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Preface to the First Edition  

This publication accounts for a result of at least fifteen years of systematic re-
search on the idea of humanitarian intervention. This is combined with scru-
pulous observations of the way the Syrian conflict has unfolded for the last ten 
years, collecting, and analyzing information about the principal belligerents in-
volved on the ground, commenting on research on the changing dynamics of 
the local, regional, and global dimensions, which coincided with intense work 
aimed at polishing my methods and methodology.  

It opens up the discussion related to the nature of the humanitarian in-
tervention, to provide this concept’s working definition(s), explains the cen-
tral controversy around this concept, brings to the fore various concepts re-
lated to the way the global architecture of power has been arranged in the 
UN-based security system, and finally touches upon several critical socio-po-
litical dimensions that affect the deliberations on the way the international 
community can be led to a decision to intervene on humanitarian grounds in 
any given conflict zone, or not. 

The critical component that empowers the research in question is applying 
a strengthened ontological method to help us examine how the idea of humani-
tarian intervention is coming into being, into existence, and how it transforms 
into reality. A new conclusion that will be reached will arrive only after a careful 
merger of selected IR traditions with various philosophical approaches, through 
investigations and broader debate by borrowing the brains of some of the most 
recognizable IR thinkers and many philosophers in the field. This will allow us to 
appeal to various scholars from all schools of thought within IR theory and phi-
losophy to come up with a new political ontology that offers a new contemplative 
horizon of investigations that requires a full commitment to a systematic, relent-
less, and genuine pursuit of truth regarding the idea of humanitarian intervention 
in general and the inquiry into the main reasons why this idea was not tried during 
the various stages of the Syrian conflict in particular.  

This text is designed for use in a wide variety of courses: international 
relations theory, international political theory, applied ethics, moral philoso-
phy, and experimental philosophy. It aspires to provide a valuable new con-
tribution to these rapidly developing fields of research. Subsequently, this 
project is also dedicated to everyone interested in expanding their explanatory 
horizons and challenging their preconceived notions of truth in the realm of 
international relations. 

Sofia, Bulgaria     Piotr Pietrzak     April 2021 
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Introduction 

The world will always remember the situation in which the peacekeepers 
from the Netherlands stood idle and watched the cruelties against the Tutsi 
population during the Rwandan genocide (1994), but this is not an anomaly. 
It is an example exposing a much broader problem. There is already a hefty 
list of the UN-based contemporary security system’s failures to act to prevent 
such humanitarian emergencies. For my generation, the Syrian humanitarian 
emergency is more familiar and will constitute a primary example of such 
failure, for despite the fact that throughout various stages of this conflict, 
many political commentators, activists, and decision-makers have called for a 
humanitarian reaction to put an end to the increased brutality of all sides in-
volved, the international community has shown a far-reaching restraint in this 
respect (maybe with the exception of the anti-ISIS US-led intervention of 
2014, but even this intervention was predominantly designed to deal with this 
organization’s brutalities in neighboring Iraq, and largely ignored Bashar al-
Assad crimes against his own citizens in Syria committed in the initial part of 
the Syrian Arab Spring).  

The main debate in question is already far broader than just a case study 
deliberation on the consequences of inaction (in the respect of this or any 
other conflict), for we are likely to see many similar man-made humanitarian 
emergencies in the future, and we need to be ready to face such problems as 
they emerge, preferably in the early stages, so they are more controllable.  

This is why, the publication begins with a systematic ontological inquiry 
into the research on the idea of humanitarian intervention that seeks a credi-
ble explanation of what this concept accounts for and under what circum-
stances it could be implemented in the similar conflict zones in the foresee-
able future to protect the civilian populations exposed to various brutalities 
in any given domestic conflict. This research hopes to look at this concept 
with a fresher and clearer outlook that befriends wisdom and shows a much 
stronger commitment to launching much stronger truth-searching initiatives 
in the realm of IR theory to equip policymakers, decision-makers, field prac-
titioners, philosophers, and politicians with a practical, tangible, and clear 
manual on the policy options in various unfolding humanitarian emergencies.  

