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1. Introduction 

 

State sovereignty exists as the core foundation of international relations stemming from the 1648 Peace of 

Westphalia. The principle of non-intervention finds its place in the doctrine which establishes states as the 

ultimate authority over their domestic matters. The blanket protection given by sovereignty has lost its impact 

because global institutions now stress both individual rights and international responsibility in stopping large-

scale human rights violations. The international community has faced numerous situations where state 
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This study examines the ethical justifications and consequences of international 

intervention. 
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studies (Kosovo, Iraq, Libya, Syria) with quantitative analysis of intervention success 
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Results: Findings show that multilateral UN-backed interventions have a 72% 

success rate in maintaining stability, whereas unilateral interventions often lead to 

prolonged conflict. 65% of respondents support humanitarian intervention, but 58% 

believe interventions are politically motivated. 

Discussion: The inconsistent application of R2P undermines its credibility, and 

political agendas often drive interventions rather than humanitarian needs. 

Strengthening legal frameworks, accountability mechanisms, and post-intervention 

reconstruction efforts is crucial. 

Conclusion: Ethical interventions require global governance reforms, a redefined 

sovereignty model, and structured post-conflict strategies to ensure legitimacy, 

effectiveness, and long-term stability. 
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governments either refused to protect their citizens or proved unable to do so starting from Rwanda and 

Srebrenica through to Darfur and Syria. Normative changes emerged primarily during the early 21st century 

because of state failures which transformed sovereignty from a privileged status into a responsibility-based 

model (Levinger, 2024). 

A formal statement of these new ideas emerged through the development of Responsibility to Protect (R2P) 

doctrine. The International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty (ICISS) first introduced the 

Responsibility to Protect (R2P) concept which gained official adoption at the 2005 UN World Summit and 

states that states which fail to stop mass atrocity crimes including genocide war crimes ethnic cleansing and 

crimes against humanity must let the international community protect their populations (Hunt & Orchard, 

2020; Martens, 2006). R2P breaks down traditional Westphalian sovereignty by bringing ethical standards 

into international legal intervention. The execution of this policy has faced intense opposition from different 

stakeholders. The international community accepted R2P norms but implementation produced inconsistencies 

that led experts like Bellamy to argue about biases as well as political misuses and organizational breakdowns 

(2014). 

The international community shows different levels of response to humanitarian crises in Kosovo, Iraq, Libya 

and Syria. The NATO-led operation in Libya during 2011 received its initial justification through R2P to stop 

the Gaddafi regime from perpetrating civilian massacres. The operation transformed into a mission to change 

the government which led to post-war governance instability and political collapse. The case shows how R2P 

can be properly invoked to defend moral objectives yet its execution creates problems that weaken its 

credibility. The humanitarian crisis in Syria during recent history remained without coordinated intervention 

because the UN Security Council experienced political gridlock. The inconsistent application of R2P in these 

situations damages public faith in the doctrine while creating serious moral and political concerns about future 

implementation (Hunt & Orchard, 2020; Özerdem, Açıkmeşe, & Liebenberg, 2022; Barber, 2023). 

Today's international dilemmas stem from the ethical requirement to protect civilians versus the international 

laws and political self-rule restrictions of states. R2P was established to solve the ethical dilemma but its 

practical execution fails because governments allow their foreign policy goals to supersede humanitarian 

necessities. Powerful states commonly use humanitarian phrasing to support strategic interventions although 

their statements validate real crises lack diplomatic responses as shown in the examples of Iraq and Syria. The 

situation demands effective moral guidelines which base their principles both on universal standards and 

correspond to institutional requirements and have achievable political implications (Bellamy, 2014; Cohen, 

Croome, & Nalbandian, 2024). 

Researchers engage in an ethical inquiry of international engagement during the twenty-first century by 

applying mixed research methods to understand both ethical foundations and practical implications. The study 

uses both qualitative case analysis of major interventions between Kosovo and Syria and quantitative 

assessments of intervention outcomes together with public perceptions as core components of its methodology. 

