBanbHikay Tpagpiupli’, ycé poyHa npabnemarbidHa 6yase cknachbLi HewTa
fonbluae 3a cbnic N3yHbIX i03AY | hapmynéBak, HEKaTopbIs 3b AKX HACTONbKI HEKAHKPATHbIA | LbMSIHbISI, HAKOMbKi ratara
XagawLb Tbisi, XTO pacnaybiHae BoViHbl. MeHaBiTa na ratai npblybiHE YNnbly TpaabiLbli HA paanbHbIA BOWMHbLI Obly HACTONb-
ki cnabbl. A Moxa, T30pblf Cripaesanisait BaiiHbl — ycaro Tonbki nyctas abeTpakubis? Kani Bepbius Maiikny Yonuapy i
naragsiuua 3 apryMaHTaMi, NpbiBEA3EHbIMI Y Aro HOBaW KHi3e, rata YCé X Hs Tak.

Yonuap

Yonuap nasbbsrae “conicaBara’ nagbixofy Aa Tak 3BaHaw TpaAblubli— €H He Bbiknagae apryMaHTbl Ma NyHKTax y Bbl-
rnsia3e nayHam cxembl. Y cBaén kHide 1977 roagy “CnpaBsaniBbis i HecnpaBaaniBbia BOWHBI, SK i Y HOBaw npaubl “Y cnpay-
Kax npa BalHy”, éH, HaagBapoT, abBsiprae yHiBapcarnbHacbLb HEKATOPbIX (PyHOAM3HTarNbHbIX aCHOBaY T30pPbli cnpaBsani-
Bait BallHbl. Bocb WwTo Yonuap niwa npa saiiHy ¥ Mapcbigakai 3atoubl:

“[MaubidbicLiki] pyx BelcOyBae Ha nepLubl NfsH ABa NacTynATbl TAOPbIi [cnpaBsianiBan BanHbl]. [Na-nepliae, BaiHa Myciub
ObIub “anowHim cpogkam”. Ma-gpyroe, Henbra, kab KonbKacbLpb axBapay sk cApog XayHepay, Tak i MipHbIX XbIxapoy Obina
HeaasKBaTHa bonbluas 3a 3anyneHblsl M3Thl BaiCkOBaK anapaupli. Ak Ha Maio yMKY, HiIBOAHbI 3 nacTynaTay He Aanamarae
Ham NpaBecbLi xxagaHyto Mapanésyto pbicy”.

Kani Yonuap kpbiThikye Tpagbilibiio, AbIK HABOLITa &H Haaryn 6apauua 3a TaMy cnpassasisaii BaiiHbl? MNa aro cnosax,
npa3s CBOW NpaTacT cynpalb BieTHaMCKal BalHbl €H NPLIALIGY [a pa3yMeHbHs Taro, LWTo Tpaba 3HalCbLi WNSX KPbIThIKa-
BaLb A3eAHbHI Ik amaparbHbIS, a HA TOMbKi 3a iX “HeadaKkThlyHackLb” Y MexXax T30pbli naniTelyHara paaniamy. ['aTa 3Haybl-
Lib 3HOY i 3HOY 3bBsApTaLLa Aa 6a3aBbix NbITaHbHAY, CAPOA, SKiX i ayrycTblHaBa — Yy sKiX pa3ox Aa3BorieHa (kani Aa3BorneHa
Haaryn) 3abiBaub iHLWbIX NoA3en?

MMbiBoka naacbBsgoMa Yonuap nagssnse sepy AyiycTbiHa ¥ Toe, LUTO Hisikas T30pbist cnipaBsiBal BaiiHbl He 3abiMae
3 kayHepay BiHy 3a 3a00NCTBbI. AHbI, Mar4ybiMa, BbiMyLLaHb!s 3abiBaup, ane ix A3esHbHI Npbl rATbIM YC& poyHa 3acTatouua
3nayblHCTBaMi, 60 HaBaT cnpaBsAniBas BaiHa — KpbiHiua 3na. MaBogne AyrycTbiHa:

“KoxHbl, XTO 3 Bonem cysipae HacTomnbKi arpamagHae, xaxnisae, A3iKyHCKae 3ro, MycCilb yCbBeAamnsLb TpariyHacbLb
BaliHbl. Kani x HexTa ag4yyBae 3no, Ui HaBaT 6aybilp Aro, i 3acTaeyua HEKpaHyTbiM, SIr0 CTaH AWY3 6onbLU TparivHbl, 60
raTbl YanaBek NPaMsiHAY CMakon Ha YanaBevHachLb".

Yonuap y nagobHbIM CThifi CbUbBSApAXKae, LUTO YCe BOWHbI NapyLlarolb NayHbIA MapanéBbist Npasinbl. Ane HaBaT kani
noA3i BbIMyLIaHbIA iX Napylwalb, npasinsi 3acTaiuua npasinami: “Beixag 3a mexbel Mapani nakigae nadyubUé BiHbl sK
[JoKa3 3HayHacbLi 3pobneHara”. Y mexax “Tpagbiupbli’ BasyHivacbLb nagvac cnpaBsiafiBbix BoMHay YacTa ycrnpbiMaeuua
AK Mapanésas, LWTO cnapagxae LWaBiHICTbIYHbIA HAcCTPOi i ypa-naTpbiaTei3aM. Yonuap agMaynse Hapody y npase Ha ca-
maycxsaneHbHe. EH gasoasiub, WTo HaBaT cnpaeaasiBas BaiiHa “npbIMyLLIae Yanaseka — Yy TOW CTyneHi, HaKomnbki Toe
naTtpabHa — anpayaBaub cs16e Hemapanésal BbICHOBaW, LUTO Mbl pobiM Toe, WTO MyciM pabiub (i yce marybiMacbL,i nasb-
GerHyup reanTty Bbl4apnaHbis).” MapagakcanbHbIM YblHaM, Yanasek, ski cnpabye AseliHidaup Mapanésa, ycbBegamnse
CBal0 amaparnbHachbLib.

Moxa, Mbl iIMKHEMCs1 i@ HepgacaranbHara igdany? Tak MoxHa 6b1no 6 nivbiypk, kani 6 Ha npbiknaga JliHkaneHa. Y agposb-
HeHbHi ag 6onbluackLi nigspay, éH Hamaraycs npbiraciub HsHaBiCbLb Aa Bopara nagyac BanHbel, 60 gobpa ycbBegamnsay,
LUTO 3110 YblHALL aboaga Haki. Y cBaix BaANnikogHbIX 3BapoTax JliHkanbH 3akrikae Haubllo BECbLL CYyMIEHHYIO BalHy, “namsi-
Tylodbl 3 cOpamMam npa Halbls rpaxi i 3nadbiHCTBbI.”14 MNag4yac BieTHamMcKan BaviHbl coHaTap Mapk MapTtaoing npanaHasay
pa3antoublio 3 3aknikam Aa ycix Haublsay nasiHiLLa Y BaWCKOBbIX 3nadvbliHCTBaX. Aro abeiHaBayBani y HenaTpbIATbI3bME,
3akigani sMy Hamep ganamardsl Bopary i anpaygaub siro A3esHbHi, nakynb FapTtding He npbiBéy y cBato abapoHy ubiTaThl