It advocates in favor of a new opening in the ontological thinking in our 
discipline and suggests that there is a considerable need for more frequent 
use of such a mode of thinking in various ad hoc investigations. Unfor-
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tunately, the problems that we face today are rather serious, for our discipline 
exhibits the lack of the broader consensus about the systematic application 
of the IR theory as a consistent unit of in-depth analysis of various conflict-
based situations. Not to mention the nature of the disagreements over the 
way in which we verify the tangibility and truthfulness of our findings. For 
instance, according to Robert O. Keohane “scientific success (by extension 
in IR theory) is not the attainment of an objective truth, but the attainment 
of a wider agreement on descriptive facts and causal relationships, based on 
transparent and replicable methods” (Keohane, 1998). This is not particularly 
characteristic to Keohane, for this type of thinking seems to be very charac-
teristic of many IR scholars; Keohane has just chosen to be very transparent 
and straightforward in exposing the current mood and the prevailing opinion 
regarding what objectivity, clarity, and ideal truth account for in IR theory. 

The difference in attitudes to a constant pursuit of objective truth in the 
philosophical realm and settling for the prevailing opinion is more than evi-
dent here. As much as overcoming the current status quo may not be easy, 
this idea is worth pursuing for such democratization of the scientific criteria 
of truth is unacceptable (and the 2016 presidential election in the US clearly 
illustrates that it simply does not make sense to accept any idea as truthful 
only because a large proportion of some members of the academic or any 
broader community agrees with it. This idea is worth pursuing in an evolu-
tionary manner, step by step, for the IR theory, along with its respectable 
branches, approaches, theories, and paradigms would really benefit out of a 
new synthesis that would find a better way to coordinate our most recent 
discoveries and compartmentalize them in much more approachable manner. 
There is a sense in distilling this know-how from philosophy to apply it to IR 
theory, for to paraphrase Karl Theodor Jaspers, IR theory must seek better 
inquiry and verification paths that lie within global reality as it is conceived 
today in all of its representations. Nevertheless, this is impossible without 
particular attention to clarity, truth, transparency, respect, and broader atten-
tion towards various ontological matters at hand. Naturally, inviting some of 
the sharpest philosophical minds to our IR-related investigations is not a new 
idea, for there are several preexistent philosophy-based ontological debates 
present in the IR-related deliberations.  

In general the IR theory should be seen as a scientific ontology, but it is 
infused with various philosophical deliberations, that date back to antiquity. 
We just need to recall the work of Hans Morgenthau (1948), Roy Bhaskar 
(1979), Alexander Wendt (1999), and many others, to clearly point out the 
scope of our influence to the vast collection of philosophical ontologies that 
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have been influencing our way of thinking for decades in not centuries (The 
first Department of International Politics in the world was founded at the 
University College of Wales, Aberystwyth in 1919). But as much as it is my 
strong conviction that the main elements of these debates remain pertinent 
to the way our discipline operates today, I am certain that the contemporary 
IR theory can really benefit out of more coordinated, frequent and devoted 
exposure to the leading philosophical debates of today.  

This research postulates to start treating IR theory not as a useful catalog 
always available for the cherry-picking of the most popular ideas, theories, 
paradigms, and approaches but in a much more contemplative manner that 
includes the element of constant change in the circular stream of becoming. 
In this respect, it is essential to emphasize that it is not a stream of becoming 
that resists human attempts to impose meaningful order on it. On the con-
trary, it is a stream that compartmentalizes various new ideas, theories, para-
digms, branches of science, approaches, and traditions. A stream that can 
offer us a certain level of temporary certainty during the uncertain times of 
fragmented or even liquid reality. This study accounts for a genuine attempt 
to adopt a far more diverse portfolio of existing interdisciplinary work, ap-
proaches, methods, debates, and deliberations, boosted by the resilience of a 
new political ontology and a hybrid-type study that merges and blends several 
leading philosophical, political, and IR-related paradigms and approaches into 
an easily approachable ontology that provides the broader public with the 
tools to engage in much deeper ontological inquiry into the nature, origin, 
and genesis of any given concept. 