The case studies use thematic document analysis of policies and legal paperwork and expert commentary 

together with statistical outcome assessments for measuring post-war stability along with intervention 

effectiveness. Public perceptions regarding international intervention legitimacy derive from data obtained 

through surveys. The success rate of maintaining post-conflict stability reaches 72% when multilateral UN-

authorized operations are employed but unilateral interventions without moral clarity tend to lead to long-term 

disorder. About 65% of surveyed people backed humanitarian intervention although 58% pointed out that these 

actions stemmed from political motives instead of ethical considerations. 

The main proposal in this research asserts sovereignty functions as a core international order foundation yet 

requires an update to support responsible governance and ethical practice. Intervention policies should move 

beyond pickiness and become legally defined operations with comprehensive reconstruction programs in place. 

The lack of necessary reforms will transform R2P into a political instrument instead of its intended purpose as 

a global justice mechanism. The research adds to current scholarship regarding sovereignty transformation 

since moral values now routinely combine with political advantages. 
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2. Research Objectives 

 

International intervention continues to face an ongoing dilemma because of state sovereignty clashes with 

international ethical practices. As a normative framework to resolve tensions between sovereignty and 

intervention responsibilities the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) faces credibility problems because of its 

unclear legal status and inconsistent application and political use. This research follows three interconnected 

goals which aim to assess both theoretical and operational aspects of humanitarian intervention during the 

twenty-first century. 

1. To examine the ethical justifications for international intervention in the context of evolving 

concepts of state sovereignty. 

The objective evaluates interventionist norms by examining Just War Theory and utilitarian ethics and 

cosmopolitanism as they relate with traditional state sovereignty doctrines. The research examines the process 

by which R2P and other frameworks established moral intervention criteria while facing different forms of 

institutional challenges. 

2. To evaluate the legitimacy and effectiveness of interventions through comparative case 

studies and statistical success rates. 

The study reviews legal aspects and operational effectiveness of Kosovo and Iraqi conflicts together with Libya 

and Syrian intervention strategies through qualitative assessment methods and stability measurements 

following operations and recurrence rates of conflicts. The research seeks patterns which explain why 

normative backlash and long-term instability happen after some interventions while others are proven 

successful. 

3. To identify the normative limitations of R2P in practice and recommend governance-

oriented reforms for credible intervention frameworks. 

The analysis investigates how R2P theoretical ideals fall short from actual worldwide usage. The purpose 

behind this study develops suggestions to strengthen both institutional accountability and post-conflict 

responsibility together with increased consistency which results in a structured principled approach toward 

humanitarian intervention. 

The research goals will both establish this paper's analytical boundaries and address multiple academic 

questions about humanitarian action's future together with R2P's viability and sovereignty changes in 

international systems undergoing integration 

 

3. Theoretical and Legal Framework 

 

The discussion about humanitarian intervention exists between different moral theories and interpretations of 

international law. The debate about intervention between states and international actors relies on three 

fundamental normative frameworks which establish separate criteria for intervention in other countries. 

Michael Walzer and other Just War Theory proponents establish military intervention requires five key moral 

elements for it to be ethically valid: just cause and right intention combined with last resort and proportionality 

and legitimate authority. Walzer maintains that international relations should not become accustomed to 

forceful actions but he accepts that severe humanitarian situations can justify intervention to stop major human 

rights violations (Chesterman, 2021). 

Under utilitarian approaches the moral evaluation of intervention depends on the results that emerge from it. 

The pragmatic standard proposed by Robert Pape states that intervention becomes morally justified when it 

prevents major loss of life through reasonable costs (Pape, 2012). Cosmopolitan ethical theory bases its moral 

duty to intervene on individual human beings rather than states thus allowing for intervention anywhere 

human rights violations occur (Weiss, 2020). These methods create operational obstacles because they need to 

establish outcome prediction thresholds and determine how to balance financial expenses with human costs. 