10 Y agHbIM Mecupbl AYrycTbeiH UbiTye Libiuapora (Quaestionum in Heptateuchum 6.10), naBoane sikora “BOViHbI 3Bbl4aliHa anpay-
AaHblsl ThiM, LUTO siHbI “3BblYaiiHa” (solent) écbUb NoMcTan 3a 3no (ulcisci injurias)”. [aTbis cnoBbl YacTa GecnaactayHa npbiMatoLpb 3a
BbICHOBY camora AYrycTbiHa, Xausi siHbl Nagaa3eHblst ayTapaM Torbki kab nagsechkLi Aa iasi, LWTo BOMHbI 3Ha4YHa 6onblu anpayaaHbls, Kani
imi kipye bor, “3ayxabl cnakoiHbl, €H Beae A3esiHbHI koXkHara 3 6akoy — nioaseit Hernbra fivbilub pacrnavblHanbHikami Takor BanHbl, SIHbI
TonbKi yBacabnstoup Bonto bora”.

11 Tamaw AksiHcki, “Summa Theologica” 2-2 40.

12 AxksiHcki, Summa Theologica 2-2 188.3. Npa yxBaneHbHe Tamaluom gassony lManbl Ha KpbhkaLKis NaxoAbl, KpbbKaLKix KnaTeay
i ix npuiBinesy rn. Scriptum super Sententiarum 4.32, 38; Quaestiones de Quolibet 2 8.2, Tom 7.

13 PpaHupbicka A3 Bitopblé, “TNaniTbidHbIA TBOPLI” Naj pagakubiav SHTaHi MNargaHa i xapami NlépaHca (Cambridge University Press,
1991) ct. 314-326. Y cnosax Bitopblé npa Toe, WTo arpacapbl MycsiLb aakasBaLb 3a CBae 3naqblHCTBbl — YblHbHIKi HlopHO3aprckara npaea.

14 Abparam JliHkanbH, 3BapoT Aa Hapoga Ha cbBaTa BanikagHsa, 12 xHiyHs, 1861, ubitaBaHa na ®apaHbaxapy “lNpamoBbl i

ny6nikaupli’, Tom 2, cT.264.
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derstand it—as Abraham obeyed the command to kill his son.10 In today’s circumstances this teaching is better
fitted to the jihadist “other side”—to those who wage holy war.

Thomas Aquinas is not much more helpful. He has three main norms for permissible war—declaration by
competent authority, just cause, and proper intent.11 The last is defined as acting “to promote good or prevent
evil’—a thing that can justify war as a tool of social engineering (e.g., to spread democracy and rebuff tyranny). It
is not surprising then that Aquinas approved of the social engineering of his day, the Crusades (to spread Chris-
tianity and rebuff Muslimism)—which again is more useful to current jihad than to a secular democracy.12

The most relevant of the just war theorists is less cited than Augustine or Thomas since he is less known— Francis-
co de Vitoria (1486—-1546), a Spanish Dominican who bravely protested his countrymen’s conquest of the Americas. It
was he who focused especially on discrimination and proportionality.13 But even when he is counted in the “tradition,”
there is little more than a checklist of items to be ticked off, with some items as broad and vague as any warmaker
could wish. That is why the tradition has had so little impact on the actual waging of war. Is just war theory, then, a
meaningless exercise? Not if one is to believe Michael Walzer and the arguments of his new work.

Walzer

Walzer avoids a checklist approach to the so-called tradition, ticking off the items on a fixed program. In fact,
in his 1977 book, Just and Unjust Wars, as well as in his new work, Arguing About War, he denies the universal
validity of some of the most revered items on the list. Concerning the Gulf War he writes:

The move [toward pacifism] involves a new stress upon two maxims of the [just war] theory: first, that war must
be a “last resort,” and second, that its anticipated costs to soldiers and civilians alike must not be dispropor-
tionate to (greater than) the value of its ends. | do not think that either maxim helps much in making the moral
distinctions that we need to make.

If he quarrels with the tradition, why does he bother with it at all? He says that his protest against the Vietnam
War made him realize that a way had to be found to object to actions as basically immoral, not just ineffective in
terms of “realism.” This meant asking basic questions all over again, including Augustine’s initial one—when (if
ever) is it permissible to kill other human beings?

Walzer is, in a perhaps unconscious way, very Augustinian in his belief that no theory of justice can free war-
riors from guilt. They may have to kill, but they give rein to atrocities all the same, since even a just war is a
fountain of evil. Augustine puts it this way:

Anyone who looks with anguish on evils so great, so repulsive, so savage, must acknowledge the tragedy of it
all; and if anyone experiences them or even looks on at them without anguish, his condition is even more tragic,
since he remains serene by losing his humanity.

Walzer, in similar vein, says that all war overrides certain moral rules; but even when they have to be overridden,
they remain moral rules: “Overriding the rules leaves guilt behind as a recognition of the enormity of what we have
done.” “The tradition” often implies that belligerent acts in a just war are themselves moral—which is the basis of tri-
umphalism and patriotic smugness. Walzer denies the right to such self-congratulation. Even a just war, he says, “in-
vites—and then only insofar as it also requires—an immoral response: we do what we must (every legitimate alterna-
tive having been exhausted).” Paradoxically, then, a person who tries to act morally in war sees his own immorality.

Is this an impossible ideal to expect? One might think so but for the example of Lincoln. While most war lead-
ers ratchet up hatred, he tried to ratchet it down, in recognition of the evil being done on both sides. That was
the theme of his Fast Day proclamations, asking people to wage a repenting war, “in sorrowful remembrance of
our own faults and crimes.”14 During the Vietnam War, Senator Mark Hatfield introduced a resolution calling on
the nation to repent its own war crimes. He was attacked as unpatriotic, as treasonously giving aid and comfort
to the enemy—till he revealed that he had been directly quoting Lincoln.

Walzer’s moral sensitivities have one special source (among others). Though he says that he wrote his 1977
book on just war in response to the immoral acts committed in Vietnam (napalm, Agent Orange, etc.), he was also
disturbed by the Israelis’ increasing need to use force. He weighs the rationales offered for the raid on Khibye
(1953), for the Six-Day War (1967), for the attack on Beirut’s airport (1968) and on Entebbe (1976). He found
all but Khibye justified, but he clearly saw the dangers of moral obtuseness in the others.15 In his new book, he
condemns Israeli overreaction to the first intifada:

As even Yitzhak Rabin has recognized, it is not terrorist in character. The youngsters who do the everyday work
of the uprising are not a specially trained cadre of killers. They are everyone’s children, and they are supported

10 Augustine cites Cicero in one place (Quaestionum in Heptateuchum 6.10) as saying that wars are “usually” (solent) justified as
“avenging wrongs” (ulcisci injurias). This is often falsely cited as Augustine’s own summary teaching on the matter, though it is just the first
step in an a fortiori argument saying that wars are surely more justified if they are commanded by God, “with whom there is no iniquity,
and who knows what is owing to each party—in which war the people conducting armies are not to be considered as initiators of the war
themselves but as his agents.”