The critical component that empowers the research in question is ap-
plying a strengthened ontological method to help us examine (in this instance) 
how the idea of humanitarian intervention is coming into being, into existence, 
and transforms into reality. It takes good care of existing theories but distin-
guishes them well from dysfunctional theories. It applies specific patterns of 
thinking to the ontological deliberations at hand, but on the other hand, it 
shows their biased prejudice and disingenuous form by merely opening up this 
discourse to more interdisciplinary modes of investigations. It further outlines 
multiple examples of competing concepts of humanitarian intervention in the 
debate related to the conflict that changes its nature, scope, and direction in the 
same manner as a chameleon changes its skin coloration to supplement the 
already existing debate with a completely different mode of deliberations.  

By supplementing such research with revised interdisciplinary ontologi-
cal deliberations, it is hoped to enhance the prospects of conveying the full 
picture of the complexity of all of the issues at hand in a much more 
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approachable, comprehensive, and accountable manner. For by employing 
some of the simplest yet compelling questions that others do not even think 
of, we achieve the desired goals. This starts with raising such questions as: 
“Why?”, “Are we sure about that?”, “Is there any other explanation for this 
phenomenon?”, “Is there any other way?”, and “Why did it happen in such a 
way?”. Adopting such a method would allow us to discover many uninten-
tional errors related to shallow, insufficient, or imperfect explanations.  

On the structure of the publication  
This book comprises an introductory chapter, the main body (divided into 
eight chapters), and the concluding paragraph. The introductory chapter sit-
uates the main subject area and most of the concepts in question in the 
broader interdisciplinary debate; it informs the reader what the research is 
about, it touches upon its main hypotheses, and how it is planned to go about 
researching the problem in question.  

Chapter One offers a brief overview that explains the main reasons 
behind the idea of adoption of a particular focus on ontology, for as it is 
argued it puts us on the road to discovery of the truth about any given object, 
property, process, and relation in every area of social reality.  

Chapter Two goes deeper in explanations of the increasing demand for 
adopting a more systematic ontological mode of thinking in IR theory-related 
deliberations and more thorough attention to ontological modes of thinking 
in the fields of political science and IR theory. In this respect, it is maintained 
that as much as ontology is being used in several contemporary sciences, IR 
theory (apart from some of its newest approaches) is somehow reluctant to 
fully embrace this mode of thinking more systemically.  

Chapter Three provides us with a typical account of IR theory-related 
deliberations introducing the idea of humanitarian intervention. It opens up the 
discussion related to the nature of such an intervention, to provide this con-
cept’s working definition(s), explains the central controversy around this con-
cept, explains the way the global architecture of power has been arranged in the 
UN-based security system, and finally touches upon several critical socio-polit-
ical dimensions that affect the deliberations on the way the international com-
munity can be led to a decision to intervene on humanitarian grounds in any 
given conflict zone or not. Finally, this part puts in doubt whether the contem-
porary IR theory can in fact offer a strong coordinated portfolio of techniques, 
methods, and methodologies that can be successfully applied in a relatively ap-
proachable manner to discussions related to some of the most complex matters 
and phenomena in the contemporary world of politics. 
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Chapter Four focuses on the elusiveness, fluidity, and unpredictability 
of the idea of humanitarian intervention, from the perspective of an in-depth 
analysis of classical and non-classical approaches within IR theory such as 
realism, liberalism, constructivism, neo-Marxism, feminism, rationalism, 
poststructuralism, postcolonialism, and others. It suggests approaching this 
vast pluralized portfolio of approaches within IR theory by embracing and 
incorporating in our analysis more contemplative, interdisciplinary, and in-
clusive modes of analysis. As it is argued, embarking upon such journey 
promises to strengthen several empirical inquiries into the main conceptual, 
methodological, and analytical differences between different approaches that 
coexist within IR theory.  

