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	The Just War Theory was first developed by St. Augustine, but Thomas Aquinas developed the theory further into what we can understand it as today.  By looking at the theory itself, we can determine whether it is acceptable, and, if so, which wars from the last century would be considered just under the defensible theory.
	There are two aspects of criteria within the Just War Theory that determine the defensibility of the war.  The first, jus ad bellum, includes 6 sections.  To be considered just, a war must be fought on legitimate authority.  This means that it must come from proper authority, such as the state or another justifiable leader.  Second, the cause itself must be just, rather than for selfish reasons or to exercise power.  Examples include protecting the innocent, or supporting rights.  Third, the war should “have right intention.”[footnoteRef:1]  This essentially dictates that war should not be waged for the sake of killing.  Criteria 2 and 3 both stipulate that the reasons for fighting must be stronger than the prima facie duty to not injure or murder others.  Fourth, the war must be a last resort.  All other options must be exhausted before devolving into warfare.  Finally, “there must be a reasonable hope of justice, or chance of success.”[footnoteRef:2]  A pointless war, again, would not create a stronger reason than prima facie duties.   [1:  Thinkingfaith.org]  [2:  Ibid.] 

	The second aspect of criteria, jus in bello, contains 2 additional sections under which wars must fall in order to be considered just.  The sixth criterion is that “there must be discrimination.”[footnoteRef:3]  There should be as little to no effect on non-combatants.  Seventh dictates that there is proportion within the war – this is the idea that the good that comes of fighting outweighs the harm done.  This principle is one that is found commonly throughout Aquinas’s work, especially in the Summa Theologica.   [3:  Ibid.] 

	Understanding what exactly the Just War Theory is, we can begin to unpack it as legitimate and acceptable.  Based on the ideas and principles of justice throughout ancient philosophy, this theory is acceptable because it is a moral obligation of societies to correct situations of injustice.  We have read various philosophers, all of whom maintain that it is wholly necessary for citizens to look inwards on their own self and understand their reason, which is applied in the Just War Theory.  Apart from an enemy’s misdeeds, the society that chooses to rise up and fight, despite understanding the prima facie obligation to avoid killing at all costs, must be able to understand its own intentions that justify the action.  This idea dictates that objectives for the war and expectations of results are not only necessary, but are required before a society can move forward with war.  
	As to which wars within the last century can be applied to a defensible Just War Theory, I would agree with Jeff McMahan in that the recent wars in the Middle East, as well as those in Vietnam and Korea, are almost certainly not within the boundaries of the Just War Theory.  In his New York Times opinion piece, McMahan argues that “most recent wars have not been the sort to which the Theory most readily applies… Many have instead been between the regular army of a state and “rogue” forces not under the control of any state.”[footnoteRef:4]  This statement is descriptive especially of terrorist organizations such as Al Qaeda, and the guerilla-style warfare used in the 1950s and 1960s in Korea and Vietnam.  Also problematic in the new age of ‘conflict’ in the Middle East is the subject of new technologies.  Technology now has the capability to wipe out entire towns from halfway around the world; causing massive casualty to not only the aggressor but, inevitably, to innocent non-combatants as well.  This is a clear violation of the sixth criterion, which stipulated that there is discrimination in wars.   [4:  New York Times] 

	The Just War Theory does, however, apply to the two world wars, earlier in the 20th century.  In both situations, there was clear aggression that was causing injustice.  It became the moral obligation of the various allied powers to put an end to the injustice, which resulted in massive casualties, but also an end to horrific and unjust practices, such as the Holocaust.  The world wars follow the jus ad bellum criteria nearly perfectly; and despite not necessarily following the sixth criterion of discrimination, the wars did fulfil the seventh expectation of proportionality.  
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