11 Thomas Aquinas, Summa Theologica II-1l 40.

12 Aquinas, Summa Theologica II-Il 188.3. For Thomas’s approval of the Crusades’ papal authorization, of crusader vows and of
crusader indulgences, see Scriptum super Sententiarum 4.32, 38; Quaestiones de Quolibet 11 8.2, V 7.

13 Francisco de Vitoria, Political Writings, edited by Anthony Pagden and Jeremy Lawrance (Cambridge University Press, 1991), pp.
314-326. There are seeds of Nuremberg law in Vitoria when he says that aggressors can be punished for the wrongs they have done.

14 Abraham Lincoln, proclamation of a National Fast Day, August 12, 1861, in Fehrenbacher, Speeches and Writings, Vol. 2,
p. 264.

15 He did not discuss the raid on Iraqg’s nuclear reactor, since it had not then occurred, but he justifies it in the new book.
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3b JliHkanbHa. Yonuapayckas mapanéBasi YynHacbLb Mae (MiX iHLWbIX) agHyo acabniByto npblyubiHy. Hsarneassdesl Ha sro
LibBepaXKaHbHi, WITO KHira 1977 rogy HanicaHas naj y3bA3esHbHEM af, XyAacHblx nagseny BieTHamy (BblkapbiCTaHbHS Ha-
nanmy, areHT ApaHxa i iHw.), Yonuapa Henakoiub T3HA3HLbISI NaBeniYaHbHS KOMbKacbLi BaNCKOBbIX akLbisy |3painto. EH
aHanisye matasrogHacbLb pangay Ha Xio'to (1953) i OHTa663 (1965), wackuinséHHawm BaviHbl (1967) i ataki Ha 6anpyLKi
aspanopt (1968). Yonuap npbIALWoy Aa BbICHOBLI, WTO Ba YCiX BbiNaakax, akpams Xib'i, A3esHbHi i3painbusaHay abrpyH-
TaBaHbIsi, ane afsHaubly HebsacbneyHae rpabaHbHe Maparnbnio 3b ix 6oky.15 Y HoBait kHize Yonusp acymxae sanilHe
XKOPCTKYIO paakublio [3painto Ha nepLuyto iHTbichbagy:

Ma cBaén cyTHacbLj AHa He Obina TapapbICTbIYHAN, WTO NpbI3Hay HaBaT luxak PabiH. Monaasb, sikasi LuToA3eHb Naasiub
akupli NpaTacTy, HeMnbra NpblipayHoyBaLUb Aa CrnaublsifnbHa NagpbiXxTaBaHblX NeriéHay 3abowiuay. 3 KoxxHam cam’i Ha Byrniuy
iayub A3eli, Yble A3esiHbHI NaATpbIMNiBae HacenbHIUTBa i pa3raniHaBaHas ceTka MSACLIOBbIX opraHay KipaBaHbHS... LLbIpoki
HapoZHbI pyX, y aApo3bHEHbHI af Kynki TapapbiCTay, Mae npasa cbLbBepasilb cabe, i nanecTbiHUbI HAap3aLlLe 34oneni ap-
raHizaBaub Taki pyx. I3painbusHe npbibnisHa Manro Beky namsTarolb, Sk LWNyprsni kamsiHi ¥ 6pbiTaHckix xayHepay. aTa
KapbICHbIS, Xaus 1 HaBA3bIiBbIS YCNaMiHbI...

Yonuap cbubBApKae, LITO i3painbCckis yrnaabl, 3aMecT Taro, kab kapbicTaupb 3 roHapy nanecTbiHUay i ycTansBaub KaH-
TaKT 3 rpamMazskiM pyxam, nanivbini gns cabe abpasar Meupb 3a Boparay Assilen i “yaHaMmepbinics HA Torbki Nagasilb pyx
cynpauiBy, ane i NpbiMycilb NanecTbiHUay Npbi3HaLb CBal napasy — «CblepLi YCbMELLKY 3b iX TBapay»”. I3painbusHe
abpani Wwnax HaBsi3BaHbHA Mipy, @ He abmepKkaBaHbHS Aro ymMoBay, LUTO Mackris 3HavyHa YCKnagHina Ans ix BApTaHbHe y
paybillya nepamoBsay.

Ane cnaudyeaHbHe nepluaii, abo Asilsvail, iHTbibaase He 3bMsKYae paskara acymKsHbHS Yonuaspam nasbHeiilan
naniTeiki TOpopy, abpaHai nanecTbiHUaMi, i, y NpbiBaTHaCbLj, apraHisaLblio BbIByXay TapapbICTaMi-CbMAPOTHIKaMi. EH cb-
LbBsipAXXae Takcama, LUTO Tapapbi3M, 3aboicTBa 653bBIHHbLIX MoA3el 3 M3Tal Bblka3allb CBae NaniTbli4HbISA nornsgbl, y
MPbIHLBINE HA MOXa Gbilb anpayaaHsiM. AagHadacosa Yonuasp agdvysae Hebsicbneky Y CynpalbCTasiHbHI TOpopy BemnbMi
YKOPCTKiIMi rBanTOYHbIMi cpoakami, 60 raTa pagbikanisye rpamanatea. “Consiplua TapapbiCThIYHbIA A3€siHbHI anpayaBatoub
icHaBaHbHEM LicKy, a nacbns fa uicky 3Bapavatoula, kab naknacbLi KaHew Tapapbiamy. lNepLubl apryMaHT NpbIBOA3ALb
neBbls pagblkanbl, ApYri — H3akaHcapBaTapbl 3 Npaeara kpato.”

Yaymnisasi i CymneHHas WybipachLib, K Y F3ThIM BbINaAKy, Haaana Yonuapy cTatyc naBaxaHara skcnapTta y Mapanésbix
acnakTax BaviHbl. MeHaBsiTa Tamy LUMaT XTO “akay sro napagay y ceiTyaupli, kKani aaminictpaubls byla pacnadana arpacito
¥ Ipaky. Npaakasaub sro BapabIKT GbINo HanpocTa. Mepuiyio kHiry Yonuapa pasrnsaani Sk apryMaHT 3a Toe, WTO &H yx-
BaniLb A3esHbHI Bylua. Toil Mey Ha yBase NPaB3HTLIVHYIO BaiiHy, a Yonusp naaTpbiMay WackLiaséHHyto saiHy 1967 roay,
TaKyI0 K Na XapaKTapbl, i i3painbCcki NPaBaHTLIYHBI PAAL Ha ipaLIKylo aTamHyto cTaHublio ¥ 1981 roase. EH raHiub naubidiam
3a agMoBy af Mapanéebix abasaskay. Yonusp nagTpbiMay BaliHy ¥ 3atoubl | iHTapBaHUbI0O ¥ Kocasa. EH nagnicay nicr,
cknaaseHbl XXanam Bata AniwitaiHaM i Teimi kaTanikami, wTo abapaHani T30pbIo cnpassanisai BalHbl, Y NagTPbIMKY aky-
naubli Adranictany. Tamy sikist Aro nagcrasbl BbICTYNILb Cynpatlb BalHbl, sikas bbina y iHTapacax cabpoy I3painto?