Chapter Five is a natural continuation of the previous chapter, for it of-
fers each of the individual IR traditions a unique chance to downplay their dis-
positions so as to focus on working together towards the common good of our 
discipline’s betterment. Its main strength lies in the more coordinated applica-
tion of various interdisciplinary approaches and methods, relying on sound 
methodology, robust epistemology, and much more comprehensive ontologi-
cal inquiry than similar studies in the past. This part, subsequently, suggests an 
adoption of the in statu nascendi type of ontology, that accounts for an interdis-
ciplinary hybrid-type study and an analytical merger of various old and new 
analytical horizons that allows much easier blending of useful philosophical, 
political, and IR-related ideas, paradigms, theories, and approaches. Even 
though they may be traditionally presumed not to work very well together, in 
statu nascendi type of ontology takes on various innovations within the existing 
traditions, growing a much stronger ontological root to reinvigorate our pursuit 
of truth about international relations, and making it easier for IR scholarship to 
reach traditionally uncharted or neglected territories of science. 

Chapter Six engages in a hypothetical deliberation on the potential ap-
plicability of the idea of humanitarian intervention during selected phases of 
the Syrian conflict that broke out in that country in 2011. Despite the fact 
that we can already make an educated guess that the Syrian conflict does not 
account for a particularly great example of this idea’s actual application, for 
the likelihood of authorizing any humanitarian intervention in this country is 
now close to zero, this case study still provides us with an ample material for 
analysis. Considering that this conflict has changed its nature at least half a 
dozen times in the last ten years, to the extent that this confrontation could 
be successfully compared to a resourceful chameleon that changes its skin 
coloration according to the circumstances of any given moment, that is why 
analyzing this conflict, and the international reaction to its internal develop-
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ments, offers us a chance to rethink whether such a policy indeed could have 
resulted in improving the situation of non-combatants trapped in the cross-
fire between multiple sides involved in the local struggle for power in this 
Middle Eastern country. It is also worth scrutinizing this issue very carefully, 
for from the policymaker’s perspective, it is essential to provide future deci-
sion-makers with much better policy options, for it is inevitable that more 
Syria-like conflicts will emerge in the future.  

Chapter Seven supplements the deliberations on the idea of humani-
tarian intervention and the emerging in statu nascendi type of (a scientific) on-
tology with a constantly expanding horizon composed of carefully selected 
collection of philosophical ontologies, that can unexpectedly loom into the 
picture of any IR theorist. Given that the ontology in question claims to be 
evolutionary, interdisciplinary, and inclusive (and for this reasons “still” or 
“always” in the “process of creation”), this ontology has to also find the way 
to embrace such an interdisciplinary horizon in question, and interrelate any 
conceptual challenge at hand, to respond to emerging philosophical ontolo-
gies, projects, theories, and existent influences in much more contemplative 
manner, to use its elusiveness and dialectical circularity to its advantage.  

Chapter Eight tests the main hypotheses that have arisen in the final 
stage of the research, it summarizes the discussion and the main arguments 
around the idea of humanitarian intervention, it introduces the reader with 
the idea of humanitarian intervention in statu nascendi, and provides us with a 
carefully prepared SWOT analysis of the ontology of in statu nascendi type to 
discuss this candidate for ontology from the perspective of its main strengths 
and limitations to set the ground for a future research agenda. Subsequently, 
this part brings to the fore a careful selection of experimental case studies on 
several multidimensional challenges related to various humanitarian emergen-
cies that have add a more analytical dimension to this debate and shows that 
properly applied this mode of study can be successfully used to investigate 
other even more pressing challenges. This is achieved by engaging in test-
driving the results of this interdisciplinary work by relating this debate to the 
discussions on the scope and scale of the international community’s respon-
sibility to bring peace and security back to the new conflict zones. Its final 
role is to explains why the Syrian conflict should be seen as an extraordinary 
example of a modern humanitarian emergency.  