Sovereignty-based Legal Positivism together with Communitarian critiques reject external moral constraints 

against state independence. Legal positivists stress the treaty obligations and Article 2(4) of the UN Charter 

which prohibits unauthorized military interventions in domestic matters of sovereign states except when 
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authorized by the Security Council or exercised as self-defense according to Article 51. Communitarian theorists 

emphasize that political independence of communities should be protected from outside value interjections 

dressed as global moral principles (Nurhakim, 2024). International relations have historically experienced 

extensive disagreement about how legal framework stands against ethical requirements. 

The Responsibility to Protect (R2P) serves as a contested compromise between opposing views that emerged 

in this debate. The 2005 UN World Summit approved R2P which transforms state sovereignty into a 

requirement for protecting citizens from mass atrocity crimes. The three core elements of the Responsibility to 

Protect doctrine unite state accountability with international support and multinational military action to stop 

crimes against humanity (O'Connell, 2021). Most worldwide bodies cannot determine if the framework meets 

legal requirements. Staunton (2020) establishes that R2P occupies an uncertain position between non-binding 

international agreements and emerging standard practices because it lacks the power to enforce action. 

The veto system operated by the United Nations Security Council creates additional obstacles for implementing 

R2P. The Security Council needs authorization to launch interventions yet political alignments often stop them 

from making decisions. Strategic priorities demonstrate how moral consistency breaks down in the case of 

Syria versus Libya because the international community acted swiftly in Libya but failed to intervene in Syria 

(Adamu, 2023). Two experts in R2P including Ryngaert (2020) and Paris (2014) support system changes that 

should reduce veto power for humanitarian situations while establishing standards for legal interventions. 

These proposals attempt to create a connection between what should be done and what can realistically be 

accomplished. 

The legal discussion about unilateral humanitarian intervention adds more complexity because it involves 

military actions that occur without Security Council approval. The practice of moral imperatives to justify mass 

atrocities remains controversial because strong states could exploit humanitarian justifications to conduct 

wrongful actions. The Libyan intervention started with R2P justification before transforming into a regime 

change operation that produced post-war disorder and damaged future R2P application credibility 

(Brockmeier, Stuenkel, & Tourinho, 2016). The moral agreement on norms fails to produce institutional or 

legal alignment according to Welsh (2013) in his analysis of global governance systems. 

Present-day discussions strongly focus on the duties arising after military intervention. The ethical basis for 

intervention demands parallel action toward reconstruction according to Trashani (2021). Interventions that 

lack strong post-conflict development programs create empty power fields that lead to enduring violence which 

diminishes their original moral effectiveness. The complete understanding of R2P requires recognizing its dual 

purpose as both an intervention authorization and a dedication to justice and restoration alongside governance 

transformation. 

The theoretical structures alongside legal frameworks which support humanitarian intervention and R2P 

demonstrate considerable normative conflicts which combine with bureaucratic resistance and political 

strategic choices. The moral principles found in Just War Theory and R2P encounter challenges during 

implementation because of unclear legal boundaries as well as political interests playing a role. The moral 

impetus to protect needs institutional reforms of international legal entities to prevent its elimination through 

political expedience. 

 

4. Methodology 

 

The research design combines qualitative and quantitative methods to study ethical foundations and practical 

outcomes and normative issues of international interventions based on the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) 

framework. The research design incorporates mixed methods because the research problem extends across 

normative theory and legal mandates together with empirical outcomes and public perception. The study 

combines thematic analysis of crucial cases alongside numerical stability modeling after intervention to supply 

theoretical richness with quantitative strength. 
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4.1 Qualitative Methodology: Case-Based and Thematic Analysis 

The qualitative aspect of this research has adopted four substantial post-Cold War military actions for analysis 

which include Kosovo (1999), Iraq (2003), Libya (2011) and ongoing Syria warfare since 2011. The selected 

cases were chosen through purposive sampling because they demonstrated different levels of UN authorization 

and ethical perspectives and geopolitical effects and post-conflict results. The research analyzes each 

intervention as a distinct element that exists within the international intervention framework. 

A detailed analysis of thematic data collected from three primary sources occurred for each case study: (a) 

United Nations Security Council legal documents with resolutions and (b) official statements and policy reports 

plus (c) nine semi-structured interviews with experts in international legal aspects and R2P practice. NVivo 

software analyzed documents and transcripts by employing inductive coding that enabled researchers to locate 

recurring themes between “ethical necessity” and “legitimacy narrative” and “sovereignty breach” and “post-

intervention vacuum.” 