Ane Vonuap ckasay anapaupbli ¥ Ipaky “He”. Y nsui nexkubisx-3ca, nicaHblX Ha Npausry ycéi BaickoBaw akubli (AHbI cknani
3aKITHOYHYH0 YaCTKY KHiri “Y crnpadkax npa BaviHy”), €H raHilb BaliHy ALY Ha sie NavaTkoBaw cTafbli, Ha Npausry BancKoBbIX
O3esHbHAY | nacbns ycTansiBaHbHS akynaubliiHara paxbiMy. Yonuap kBanigikye asesHoHi 3LUA ak injustum ad bellum,
injustum in bello, injustum post bellum.

1. Ad bellum. Yonuap, HibblTa canpayaHbl pacnybriikaHew, 6s3bniTacHa KpbITbiKye dpaHLyckae KipayHiuTea i agMiHicT-
paubito KniHTaHa 3a ix 693ba3esHbHe ¥ AadblHeHbHI Aa Ipaky Ha npausary 1990-x ragoy. Yac nyxaups Cagama BawvickoBaw
anapaupbian | npa.BecbLi se npbl HeabxogHackLi 661y 3rybneHbl KniHtaHam i dppaHuy3sami, kani Tov nepalukagxay iHCnakTa-
pam AAH, akia 3Hanwni wmat y3bpaeHbHsY i 3bHilWYbInNi iX, @ Nacbnsa Haaryn BbIKiHYY MiXXKHApOAHYO KaMICito 3 KpaiHbl.
BrikapbicTaHbHe Y36poeHbIX cinay y ratai cbiTyalbli Ha 66110 6 napylwaHbHEM MaHaaTy i XyT4arn ymauasana 6 nasbiubito
AAH. Ane “0obpblist A3543bki” Npamiprani naTpabHel MOMaHT. Kab BeinpaBiLb raTyo nambinky, Tpaba 6b1n10 HaknachkLi caHk-
Lbli, abBechbLiLb yCto kpaiHy 6ecnanéTHan 3oHal i naaMauaBalb naTpabaBaHbHI HOBbLIX NpaBepak BanckoBam cinam. Takas
TakTbika cnpauasana ¥ 2002 roase, kani iHcnakTapbl 6bini 3HOY AanylidaHblis y Ipak, a y3rogHeHas nasbiubls A3spxaBay
3pabina HemarybiMbiM Anst Cagama 3b[3eMChHILb Aro arpaciyHbls NisHbel, kani Takisa 6bini. CTpaxanwbis (xaus 1 abme-
KaBaHblsl) caHkubli, 6ecnanéTHas 30Ha Haj yCél KpaiHal pa3am 3 HacTowniBbIMi MaTpabaBaHbHSMI He nMepalukagXaub
npaubl iHCNaKTapay yaynsanics BiaaBoyHa Oonblu nAriYyHam ansTapHaTbiBal nayHamawTabHar BanckoBan anapaubli. “Hsi
Ba>kHa, 3HOMAYLb iHCN3KTapbl 30p0ol0 MacaBara napakaHbHs Ui He (a HekaTopbis e BiAbl BernbMi Nérka cxasaub), camast ix
npbICyTHaCbLb NepaLLKoA3iLb pasbMsACbLiLb Takis y3bpaeHbHi.”

Ane nayHbla noasi y agmiHicTpaubli Bywa He nagTpbivniBani npaBsaAseHbHe iHCNakubIsy. AHbl knini 3 MaHca bnikca.
Hs Matoubl HagsenHbIX KpblHiLay iHdapmalbli y camiM Ipaky, raTeis nioasi naBepbini y icHaBaHbHe TaM HegasBofeHbIX
y30paeHbHsY i ynapTa He xafani, kab HexTa cTaBiy naj CyMHey iX KamnaTaHubIt0. Y ByluaBbiM acspoaky LWykani anpayaa-
HbHe TaKTbIKi NanepagkanbHara yaapy ansa 6apaus6bl 3 TapapbiamaM na ycim cbBeue. AHbl nepakpyuini crosbl [JaHiana
VabcTapa, kab chlbBepAsilL CBaé npaka pacnayalb abrpyHTaBaHylo nanepamkansHyto (preemptive) Baiivy.16 Yonuap
aHanisye raTylo UbITaTy y nepLian KHize npa cnpaBsaniBblis BOMHbI i Lankam crnyllHa agpo3bHiBae nanepampkanbHyo ag
NP3BaHTLIYHaN (preventive), abo HeabrpyHTaBaHal nanepagxanbHaii, BaitHbl. EH AaBoasiub, wrto Byw abpay anowwi Ba-
PbISHT (Npbl SKiM Hebsicbneka He BiAaBo4Hasi), y TOM Yac Ak BEY raBopKy npa nepubl.17

Y Bbinagky 3 Cagamam HeabrpyHTaBaHanm 6bina HaBaT ryMaHiTapHas iHTOpB3HLbIA, 60 Ha TOM Yac Cyp’é3HbIX NapyLU3Hb-
HSAY NpaBOY Yanaeeka, sk y AadblHEeHbHI Aa Kypaay abo nacbns BanHbl 1990 rogy, y Ipaky He Obino, a anpaygaub KapHyo
anapaupllo 3ayxabl cknagaHen 3a nanepagxanbHyto. Kani 6 Cagam, HArmeasaybl Ha iHCMAKUbINHBIA NanéTbl i 3Haxon-
XaHbHe Y KpaiHe MiHapogHaw Kamicii, agHaBiy macaBbid 3ab0NCTBbI, raTa ctanaca 6 igaanbHbeiM casus belli. Yonuap

15 Y TON KkHi3e éH He pa3srmsigay 3pyrHaBaHbHe ipaukan ataMmHam cTaHubli, 60 Ha ToM Yac sSiHO ALY He aabbinocs, a ¥ HoBan kHide
Yonusp nagTpeiMay A3esHbHI i3painbLaHay.

16 Marikn Yonuap “CnpaBsianibiBs i HecnpaBaanisbls BOMHbI", Tpalusie BoiaaHbHe (Basic Books 2000), cT.74-75.

17 BiTopbI€ nntoHApye NpaB3aHTbIYHYtO BaliHy: “Llankam HeganywyanbHa, kab YanaBeka 3abini 3a rpax, siki €H SLWY3 He Y4bIHIY”. .

Bitopbl€, “ManiTbiuHbIA TBOPLI®, CT. 315-316.
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by a full-scale popular movement and by an extraordinary network of local committees.... Terrorists cannot claim
a right to self-determination; a popular movement can, and the Palestinians have finally produced a popular
movement.... Israelis of roughly my age remember throwing stones at British soldiers. It is a useful, if also a
disturbing, memory.