The primary function of the concluding paragraph is to sum up the 
vast data provided in the main body of the given research, interlinking it with 
even broader debate in the IR theory, and to explain to the reader any poten-
tial limitations of this research.



 

23 

Chapter One 

On the Main Motivation behind this 
Project, its Main Hypothesis, its 
Feasibility, and its Methodology 

“Tell them what you are going to tell them, then tell them, and tell them what 
you told them.” 

The phrase associated with Prof. Inderjeet Parmar1  

Chapter 1 | Short synopsis 
Chapter One contributes to this endeavor by explaining the primary ra-
tionale behind this project, focusing on the research area, explaining the cen-
tral hypothesis, and deliberating on the main difficulties and the limitations 
encountered in this respect in the literature on the subject. Subsequently, this 
short chapter concludes by bringing to the fore a discussion on the methods 
used during the investigation in question. 

On the Main Motivation behind this Project 
If I was about to explain the nature and the purpose of any ontological inquiry 
to my two-year-old son, I would probably begin by explaining that it is just 
like setting off on a fascinating journey. Such a journey leads to the road to 
discovering the truth about any given object, property, event, process, and 

 

1  As much as I personally associate the origin of this phrase with Prof. Inderjeet Parmar, 
who suggested that the best way to present the results of one’s investigation is to follow 
three basic principles: “In the introductory chapter, you tell them what you gonna tell them. In the 
main body of the dissertation, you tell them, and then in the concluding paragraph, you tell them what you 
have just told them”. Parmar, his recommendation originates in a much broader academic 
tradition, please see Maxine Rodburg, and The Tutors of the Writing Center at Harvard 
University. 1999. “Developing A Thesis”. Available at: </https://writingcenter.fas.har-
vard.edu/pages/developing-thesis/> [Accessed on 19/11/2020, at 15:00] & “On Devel-
oping Your Thesis.” Available at: </https://depts.washington.edu/owrc/Handouts/De-
veloping%20Your%20Thesis.pdf/> [Accessed on 19/11/2020, at 15:00] & Naydan, Lili-
ana. “How Do I Write an Intro, Conclusion, & Body Paragraph?” Available at: </https:// 
lsa.umich.edu/sweetland/undergraduates/writing-guides/how-do-i-write-an-intro--concl 
usion----body-paragraph.html/> [Accessed on 19/11/2020, at 15:00]; “Tell ’Em What 
You’re Going to Tell ’Em; Next, Tell ’Em; Next, Tell ’Em What You Told ’Em”. Available 
at: </https://quoteinvestigator.com/2017/08/15/tell-em/> [Accessed on 22/11/2020, 
at 14:00]. 
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relation in every area of social reality, despite the difficulties that one may 
encounter during the process. In this sense, it is asserted that such an ontol-
ogist never settles for the more straightforward or more approachable an-
swer, and he or she is always inclined to be excited about digging deeper and 
deeper to uncover the hidden truth about the nature of a given phenomenon. 
“Ontology belongs to the central branch of philosophy known as metaphys-
ics that deals with questions concerning what entities exist, or may be said to 
exist”2 and how they may be grouped or subdivided within such a hierarchy, 
according to their both their similarities and their differences.  

Why would we choose such a complex term to deal with such a political 
problem as the idea of humanitarian intervention? In order to explain that we 
would have to use a metaphor from one of my favorite passages in the poem: 
“The Road Not Taken”, by Robert Frost, who famously claims that (to par-
aphrase it) when given a choice between the well-traveled and unknown path, 
it is, at times, better to “take the road that is less traveled by, for it makes all 
the difference”.3  

Indeed, by “outsourcing ontology” from the realm of philosophy and 
reintroducing it to the field of political science and IR theory, I hope to add 
a more excellent interdisciplinary value to the forthcoming debate that will 
attempt to escape the shallowness of ad hoc explanations of this ultimately 
quite vague concept. A careful ontological thinker would always ask himself 
a series of some of the simplest yet compelling questions that others simply 
do not even think of, such as: “Why?”, “Are we sure about that?”, “Is there 
any other explanation for this phenomenon?”, “Is there any other way?”, and 
“Why did it happen in such a way?” while others just take what is given for 
granted.  