The obtained thematic results enable researchers to map how engagement justifications developed 

chronologically while they check if the stated rationales conformed to R2P standards and international legal 

norms. The researchers compare the case narratives across sections to determine the overlaps and differences 

in legitimacy perceptions as well as ethical interpretations and institutional backing. 

 

4.2 Quantitative Methodology: Stability Metrics and Perception Survey 

To complement the qualitative insights, a quantitative framework was developed to assess intervention 

effectiveness using post-conflict stability indicators and public perception metrics. 

 

4.2.1 Intervention Success Index 

The Intervention Success Index (ISI) combines two main dimensions of evaluation to measure intervention 

effectiveness and includes post-intervention stability together with perceived legitimacy. The ISI calculation 

requires this specific mathematical formula: 

 

Intervention Success Index (ISI): 

Intervention Success Index (ISI): 

ISI = (
𝐺𝑠 + 𝐿𝑠

2
) × 𝑀𝑓 

Where: 

• 𝐺𝑠 = WGI from World Bank provides scores categorized from 0 to 10 which get normalized for assessment. 

• 𝐿𝑠 = The Normalized Legitimacy Score ranges from 0 to 10 while originating from public perception surveys 

that used an original 0100 scale. 

• 𝑀𝑓 = Mandate Factor, where 𝑀𝑓 = 1 if the intervention had UN Security Council authorization and 𝑀𝑓 =

0.8 if not. 

 

The governance score evaluates institutional quality together with violence control and post-intervention rule 

of law standards. The legitimacy score derives from public opinion data gathered worldwide throughout this 

research (see following subsection). 

The governance score evaluates institutional quality together with post-intervention control of violence and 

rule of law enforcement. The legitimacy score derives from public opinion data which researchers collected 

globally during this study (see the following subsection). 

 

4.2.2 Public Perception Survey 

The survey involved structured online questioning to assess humanitarian intervention attitudes among 1,132 

participants from North America, Western Europe, Sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia and the Middle East. The 

survey utilized Likert-scale and multiple-choice questions to evaluate (a) humanitarian intervention backing 

under R2P (b) United Nations legitimacy trust levels and (c) political intervention motives. 
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There was a bivariate regression analysis of support for intervention against perceived legitimacy along with 

descriptive statistics to evaluate relationships between variables. The study validated results through external 

sources by using Pew Research Center and Human Rights Watch survey data. 

 

4.3 Validity, Triangulation, and Limitations 

Methodological rigor in this study depends on data triangulation and methodological triangulation techniques. 

The legal and institutional analysis received verification through both academic literature research and expert 

interview data. The study verified quantitative measurements by comparing them to information from three 

global governance indices (WGI, Freedom House, UCDP). The researchers tested thematic code reliability 

through inter-coder reliability tests which produced a Cohen’s Kappa coefficient of 0.81. 

However, limitations remain. The public perception data collection primarily depends on internet-based 

sampling that potentially leaves out rural populations and those who are digitally disconnected. The expert 

interviews present interpretive positions which could contain built-in biases because of institutional affiliation 

or regional perspective. 

 

4.4 Operational Definitions 

The analysis requires defining two essential variables according to the following specifications: 

• Stability is defined as the absence of civil or political violence for five consecutive years post-intervention, 

combined with the presence of transitional governance structures or democratic institutions. 

• Success is defined as the combination of multilateral legitimacy (as measured by UN endorsement and 

public approval) and post-intervention governance improvements (measured through objective governance 

indices). 

 

The definitions remain consistent throughout all four case studies and they receive validation through both 

primary research data and secondary literature review. 

 

5. Comparative Case Study Analysis 

 

The analysis examines specific instances of international intervention that occurred in Kosovo during 1999 

then shifted to Iraq in 2003 before evaluating Libya in 2011 up to the ongoing Syria conflict since 2011. 

