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The morality of war is a complex and often contentious topic that has preoccupied
philosophers, theologians, and political theorists for centuries. Brian Orend, a prominent
scholar in the field of just war theory, provides a nuanced examination of the ethical
dimensions of warfare. His work not only challenges conventional wisdom but also urges a
reevaluation of how we think about the morality of war in contemporary society. This
article will delve into Orend's key ideas, the principles of just war theory, and the
implications of his views for modern conflicts.

Understanding Just War Theory

Just War Theory is a doctrine of military ethics that seeks to ensure that the reasons for
going to war (jus ad bellum) and the conduct within war (jus in bello) are morally
justifiable. Brian Orend's contributions to this theory are significant, as he emphasizes the
importance of ethical considerations in warfare.

Key Principles of Just War Theory

Orend highlights several core principles that define Just War Theory:

1. Just Cause: A war must be fought for a reason that is morally defensible. Common just
causes include self-defense, protection of innocent life, and the defense of human rights.

2. Legitimate Authority: Only duly constituted authorities can wage war. This principle
underscores the importance of political legitimacy and accountability in the decision to go
to war.

3. Right Intention: The motivations behind the war must be noble. This means that even if
a war has a just cause, it cannot be pursued for selfish or malevolent reasons.

4. Probability of Success: There should be a reasonable chance of success in the war
effort. Engaging in a conflict that is doomed to fail can lead to unnecessary suffering.

5. Last Resort: War should only be undertaken after all other means of resolving the
conflict have been exhausted. This principle advocates for diplomacy and negotiation
before resorting to violence.

6. Proportionality: The anticipated benefits of waging war must outweigh the expected
harms. This principle requires careful consideration of the potential consequences of
military action.



Orend's Perspective on the Morality of War

Brian Orend presents a compelling case for the moral evaluation of war. He argues that
war, while inherently tragic, can be justified under certain circumstances. His perspective
revolves around the idea that ethical considerations must inform not only the decision to
go to war but also the conduct of warfare itself.

War as a Moral Dilemma

Orend acknowledges that war poses profound moral dilemmas. For instance, the decision
to engage in a military intervention often involves weighing the potential loss of life
against the possibility of preventing greater atrocities. He emphasizes the need for a
moral framework that guides these difficult decisions.

1. The Tragedy of War: Orend suggests that war is an extraordinary moral failure, a
situation where society is forced to confront its darkest impulses. This acknowledgment
does not eliminate the possibility of justifiable war but serves as a reminder of its gravity.

2. Moral Responsibility: Individuals and nations must take responsibility for their actions
in war. This includes not only the decision to go to war but also the conduct of military
operations, the treatment of civilians, and the aftermath of conflict.

Contemporary Applications of Orend's Theories

Orend's insights into the morality of war have profound implications for contemporary
conflicts. His work encourages a critical evaluation of recent military interventions and
the ethical frameworks that underpin them.

The War on Terror

One of the most significant contemporary conflicts is the so-called "War on Terror."
Orend's principles offer valuable guidance for analyzing the moral legitimacy of actions
taken in this context.

- Just Cause: The initial justification for the War on Terror was rooted in self-defense
following the September 11 attacks. However, the ongoing nature of the conflict raises
questions about whether subsequent interventions maintain a just cause.

- Right Intention: Critics have argued that motivations behind certain military actions,
such as regime change, diverge from the initial goal of combating terrorism. This shift in
intent can complicate the moral justification of military actions.

- Proportionality and Last Resort: The prolonged nature of the War on Terror calls for a
careful reassessment of whether military actions continue to meet the criteria of



proportionality and last resort. Orend’s framework encourages policymakers to consider
alternatives to armed conflict.

Humanitarian Interventions

Another area where Orend's theories apply is humanitarian interventions. These actions
are often justified through the lens of protecting human rights and preventing genocide.

- Just Cause and Right Intention: Humanitarian interventions can be morally justified, but
they require a clear and compelling just cause. Additionally, the motivations behind these
interventions must be altruistic rather than self-serving.

- Legitimate Authority: The role of international organizations, such as the United Nations,
is crucial in legitimizing humanitarian interventions. Orend stresses the importance of
multilateral cooperation in ensuring that such actions are morally and legally sound.

Challenges to Just War Theory

While Orend's contributions to Just War Theory are significant, there are inherent
challenges and criticisms that warrant discussion.

Critiques of Just War Theory

1. Realism vs. Idealism: Critics argue that Just War Theory is overly idealistic and does not
account for the realities of international politics. Realists contend that states often act in
their self-interest, regardless of moral principles.

2. The Problem of Non-combatants: The principle of proportionality raises difficult
questions about the treatment of non-combatants in war. Critics argue that civilian
casualties are often inevitable, leading to moral dilemmas that Just War Theory struggles
to address.

3. Changing Nature of Warfare: The rise of asymmetric warfare, cyber warfare, and
terrorism complicates traditional notions of just war. Orend's framework must adapt to
these evolving realities to remain relevant.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the morality of war is a multifaceted issue that demands careful
consideration and ethical scrutiny. Brian Orend's contributions to Just War Theory provide
a critical framework for evaluating the moral dimensions of warfare. His principles
emphasize the need for just causes, legitimate authority, right intentions, and
proportionality in military actions.



As contemporary conflicts continue to unfold, Orend's insights serve as a valuable
resource for policymakers, scholars, and citizens alike. The challenge lies in applying
these principles to real-world situations, acknowledging the complexities and moral
dilemmas that arise in the context of war. Ultimately, a commitment to ethical
considerations in warfare can help guide humanity toward more just and humane
outcomes in the face of conflict.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is Brian Orend's main argument regarding the
morality of war?
Brian Orend argues that war can be morally justified under certain conditions, particularly
through the lens of just war theory, which outlines criteria such as just cause,
proportionality, and the distinction between combatants and non-combatants.

How does Orend differentiate between just and unjust
wars?
Orend differentiates between just and unjust wars by evaluating the legitimacy of the
reasons for going to war, such as self-defense or protecting human rights, against wars
driven by aggression or conquest.

What role does civilian protection play in Orend's
analysis of war morality?
Civilian protection is a crucial aspect of Orend's analysis, as he emphasizes that moral
warfare must prioritize the safety of non-combatants and adhere to principles that limit
harm to civilians.

How does Orend address the issue of military
interventions?
Orend discusses military interventions by asserting that they can be morally permissible if
they are conducted to prevent significant harm or injustice, but must be carefully justified
to avoid unnecessary violence.

What implications does Orend's moral framework have
for contemporary conflicts?
Orend's moral framework suggests that contemporary conflicts should be evaluated on
ethical grounds, pushing for accountability and adherence to just war principles, which
can influence international law and humanitarian efforts.
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