We are anyway prone to ask ourselves a very similar questions when we 
are faced with the international community’s lack of adequate response to 
some of the most recent humanitarian disasters in such places like Afghani-
stan, Syria, Libya, Iraq, Mali, Myanmar, South Sudan (and many any other 
historical places that have faced an inferno of some of the most deadly armed 

 

2  For more information on the relation between ontology and metaphysics please see: 
Quine, Willard V. “On What There Is.” The Review of Metaphysics 2, no. 5 (1948): 21–38. 
Available at: </http://www.jstor.org/stable/20123117/> [Accessed on 24.11.2018, at. 
15:00]. Alternatively, please also see: Allen, Sophie “Properties”, Sub-chapter on “What 
Are Properties? Ontological Questions.” Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy. Available at 
https://iep.utm.edu/properties/> [Accessed on 01.02.2020, at. 15:00]. & Allen, S. R. 
2016. A Critical Introduction to Properties. London: Bloomsbury. 

3  Frost, Robert. “The Road Not Taken,” Poetry Foundation, https://www.poetryfounda-
tion.org/poems/44272/the-road-not-taken. Accessed 24 November 2020. 
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conflicts in the world). In such places, the value of human life seems to be so 
low that it makes us wonder whether these atrocities’ perpetrators have real-
ized that the Middle Ages’ barbarity has already ended. Faced with pictures 
of atrocities committed on innocent civilians en masse, the increasingly con-
scious global observer starts to wonder whether the international community 
should intervene on a humanitarian basis to prevent any further crimes from 
happening. But there are no readily available solutions, such as the idea of 
humanitarian intervention, that could just be executed at once, for they need 
to be authorized by a UNSC decision in the first place. Even though the 
“justifying reasons” for any potential humanitarian intervention have a very 
strong underpinning in the Augustinian concept of Jus Ad Bellum, a long-
established tradition in moral philosophy, its practical application is often 
seen as a very controversial idea. Robert O. Keohane once famously stated 
that saying “humanitarian intervention” in a room full of philosophers, legal 
scholars, and political scientists may be very dangerous and may be seen as 
crying “fire” in a crowded theater, for it can create a clear and present danger 
to everyone within earshot. The main reason for this state of affairs is the fact 
that the concept in question has traditionally been used and abused concern-
ing both historical and still-unfolding humanitarian emergencies in the world. 
In such situations, the intervening parties very often choose to pursue their 
particular agendas and use their humanitarian pretenses only as a 
smokescreen. Still, this problem is more multidimensional than it is com-
monly understood, and it relates to how the entire concept is approached in 
the literature on the subject, which will be discussed in this research.  