Walzer says that Israel, instead of using the sense of pride bred in Palestinians to work with a popular move-
ment, felt humiliated by having children as enemies and “aimed not only to defeat the uprising but to force the
Palestinians to acknowledge defeat— ‘to wipe the smile off the Palestinian face.”” Israelis preferred to dictate a
peace rather than negotiate it—which made it harder for them to get negotiations when they wanted them.

But sympathy for the first or children’s intifada does not affect Walzer’s harsh condemnation of Palestinians’
later terror tactics, like suicide bombing. In fact, he argues that terrorism— the killing of innocent people as a way
of making a political statement—is never justified. Yet he sees as well the danger in fighting terror with terror,
turning a nation into the mirror image of its foes. “First oppression is made into an excuse for terrorism, and then
terrorism is made into an excuse for oppression. The first is the excuse of the far left; the second is the excuse
of the neoconservative right.”

Discriminating and painful honesty like this has made Walzer a respected judge of moral issues when it comes
to war. That is why many people were looking to him for guidance as the Bush administration considered the inva-
sion of Iraq. It was not clear beforehand what he would say. His first book had been considered “permissive” by
some. George W. Bush was talking about a preemptive war, and Walzer had supported the preemptive Six-Day
War of 1967 and Israel’s pre-emptive strike against Iraq’s nuclear reactor in 1981. He condemns pacifism as an
abrogation of moral responsibilities. He supported the Gulf War and the Kosovo intervention. He signed a letter
drafted by Jean Bethe Elshtain and the Catholic just war proponents defending the invasion of Afghanistan. Why,
then, would he balk at a war many friends of Israel thought would be in their interest?

But balk he did. In five important lecture-essays written as the crisis unfolded—the culminating section of Argu-
ing About War—he condemned the war while it was still in the offing, as it was being conducted, and after the
occupation began. The United States conduct was, he concluded, injustum ad bellum, injustum in bello, injustum
post bellum.

1. Ad bellum. Walzer is as critical as any Republicans have been of France and the Clinton administration
for their weak policies toward Iraq during the 1990s. The time to threaten war, and to wage it if necessary, was
when Clinton and the French let Saddam defy and, in effect, expel the weapons inspectors, who had found and
destroyed many weapons. That course would have strengthened the UN’s mandate, rather than undermined it.
But the “good guys” blinked. The way to repair that blunder was with sanctions, the no-fly zones, and demands
for new inspections backed by force. This approach was working when inspectors were readmitted in 2002, and
the combined pressures made it impossible for Saddam to deploy any threats he might have had in mind. In-
creased (though targeted) sanctions, and a no-fly zone over the entire country, combined with insistence that the
inspections continue unimpeded, were obvious aiternatives to the ultimate step of military attack. “For whether
or not the inspectors find and destroy weapcns of mass destruction (some of these are very easy to hide), they
themselves are a barrier to any deployment of such weapons.”

But members of the Bush team did not want to support inspections. They ridiculed Hans Blix. They had de-
cided, without adequate sources on the ground, that weapons of mass destruction existed, and did not want
certainty to be questioned or undermined. They were looking for an excuse to adopt an anticipatory war strategy
for dealing with terrorists everywhere. They misquoted Daniel Webster in order to justify preemptive war, citing a
passage Walzer had carefully analyzed in his first book on just wars.16 Walzer rightly distinguishes preemptive
from preventive war, and says Bush was adopting the latter (where a threat is not imminent) while talking of the
former.17

Even humanitarian intervention was not justified in Saddam’s case, since his major human rights violations,
against the Kurds and after the 1991 war, were over, not ongoing, and invasion to punish rather than prevent
atrocities is very hard to justify. If Saddam had resumed his mass killings in the presence of inspectors and in
defiance of flyovers, this would have provided a genuine casus belli. Walzer has condemned the lack (or the
listlessness) of intervention to stop such killing in Rwanda and Haiti (and he would now add, no doubt, Darfur).
But these cases do not offer true parallels to the Iraq war, where Bush made humanitarian motives the casus belli
only after weapons of mass destruction failed to turn up:

Now that a zone of (relative) safety has been carved out for the Kurds in the North, there is no compelling case
to be made for humanitarian intervention in Iraq. The Baghdad regime is brutally repressive and morally repug-
nant, certainly; but it is not engaged in mass murder or ethnic cleansing; there are governments as bad (well,
almost as bad) all over the world.

Walzer wrote that in September 2002, before the inspectors were readmitted. Once they did reenter the country,
his argument was obviously even stronger. He was unequivocal in saying that war at that time would be unjust:

If the dithering and delay go on and on—if the inspectors don’t return or if they return but can’t work effec-
tively; if the threat of enforcement is not made credible; and if our allies are unwilling to act— then many of us
will probably end up, very reluctantly, supporting the war the Bush administration seems so eager to fight. Right
now, however, there are other things to do, and there is still time to do them. The administration’s war is neither
just nor necessary.

2. In bello. On the very eve of war (March 7, 2003), Walzer already saw what many people would recognize
only much later, that “the administration seems to have no exit strategy, no contingency plans to stop the march”

16 Michael Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, third edition (Basic Books, 2000), pp. 74-75.
17 Vitoria condemned preventive war: “It is quite unacceptable that a person should be killed for a sin he has yet to commit.” See
Vitoria, Political Writings, pp. 315-316.
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KpbITbikaBay abmeaBaHbl xapakTap anapaublsly y PyaHase i Maiui (cEHbHst éH, 6e3ymoyHa, faaay 6bl ga ratara cbhicy
i Oapdyp) i Hepaluy4yackLb, 3b sIKOW siHbI BAnicA. Ane napaneni 3 ratbiMi kaHdnikTami y ipaukiM BbiNagKy HeOap3YHbis,
60 Byl abeecbLiy rymaHiTapHyto katacTpody najcraBal BalHbl TOMNbKi MAackns Taro, Sk TaMm He 3HanLwni 36poi MacaBara
NapaXXsHbHS:

“CE&HbH$, Kani Y BbIHIKy LUMaTIiKiXx HaMmaraHbHSAY A58 KypAay CTBOpaHasi 30Ha agHOCHa HebsicbnedHara npakbiBaHb-
HS Ha noyaHi, HAMa Gonbll cyp’é&3Hai HeabxogHachkLUi ¥ rymaHiTapHal anapaubli y Ipaky. bargaaski paxeim 6accnpavHa
panpaciyHbl i Mapanésa arigHbl, ane éH He YYblHse MacaBbix 3aborcTBay abo aTHIYHbIX YbICTaK; Takix PaKbiMay y CbBeLe
wmar.”