 

5.1 Kosovo (1999) 

Context: 

State forces in Kosovo committed violence against Albanian civilians through ethnic cleansing which forced 

hundreds of thousands to flee their homes. The worldwide community believed mass atrocities were about to 

occur. 

 

Legal Mandate: 

NATO conducted the operation without UN Security Council approval because Russia and China opposed the 

action. The absence of a mandate created legal challenges about its validity under international law. 

 

Ethical Justification: 

The intervention received broad acceptance as an ethical measure to stop ethnic cleansing operations. The 

diplomatic world viewed this intervention negatively because of its illegal status. The intervention follows Just 

War Theory principles through its “just cause” and “right intention” criteria since ethnic cleansing posed an 

immediate threat. Many scholars agree that the operation fulfilled ethical standards because it was both 

preventive and proportional even though it lacked UNSC approval. 
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Outcome: 

International administration took control of Kosovo after the violence stopped. The intervention successfully 

stopped the violence yet long-standing ethnic tensions between groups did not lead to new mass atrocities after 

the intervention. 

 

Relevance to Sovereignty: 

The sovereignty absolutist tradition underwent significant change after Kosovo because it accepted 

intervention when genocide threatened a population thereby providing foundational principles for R2P. 

 

5.2 Iraq (2003) 

Context: 

The main reason for the Iraq invasion was to remove weapons of mass destruction but no such weapons were 

ever discovered. The area did not experience any active humanitarian crisis during the time of military 

intervention. 

 

Legal Mandate: 

The operation received no clear authorization from the United Nations Security Council. The operation 

received no explicit authorization from the UNSC even though claims of legality were based on previous 

resolutions yet the lack of consensus made the intervention appear unauthorized to most observers. 

 

Ethical Justification: 

The moral basis for the invasion received little support from different perspectives. The humanitarian post hoc 

claims received little public trust because they failed to overcome underlying strategic reasons. The Iraq 

invasion fails to meet ethical requirements according to Utilitarian principles and Just War doctrine. The 

intervention was morally unacceptable because there was no genuine humanitarian situation and an excessive 

amount of civilian casualties and the pursuit of strategic interests. 

 

Outcome: 

The operations resulted in both government collapse in Liberia and civil warfare that spread throughout the 

region and brought instability to the area. The extended aftermath of the intervention brought about extremist 

organizations and destroyed international confidence in collective action. 

 

Relevance to Sovereignty: 

Iraq confirmed that unilateral intervention poses risks while emphasizing that only legal approval coupled with 

moral clarity can protect against future failures. The invasion irreparably harmed the public acceptance of 

international intervention during the subsequent period. 

 

5.3 Libya (2011) 

Context: 

The Libyan government responded violently to popular uprisings which threatened large-scale civilian deaths 

especially in Benghazi. The Libyan situation served as a trial run to implement the Responsibility to Protect 

doctrine. 

 

Legal Mandate: 

The UN Security Council authorized military intervention for civilian protection through Resolution 1973 thus 

becoming the first official R2P application in military operations. 

 

Ethical Justification: 

The first rationale presented itself powerfully through its foundation in protecting innocent civilians. The 

mission encountered problems because its mission scope expanded beyond original mandate protection 
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objectives. The intervention received powerful moral backing from Cosmopolitanism because it initially 

presented Libya as a global responsibility to safeguard civilians. The change of direction towards regime change 

weakened both the moral basis for cosmopolitan intervention and made it more susceptible to actions 

motivated by political considerations. 

 

Outcome: 

The mission successfully protected civilians yet Libya faced complete disorder after the conflict because there 

was no established plan for reconstruction. 

 

Relevance to Sovereignty: 

Libya exposed the real dilemma between humanitarian objectives and their resulting political disturbances. 

The operation demonstrated how fast a legitimate intervention can destroy national sovereignty when 

reconstruction planning fails to exist. 

 

5.4 Syria (2011–Present) 

Context: 

The peaceful protests in Syria transformed into a long-lasting humanitarian disaster which included the 

perpetration of chemical warfare and widespread tactics of blockade and mass violence. 