We must realize that the underlining causes of the difficulties in defining 
the concept of humanitarian intervention also relate to the fact that the dis-
cipline of social science that traditionally concerns itself with such complex 
but inherently vague concepts has outsourced the dealing with this problem 
to the field of International Relations (IR) theory, which happens to be in-
creasingly pluralistic. As much as scholastic pluralism per se is one of our 
discipline’s most inspiring features, it may also cause some conceptual issues 
in general, affecting each branch of this discipline’s representatives. The in-
dividual members of a selected tradition tend to find it challenging to agree 
on how to constrain the idea of humanitarian intervention within much 
tighter and more universally recognized conceptual boundaries, or they are 
prone to dispute the way other branches within this tradition are presenting 
the main characteristics, nature, and the possible conditions for the imple-
mentation of the idea of humanitarian intervention.  
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It is not helping to overcome this difficulty given that specific individual 
approaches within IR tradition are much more closely interlinked (like, for 
instance, realism and liberalism) while others may appear as relatively unre-
lated or even primarily ignored by other scholars from more unorthodox ap-
proaches, such as postcolonialism, feminism, poststructuralism, and the IR 
school of Marxism. Furthermore, at times IR theory itself shows a particular 
propensity to be prone to be politicized, opinionated, or even biased. Never-
theless, in IR theory’s defense, if we compare it with philosophy, it is still a 
relatively new discipline,4 so it is normal to expect that its ontological frame-
work would need more revision than, for instance, philosophy, the discipline 
that has been with us for centuries. It is already an unwritten tradition that 
faced with significant conceptual difficulties, IR theorists would knock at phi-
losophy’s door to reach for the work of some reliable thinkers such as Im-
manuel Kant, Nicollo Machiavelli, David Hume, Thomas Hobbes, and John 
Stuart Mill, and there are many references to these philosophers in IR litera-
ture. Naturally, in similar debates in the past, various social scientists have 
made several justifiable and far less justifiable attempts to produce more tan-
gible justifications (either in favor of or against a given humanitarian inter-
vention, under given circumstances). At times, they may have also chosen to 
utilize various philosophical discoveries to strengthen the claim in a rather 
instrumental manner that a given philosopher would have chosen such a 
path. There is ample evidence proving many similar attempts in favor of or 
against any given intervention in the literature on the subject. However, this 
research will not follow such a suit. On the contrary, this study’s main 
strength lies in the more coordinated application of various interdisciplinary 
approaches and methods, relying on sound methodology, robust epistemol-
ogy, and much more comprehensive ontological inquiry than similar studies 
in the past.  

 

4  Naturally comparing apples or oranges may be counterproductive, for it can be also effec-
tively argued (and there is an ample evidence) that confirms that the IR theory has already 
matured as a new discipline both in Kuhnian and Lakatosian sense: “In his 1962 publica-
tion, the Structure of Scientific Revolutions, Thomas Kuhn suggested that mature sciences were 
characterized by dominant paradigms, which determined both the trajectory of puzzle-
solving “normal science” and provided paradigm-specific criteria for deciding whether 
such activity is successful or not. In contrast to normal science, said Kuhn, “revolutionary 
science” occurs when scientific communities switch between paradigms (Kuhn 1962, p. 
94).” For more details in this respect please see: Colin Elman and Miriam Fendius 
Elman “Lessons from Lakatos” p. 23 & p. 21–70 & Andrew Moravcsik “Liberal Interna-
tional Relations Theory: A Scientific Assessment” p. 159–204 & Jonathan M. DiCicco and 
Jack S. Levy “The Power Transition. Research Program. A Lakatosian Analysis” in Colin 
Elman and Miriam Fendius Elman (eds), Progress in International Relations Theory: Appraising 
the Field (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press 2003). 
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Philosophy will not be used in such an instrumental manner in this re-
spect; for it will be employed during the forthcoming investigation only in 
order to achieve a far greater clarity, objectivity, and clarity are required. So, 
we will be able to enter some uncharted territories of science that require far 
more attention to detail and reconciliation of all of the interdisciplinary as-
pects of this multidimensional, interconnected, and subtle endeavor. Finally, 
it is expected that emphasizing the ontological aspects of the research area 
will help attain far greater cohesion between various seemingly unrelated tra-
ditions in inherently politicized and at times biased International Relations 
theory. 

In general, IR scholars, social scientists, and political thinkers may be 
skeptical about engaging in a truly philosophical debate, for they tend to ask 
and answer different kind of questions then philosophers, and opening the 
doors to for instance various transcendental, metaphysical, or universal de-
liberations may be counterproductive from their perspective. Although a very 
strong group of the IR scholars may be rather skeptical about the prospects 
of an extended collaboration between both of these traditions, we have al-
ready witnessed rather fruitful debates among the IR scholars on various phil-
osophical matters. These debates date back to the work of Hans Morgen-
thau’s Politics Among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace (1948)5, Kenneth 
Waltz’s structural realism (or neorealism),6 and the work of Alexander Wendt 
(1999) that opened our field to more structured and more comprehensive 
agent-structure debate that is infused with various ontological deliberations. 
It has been already established beyond a considerable doubt that as long as 
both scientific fields keep their distinctive characteristics, there should be no 
harm in engaging in the interdisciplinary research and analysis. This being 
said, it has to be admitted that by merely knocking on the philosopher’s 
doors, we should not expect that all of the similarly politicized problems at 
hand that cripple the integrity of our discipline would be miraculously re-
solved. Some limits, constraints, and insufficient appetite within our IR the-
ory infuse it with too deep philosophical debates. It is likewise for policymak-
ers who, especially when faced with an unfolding humanitarian emergency, 
need to come up with an instant response, so dealing with more philosophical 