Yonuap Hanicay rata ¥ BepacbHi 2002 rogy, Aa Taro, Ak iHCnakTapay 3Hoy nycbuini ¥ Ipak. MNaceknsa ratan napsei sro
aprymMmaHT crayca aw4ys 6onblu BaxkiM. EH HeaByXCOHCOYHa 3aaynsy, WTO pacnadblHalle BaliHy Ha TOW MOMaHT 6bIno
Hecnpassanisa:

“Kani npausrHyuua xictaHbHi i 3aTpbIMKi, Kani iHcnakTapbl HA BepHyuua Y Ipak abo BepHyuua, ane Hs 300MeloUb Tam
adhaKThlyHa NpauaBalb, kani Cagam Hs ycnpbiMe ycyp’é3 narpo3y BaickoBaw anapaupli i kani Hallbist XxaypychHiki Oyayub
raToBbl Aa aKTblyHbIX A3€AHbHSAY, Tadbl WUMAT XTO 3b BAmMikak HeaxsoTan NaaTpbiMae BaviHy, pacnadaub Ky Tak iMK-
Heuua aamiHicTpaubls Bywa. 3apas akTyanbHbls iHLWbIA Cnpaesbl, | ¥ HAc écbLb Yac, kab ix 3pabiub. BaliHa, skyto nnsHye
amMapblKaHCKasn agMiHicTpaublsi, HS TOMbKi HecrnpaBaaiBasi, ane v HenaTtpabHas.

2. In bello. HanapapagHi BanHbl, 7 cakasika 2003 rogy, Yonuap npagka3say Toe, LUTOo yce 3pa3yMeni ToNbKi 3HayHa nasb-
Hel, a MeHaBiTa, “WTo Yy agMiHiCTpaupli HIbbITa HAMa NNSHY afacTyny, ansTapHaTblyHara [BanHe] BapbiaHTY.” Kani BaviHa
pacnayanacs, &H ynayHeHa cbubBApaxay: “BanHa, skylo BagyLUb aMapblkaHubl, Hecnpassanisas... BanHa, yac sakon He
npbiCbney, HA MoXa niyblluua cnpassanisan.”

3. Post bellum. “AkynaubliHbisi BOWCKi, BSAoMa, Mapanésa abaBsidaHblsl cyp’€3Ha 3agymeauua, WTo siHbl pobsiup y
iHWam kpaiHe. BigaBouHa, WITO Mbl He nNpanwwni ratan npasepki.” “Cnpassaanisas akynaublsi BbiMarae rpoLian, a He npbl-
HOCiLb 3axomnHikam npbibbiTak.” Y KoXHal BaliHe, WTO nNpayaa, Ecblb CBae “MACLOBbIsS kapliaki’, Teif, XTO cnagsseuua
ckapbICTalp 3 cbiTyaubli. Y BbiNnaaky 3b Ipakam By i aro ypagoyubl akTblyHa CNakymniowLb Ha HacTpoi bonbluan YacTubl
anekTapaTy. AHbl CbUbBAPIKaOLb, LTO HACYLb Ipaky AoMakpaThIio, HaM YCiM Npbl r3ThIM 3acTaelua TomnbKi cnagasasauua
Ha ix nocbnex. Ane 3apas BijaBo4Ha, LITO NnepLl 3a YCé amapblkaHUbl NpEIHECHSTi TYAbl CBalo Madarnb KaniTaniamy...

Pa3sbmepkaBaHbHE BalCKOBbIX KaHTpakTay capog 6miskix ga ynagel kamnadisy HA Moxa He abypaub... [3 ratan maTan]
nenw 3a ycé obino 6 3bBAPHYLLIA Aa BagoMan GeccTapoHHam MixkHapoaHan apraHisaubli, abo xaust 6 cTBapbiLb KaHrpa-
CaBy0 KaMiCito Na raTbiM MblTaHbHI.

3b iHWwara 60oky, Yonuap ynayHeHbl, LUTO A3sipXKaBa-3aBaéyHila Hsce afKkasHacbLb 3@ Xaoc, NpblHECEHbI € BOMCKaM Ha
3axOMeHyIo TAPbITOPbLIK, | TaMy HS Mae npaBsa BbIBECbL iX Y 3pyyHs! Ang csabe MomaHT. Takis A3esHbHi Obini 6 BbiwaniLLan
HecnpaBsaniBacbLIo, sikasi BAHYae yce acTaTHis.

Yonuap npbiBoasilb NepakaHay4bls aprymMaHTbl Cynpalb Taro, WTo pacnayblHaHbHe, BAA3€HbHE | 3aKaHY9HbHE BaWHbI
Obini cnpaBsianiebif. Ane gabiyca éH HA Gonbluara 3a Batbikan. Tamy Ui He 3baynsioLLa Siro apryMaHThl FaTKiMi )X 6eccaH-
COYHbIMI, SIK i TacTynaTbl TAOPLIi cnpaBsaniBan BavHbl? Cnaassiocs, WwWTo He. Mapasbl He na3baynsawoub Hac ag cknagaHblx
MapanésbIX MblITaHbHAY, a yonuap y3abiMae abcantoTora HOBbIS MblTaHbHI. Aro MepkaBaHbHI, LUTO Aa BaviHbl, MiX iHLIbIM
npblkNaganbHbla i Y iHWbBIX cpapax icCHaBaHbHA cyvacHawm AamMakpaTblyHan A3ApxaBsbl.

[amakpaTtblyHas BanHa

Haiesanikwas sacnyra Yonuapa, HanayHa, — Aro BpTaHbHe Aa npabnemsl Taro, XTo Mae KaMnaTaHLbIIo abssaLyaLs
BalHy. Tbisi, XTO Bblpallbly, LUTO r3TbiM NpaBaM Banofae HaublsgHanbHas A3apxasa, nacbnswanics. Y gsMakpaTblyHan
KpaiHe KipaBaLb Mycilb Hapoa. Tamy naBiHHEI €H Bbl3HaYaLb, CNpaBsAiBas BaviHa Ui He? HaeaT Mbicbnapbl Aaa3amakpa-
TbIYHbIX Yacoy, Takis sik BiTopblé i Cyapas, agka3sani Ha raTae nblTaHbHE cTaHoy4a, a nagyac HiopHOaprckara npauacy
Obina y3bHATasa npabnema maykniBara nagnapagkaBaHbHA Hapoday HecnpaBsaniBbiM BoiHam. 18 Yonuap agsHavae, WTo
ypag 3LWA, xagatoybl na3pberHyup Wbipokara HesagaBanbHeHbHs1 Boibapam Ha KapbiCbLib BaviHbl, Nacnpabasay pa3bme-
)aBaub BasiBaHbHE | A3MaKpaTbiYHbIA Npaudaypsl. [Nackns agmeHbl abaBaskoBan criyk6bl ¥ BOMCKY YNbIBOBbIS rpaMag-
3aHe 6onbL He Basnica BoviHay 3a Mexami kpaiHbl. ABSIL@HbHI BbIKapbICTOYBaLb ManapbI3bIKOYHYH0 TaKTbIKy NaBeTpaHbIX
yAapay i Hacy4acHyo BalCKOBYIO TAXHIKy HakipaBaHbls Ha Toe, kab naMeHLUbILb KOMbKacbLib axBsipay CApoA CBaix xay-
Hepay i pbI3blKy ANA KOXHara 3b ix acabicta ¥ BaHe, sKylo pacnayay ix ypad. Yonuap HasblBae arigHan cbiTyalblto, Kani
3abiBauUb MOXHa 3b HsA3HaYHaNM Hebsicbnekan ans cabe. Takis A3esiHbHI 6onbll Nagbixoassiub cHanepy abo HanmaHamy
3aboruy, YbiM KambaTaHTy.