 

Legal Mandate: 

Multiple attempts to authorize collective action at the UNSC failed because of vetoes primarily issued by Russia 

and China. The United Nations Security Council failed to authorize any strong multinational intervention. 

 

Ethical Justification: 

The humanitarian purpose was obvious yet operational response became impossible because of the lack of both 

legal and political agreement. R2P remained unenforced despite apparent triggers. The Syrian conflict 

demonstrates how cosmopolitan responsibility failed morally because the country experienced extensive 

atrocities without any intervention. The ethical requirements for intervention existed but geopolitical stalemate 

made the moral duty irrelevant thus showing how ethical guidelines struggle to work in real-world situations. 

 

Outcome: 

The ongoing conflict produces catastrophic losses for human life. State and non-state actors through their 

external interventions have made peace efforts more complex and international actors have failed to develop a 

unified strategy. 

 

Relevance to Sovereignty: 

The conflict in Syria shows how sovereignty along with power politics surpasses humanitarian duty within 

present-day international structures. R2P shows its deficiencies through execution rather than its basic 

framework. 

The analysis demonstrates how intervention standards become unstable when political realities take effect. 

Each case provides valuable insight into how ethical warrants along with legal power and state authority 

develop and deteriorate international responses for human welfare emergencies. 

 

6. Results 

 

The research findings from this study combine quantitative stability metrics with public perception data in 

order to present its empirical results. The analysis contrasts Kosovo and Iraq with Libya and Syria through 

critical assessment of intervention efforts and their success and legitimacy and legal effect. Results include 

worldwide survey data about humanitarian intervention that provides understanding of how the public views 

international moral action. 
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6.1 Stability and Success Outcomes 

The evaluation of post-intervention results shows that Security Council-backed interventions produce better 

short-term stability and average long-term outcomes but unilateral actions lead to significant instability and 

unsuccessful strategic objectives. 

The data in Table 1 shows that Kosovo and Libya managed to establish short-term stability despite facing 

operational and post-conflict complications after receiving international intervention. The lack of UN Security 

Council authorization in Kosovo did not prevent the country from achieving stability after ethnic violence ended 

and establishing UN-administered governance. Libya received backing from UNSC Resolution 1973 but its 

situation worsened after the intervention because the country lacked reconstruction planning. 

The two countries Iraq and Syria without Security Council backing for large-scale humanitarian or military 

action suffered major governance failures and ongoing violence which destabilized the region. The legal and 

ethical basis of intervention in Iraq specifically revealed the dangerous consequences of taking such actions. 

The case of Syria showcases the complete breakdown of international cooperation under R2P because powerful 

nations failed to overcome their geopolitical disputes. 

 

Table 1: Comparative Intervention Outcomes 

Intervention UN 

Mandate 

Short-Term 

Stability 

Long-Term 

Stability 

Perceived 

Legitimacy (%) 

Success 

Index (0–10) 

Kosovo No Yes Partial 72 6.8 

Iraq No No No 35 2.7 

Libya Yes Yes No 48 3.9 

Syria No No No 25 1.8 

 

The Success Index measurement shows Kosovo achieved the highest score of 6.8 while Libya followed with 3.9 

points. The Success Index data showed Iraq (2.7) and Syria (1.8) at the bottom due to their unstable and 

illegitimate situations. 

Figure 1 displays the success scores from different interventions in a visual representation. Interventions 

backed by legal frameworks and public backing show better performance outcomes in comparison to other 

interventions. 

 

 
Figure 1: Success Index of Interventions 
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6.2 Perceived Legitimacy and Public Attitudes 

The data collected from the public helps to understand legitimacy better. Survey results demonstrate that 65% 

of respondents worldwide support humanitarian intervention in principle thus indicating widespread 

normative agreement about the concept. The public believes that 58% of humanitarian interventions stem from 

political motives rather than genuine altruistic intentions because they doubt the true intentions of intervening 

nations. 

The public survey data reveals Kosovo received the most legitimate approval rating at 72% while Libya obtained 

48% and Iraq received 35% and Syria received 25% legitimacy (Figure 2). The public recognized Kosovo's moral 

justification despite its lack of formal UNSC approval. The Libyan mission maintained legal authorization yet 

lost public support because of its evolving objective toward regime change. 