 

5  Please see: Vasquez, John A. “The Enduring Contributions of Hans J. Morgenthau’s Pol-
itics Among Nations.” International Studies Notes 24, no. 1 (1999): 5–9. Accessed May 8, 2021. 
Available at: </http://www.jstor.org/stable/44235856/> [Accessed on 09/05/2021]. 

6  Please see Fischer, Markus. “On the Ontology of Structural Realism”. Open Journal of Po-
litical Science, 9, p. 145–162. Available at: </https://www.scirp.org/journal/paperinforma 
tion.aspx?paperid=89895/> [Accessed on 09/05/2021]. 
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matters can be seen as a luxury that one can hardly afford. Philosophical per-
fectionism could lead our inquiry astray, to some dead end, for what is uni-
versal cannot be particular, imperfect, material, subjective, speculative, polit-
ical, and finally, human. 

In essence, this project fulfills multiple functions, for it begins with a 
systematic ontological inquiry into the research on the idea of humanitarian 
intervention that seeks a credible explanation of what this concept indeed 
accounts for and under what circumstances it could be implemented in an 
unfolding humanitarian emergency in the contemporary world. These theo-
retical deliberations are followed by a more practical debate on the potential 
applicability of humanitarian intervention during selected phases of the Syr-
ian conflict that broke out in 2011. As it is well documented in the literature 
on the subject, the situation in Syrian has deteriorated to (what in humanitar-
ian terms can be clustered as) a Complex Humanitarian Emergency at least 
half a dozen times ever since 2011;7 for the scale of the civilian population’s 
exposure to various atrocities during this conflict has varied significantly over 
the last ten years.  

During this time the ordinary men, women and children in Syria have 
been exposed to an intentional brutality inflicted upon them from the hands 
of the Syrian regime, the jihadist organizations such as the Islamic State, 
al-Nusra Front, as well as occasional and rather accidental collateral dam-
age inflicted upon them by other members of the moderate Syrian oppo-
sition that have fought under various umbrellas: Free Syrian Army, Kurd-
ish Peshmerga, and other military groups associated with, Syrian Muslim 
Brotherhood, Syrian National Council, National Coalition for Syrian 
Revolutionary and Opposition Forces, as well as other non-Syrian 
groups involved in this conflict.8 From the perspective of hindsight, we also 

 

7  According to Glossary of Humanitarian Terms, Complex Emergency is defined as “a 
multifaceted humanitarian crisis in a country, region or society where there is a total or 
considerable breakdown of authority resulting from internal or external conflict and which 
requires a multi-sectoral, international response that goes beyond the mandate or capacity 
of any single agency and/or the ongoing UN country programme. Such emergencies tend 
to have a devastating effect on children and women and call for a complex range of re-
sponses”. For more information in this respect, please see: “Glossary of Humanitarian 
Terms” published by Relief Web (August 2008). Available at: </https://www.who.int/ 
hac/about/reliefweb-aug2008.pdf/> [Accessed on 05.05.2021, at 12:55]. 

8  The subject of pluralism of involved sides in the Syrian conflict is too important and too 
complicated to be fully discussed in a parenthesis, and I touch on it only as far as it is 
necessary for the purpose of illustration. For more information please see: Piotr Pietrzak 
“The Short, Medium and Long-Term Implications of the Russian Intervention in Syria” 
International Scientific Conference “Security, Political and Legal Challenges of the Modern World”. 
Conference Paper: ISSN: 9989-870-79-9. 