Bonblw A3eicHbl 3axaf, kab He Aanycbliub yaseny nog3en y npauace NpbIHALbLSA palsHbHAY — CEHbHSLLIHI KynbT
caKkpaTHacbLi. Ham kaxyub, LITO Mbl MyCiM BepbILb HallbIM NpaBagbipam, 60 HA MOXaM KaMMnaTaHTHa auaHiub ix pawa-
HbHi. Jlingan [koHcaH raBapbly, WTO Kani 6 ntoasi Begani Toe, WTo Begay éH, To yxsanini 6 siro AsesHbHi ¥ BieTHame. Ane
Hapody Sro cakpaThl Bedalb Obino Hemnbra. [HpapMaubis “knsckigikaBanacsa”. MNMacbns Taro, Sk craplbiHa A6’saHaHara
wraby kamanasaHbHs 3LUA nactasiy nag cymHey HeabxogHacbUb MpbirataBaHbHAY Aa BaviHbl Y [3pcbig3kan 3artoubl,
[3spxayHbl cakpatap [hkavimc bankep 3asBiy, LUTO Aro MepkaBaHbHe Ha Tpaba Gpaup nag yeary, 60 Ton yxo gayri yac
HA Mey JOCTyny Aa Aaf3eHbiX BbiBedKi. AK Tagbl MOXaM Mbl 3 BaMi, MPOCTbISI CbMSIPOTHbISI, MeLb Ha raThbl KOHT CBae
Aymki? MokpbiBa cakpaTHackLUi abapoHiub ynaay aa niobbix aprymaHTay i 3akigay. Kani y amapbikaHckara MiHicTpa axoBbl
3pgapoy’s Tomi TomcaHa cnbiTani, Yamy éH, katanik, abapaHsie BaviHy, Skyto 3raHiy [lana, ypagoyua agkasay: “lpa Toe, WwTo
Aseeuua y Ipaky, Mbl Begaem 3HavHa 6onbLu 3a Many”.

34bIMaHbHI0 agKasHachLi 3 ynaabl crpbisie 1 LUbBepa)XaHbHe, LUTO NPa3blA3HT — “Hall BAPXOYHbI ranoyHakamaHayoubl”,
AKOMy Mbl abaBsidaHbisi NagnapagkoyBaLlla, a Hs HecbLi nepag iM agkasHacbLb Sk rpamaaasiHe. MNaBoane KaHCTbITYLbli

18 'n. Bitopbié, “ManiTbluHblg TBOpLI”, cT. 307: “Kani BaiHa nagaelua cy6’ekTy BiaBoyHa HecrnpaBsianiBaii, EH HA MycCillb BasiBaLlb,
HaBarT Kani Toe My 3arafBae Banagap.”
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to war. When the war began, he could say firmly, “America’s war is unjust.... A war fought before its time is not
a just war.”

3. Post bellum. “Surely occupying powers are morally bound to think seriously about what they are going to do
in someone else’s country. That moral test we have obviously failed to meet.” “A just occupation costs money; it
does not make money.” Admittedly, war always has its peripheral scavengers, its opportunistic camp followers.

In the Iraqgi case, however, President Bush and his advisers seem committed to profiteering at the center. They
claim to be bringing democracy to Iraq, and we all have to hope that they succeed. But with much greater speed
and effectiveness, they have brought to Iraq the crony capitalism that now prevails in Washington....

The distribution of contracts to politically connected American companies is a scandal.... An international
agency of proven impartiality would be best [in awarding contracts], but even American regulators, under con-
gressional mandate, would be an improvement over no regulators at all.

On the other hand, Walzer says, a conquering nation is responsible for the chaos it has introduced into a con-
quered nation, and cannot leave when it suits the conqueror’s convenience. That would be adding a crowning
injustice to all the prior injustices.

Walzer made very good arguments against the justice of the war’s commencement, conduct, and conclusion.
But he was no more successful in his opposition than was the Vatican. So are his arguments as useless as those
of the tradition? | hope not. We are not exempted from pressing moral claims even by defeat, and he supplies
us with better moral claims than we have experienced in the past. Besides, his arguments over war go to many
other concerns with democracy in the centralized modern state.

Democratic War

Perhaps the greatest service Walzer has performed is to reopen the question of competent authority for declar-
ing war. That problem was prema-turely set aside by those who thought the nation-state had settled it. In a de-
mocracy, the people are supposed to be the ultimate authority. Shouid they be the judges of a war’s legitimacy?
Even proto-democratic thinkers like Vitoria and Suarez thought that they should, and Nuremberg principles raise
the problem of popular complicity in immoral wars.18 Walzer notes that the United States government, anticipat-
ing popular resistance to wars of choice, has tried to insulate warmaking from the democratic process. Abolishing
the draft made influential citizens less concerned with service abroad. The promise of low-risk air strikes and
technological “smart war” is meant to reduce the casualty rate and minimize the people’s stake in whatever wars
their rulers might decide on. Walzer finds it repugnant to kill others with small risk of being killed in return—that
is more the role of a sniper or assassin than of a combatant.

A more serious way of keeping citizens out of the decision process is the modern cult of secrecy. We must,
we are told, trust our leaders to make decisions we are not qualified to evaluate. Lyndon Johnson said that if we
knew what he did, we would approve his actions in Vietham—but we could not know. The information was “classi-
fied.” When a former chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff criticized the preparations for the Gulf War, Secretary of
State James Baker said his comments should be disregarded because he was no longer cleared to read the lat-
est intelligence reports. If a man with those credentials is dismissed, how can humble citizen | or humble citizen
you have any right to an opinion? Secrecy is a shield against every other authority or challenge. When Secretary
of Health and Human Services Tommy Thompson was asked how he, a Catholic, could defend a war the Pope
condemned, he answered: “We have much better information than the Pope about what’s going on inside Iraq.”

The disqualifying of challenges to authority is furthered by the claim that the President is “our commander in
chief,” to whom we owe a military obedience, not a citizen’s responsibility. The Constitution says that the presi-
dent is “commander in chief of the army and navy of the United States, and of the militia of the several states
when called into the actua! service of the United States.” Putting the nation in a state of permanent war turns
dissent into disloyalty and criticism into treason. The fear of being considered insufficiently deferential to the high
priests of classified information leaves politicians and the public vulnerable to lies from the top. Even William
Fulbright endorsed Lyndon Johnson’s lies when he voted for the Tonkin Gulf Resolution. Only Senators Wayne
Morse and Ernest Gruening were courageous enough to defy the President and vote against it. You would think
that this experience would make senators wary of George W. Bush—but, no, John Kerry and Hillary Clinton voted
to give him authority to make war in Iraq. The role of Morse and Gruening was left to Senator Bob Graham and
my own state’s sainted senator, Richard Durbin. Kerry later said he expected Bush to be responsible in his use
of the authority given him. What on the record could have justified such an expectation?