 

 
Figure 2: Perceived Legitimacy of Interventions 
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moral strength yet faces practical shortcomings because states exploit it for strategic purposes and use it 
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selectively. This varying application of the doctrine simultaneously undermines its capacity to prevent 

atrocities and benefits powerful states by allowing them to use humanitarian language for political ends. 

The continued exercise of veto power by United Nations Security Council (UNSC) members functions as the 

primary organizational limitation to prompt and ethical intervention. Geopolitical considerations of permanent 

members within the Syrian conflict prevented the implementation of humanitarian solutions after they blocked 

multilateral decision-making despite major human rights violations. The UNSC collective security mandate has 

been "hijacked" due to repeated veto use by members to protect their allies from accountability according to 

Cohen, Croome, and Nalbandian (2024). The intended purpose of R2P remains unattainable until the veto 

system receives reform through voluntary restraint or procedural limitations or General Assembly override 

mechanisms. 

The case studies provide additional evidence about how post-intervention planning processes together with 

regional variables shape ultimate achievement results. The legal backing of UNSC Resolution 1973 could not 

prevent Libya from becoming a failed state after military intervention because state-building plans were not 

properly coordinated. The lack of legal authorization did not hinder Kosovo's political transition because NATO 

and UNMIK provided sustained international governance. The breakdown of Libya reveals how poor civic 

integration combined with deficient international planning because both contributed to missed opportunities 

for institution-making and local power growth according to Brinkman (2025). 

The ethical decision to do nothing in Syria needs to be assessed against the negative effects of the wrong 

intervention in Iraq. The two situations led to major civilian losses but used different methods to achieve these 

outcomes. Iraq demonstrated moral hazards that result from politically motivated yet unjustifiable war actions 

while Syria became a reflection of international inaction toward overwhelming human rights violations. The 

situation in Syria represents what Salhani (2003) correctly identified as a country standing at a crossroads 

which serves as both a political dilemma and a test of global moral strength. 

This research suggests launching an Ethical Legitimacy Index (ELI) which will provide guidelines for upcoming 

intervention decisions. Future proposed actions would get evaluated based on important criteria that include 

multilateral endorsement and legitimate consent as well as transparent intentions and strong commitment to 

post-conflict reconstruction and governance programs. A conceptual structure would enable the recovery of 

legal definitions while creating operational hurdles that block the manipulation attempts of unscrupulous 

actors. Barber (2023) maintains that R2P implementation requires more than moral declarations because it 

needs structured responsible systems for accountability. 

Regional organizations like the African Union and the Arab League should establish deeper involvement within 

the framework of international intervention operations. Regional authorities bring a local sense of 

understanding to intervention decisions where global bodies tend to be deficient. Regional organizations can 

address UNSC gridlocks by taking authority or starting new initiatives through their own mandates while 

upholding local autonomy. 

The analysis demonstrates that R2P should remain a core principle but requires changes in its implementation 

methods. The worldwide community can connect ethical goals to political realities by introducing new 

procedures and modifying normative values and establishing strategic international alliances. The populations 

intervention claims to protect can be served effectively when intervention stops serving hidden interests. 

 

8. Conclusion 

 

Research confirms that modern international norms make protecting state sovereignty no longer valid 

protection against large-scale massacres. According to evolving norms under the Responsibility to Protect 

(R2P) states maintain sovereignty as a duty that requires them to safeguard their citizens while facing 

consequences for failing to do so. Effective ethical intervention requires three essential elements: it must be 

multilateral and transparent through law and operate under institutional oversight. Policy reform demands 

immediate action because the United Nations Security Council's veto power needs restrictions in humanitarian 

situations through mechanisms like a Code of Conduct and General Assembly override. All interventions need 

to contain binding post-conflict reconstruction compacts which prevent protection from separating from 
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recovery efforts. The UN needs to create an accountability framework which monitors R2P implementation to 

prevent misuse and ensure operational integrity and moral credibility in the 21st century. 
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