Walzer argued in his 1977 book that much of the American intelligentsia abdicated its responsibility to chal-
lenge the assurances of the government during the Vietnam War.19 That charge applied to experts in and outside
government. Robert McNamara should have told us he had doubts when that would have affected events—not
thirty years later. | suppose we can expect a similar performance from Colin Powell—the loyal enabler turning at
last into the ex post facto penitent. Democrats have been so chary of challenging the President that they have
allowed the Bush administration to extend secrecy on an unparalleled scale. When the Democrats still had a
majority in the Senate, they would not issue subpoenas to find out who was advising Vice President Cheney on
energy policy. Health care statistics were kept secret.

Anything that might be embarrassing to a president is now treated as a national security issue—weakening
him, it is said, will hamper his dealings with foreign powers. Unless we treat him as infallible, foes will see him

18 See Vitoria, Political Writings, p. 307: “If the war seems patently unjust to the subject, he must not fight, even if he is ordered to
do so by the prince.”
19 Walzer, Just and Unjust Wars, pp. 287-303.
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“npa3blgaHT HabbiBae cTaTyc ranoyHakamaHgytodara Borickam i onotam 3LA, a Takcama y3HadanbBae Miniublio Hekarnb-
KiX LWTaTay, kani éH 3aknikaHbl ¥ Bovicka 3LUA”. Y kpaiHe, sikas 3Haxopgsiuua y cTaHe HsiCnblHHAM BalHbI, HA3roaa ycnpbl-
Maeuua K HenagnapagkaBaHbHe, a KpbITblka cTaeuua 3gpagan. bosasb nagauua HegacTtaTkoBa agdaHbIMi Kypey BARiKiX
npaeagblipoy pobilb nNaniTeikay i rpaMmagskacbLlb 6e3abapoHHbIMI Nepag irmkbiar iHdapmaubisii 3eBepxy. HaBaTt Yinbam
dynbpanT cBaéii NnagTpbiMKan pasantoupbli npa TaHKIHCKYHO 3aTOKy MaykniBa naragsiycst 3 nagmaHam, yubiHeHbIM JliHaa-
Ham [xoHcaHaM. | Tonbki caHaTapam YanHy Mopcy i OpHacTy IpyiHry xanina my>HacbLi, kKab KiHyLb BbIKIIK NP33bIAJHTY i
nparanacasaup cynpaub. MoxHa 6bino 6 naniybiub, WTO ropki 4OCbBe NagKaxa CEHbHSLHIM CoHaTapaM HacbLspoXaHa
nacrasiuua aa iHiubIsTbiBbl Bylwia manogwara, ane ag6sinocs iHwae — hxoH Kepol i Xinapsl KniHtan agaani ceae ranachbl
3a BanHy Y lpaky. Ponsi Mopca i 'pyiHra gactanacsa caHatapam boby paxamy i npagcTtayHiky mairo wrata — “CbBATO-
My-nakyTHiky” Pbelvapay Oap6iny. Ma3bHen Kepbl 3as8Biy, WwTo Yakae ag bywa agkasHara ctayneHbHs a BblkazaHara simy
Aasepy. LlikaBa, Ha YbiM rpyHTaBanicsi Aro cnagsesbl?

Y cBaén kHise 1977 rogy Yonuap AaBopagsiy, Wwto 6onbluackLb amapblKaHcKal iHTanireHLbli HA BblkaHana cBoi abassa3sak,
a MeHaBiTa, He 3maranacs cynpaub adilbliHalk npanaraHabl Nagyac BieTHamckan BanHbl. 19 AbBiHaBauyBaHbHe afpaca-
Banacs sk ypagoyuam, Tak i cnaublianictam, WTO He YBaxoasini y cknag kabiHaTty. Pobept MakHamapa myciy Bbikasaupb
CBae CyMHEBbI HAKOHT BaWlHbI, Kani Aro cnoebl Marni HewwTa 3bMsHilb, a He npa3s 30 rog. MHe 3gaeuua, Tas X cbiTyaubls
naytopbiuua 3 KoniHam Mayanam, agaaHeiM BblkaHayLuaMm 3aragay, siki y»ko post facto naBiHiycsa Y cBaix A3esaHbHAX. [1a3-
MaKpaTbl HAaCTONbKi Hepallyya cynpaubCTasni Npa3blA3HTY, WTO AA3BONIMi Aro agMmiHicTpaubli AaBeckLi CakpaTHacbLb Aa
HeBeparogHblx namepay. Kani gamakpatbl w43 meni 6onbliacskub y CaHaue, AHbl Yamycbli He naxkagani Bblknikaub Y
cyA nioasen, Akia 6 pacnassani, XTo KaHCynsTaeay BiLd-npasblgaHTa [bika YalHi na nNbiTaHbHAX SHIpreTblvHam nanitoiki. Y
cakpaLe 3axaBani i CTaTbICTbIKy Na axoBe 34apoy’a.

Ycé, WTo MoXa nalukoasiub Npa3blA3HTY, CEHbHSA 3amMoy4Baellua naj NpbIKpbIUbUEM A3sipxayHan TanHbel. Hdapma-
Ublsl, sikast acnabiub Aro Nasbiubli, HIGbITa NaropLbIUb iMIAX NP33blA3HTa HA MiXXHapoaHan apaHe. Kani Mbl He abBecbLiM
Aro HenarpalHbIM, Bopari nanivyaub NpasbiasHTa 6esganamoxHbiM. Liepas Toe, WTo gsmakpaTbisl Hs MoXa icHaBaub 6e3
ajKasHachbLi, a agkasHacbLb 3abscbnedbilb HEMarybiMa, Kani A3esHbHi, 3a SKis ypaj Mycilb Hecbli agka3HacbLlpb, 3a-
cakpadaHbis. Y BbIHiKY cripaBaafiBasi BaiHa cTaeuua HeMardbiMan, 60 HSMa gactaTtkoBa npaBaMoLlHan ynaabl, kab sie
pacnadaub. Bobpas npa3bigaHTa, ski abeslYae BOVHbLI HA NafacTaBe afHabakoBal iHapmaubli, Na acabicTeiM BbiOapsl,
a He 3bIxoA3sAybl 3 ab’ekTblyHaln HeabxogHackLi, i CTaBiuLa Aa cBaix CynepHikay sk Aa Boparay Asspxasbl, — 6onblu He
cloppaanicTbliuHas NpblgymMKa. Yonuap nacyHyy npabnemy cnpaBsianiBai BaviHbl 3 naniTel4Ham napbichapbli ¥ cambl LdHTap
ObICKYCii Npa A3MaKpaThbIio.

lepaknay 3 aHeenbckae AnsikcaH0ap MapmbiHay

19 Yonuap, “CnpaBagnibisi i HecnpaBsgnisbls BoviHbI”, cT. 287-303.
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as powerless. Since democracy is impossible without accountability, and accountability is impossible if secrecy
hides the acts to be held accountable, making a just war may become impossible for lack of a competent demo-
cratic authority to declare it. A president who can make a war of choice, not of necessity, at his pleasure, on the
basis of privileged information, treating his critics as enemies of the state, is no longer a surreal fantasy. Walzer
has moved the concerns over just war from the periphery of political theory to the very center of our democratic
dilemma.
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