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Abstract 

 
This study investigates humanitarian intervention in the 2000s. The debate on 

humanitarian intervention does not place emphasis to observe the results of past 

intervention. This leaves the intervener in an uncertain situation, not knowing if the 

intervention will be successful or a failure. The debate on humanitarian intervention 

focuses on how to conduct an intervention. But depictions of reality suggest that 

humanitarian intervention might be less substantial than the debates focus, and neither is 

it given that humanitarian intervention causes prosperity in the intervened country.  

 

The past reveals that the international community is not evaluating the results of 

previous humanitarian intervention. The debate of humanitarian intervention concerns 

everything besides the results. Yet, they are still being conducted. It is important to 

evaluate an intervention before applying it, and it should be given to compare the full 

costs of the intervention with the results in order to see if it was successful. Taylor B 

Seybolt (2007) understood the necessity of evaluating results and developed an 

analytical frame to measure the success and failure of humanitarian interventions in the 

90s.  

No one has yet measured the results of interventions in the 2000s (Iraq 2003, Sudan 

2007 and Libya 2011). This study tries to complement the gap of knowledge regarding 

humanitarian interventions by measuring the results in the 2000s. Qualitative and 

quantitative data is organised and gathered by using the method structured, focused 

comparison and then analysed in order to create an understanding of humanitarian 

interventions in the 2000s.  

 

The conclusion is that based on the study’s developed parameters, two out of three 

humanitarian interventions in the 2000s were successful. However, observing the 

intervened countries today, it can still be discussed how successful they really were. The 

findings in comparison to how the countries are today underscore the vast complexity of 

measuring the results. Yet, there is potential for a new analytical framework that can 

provide explanations to why this study’s results, to some extent, contradict reality. 

Nevertheless, the need to evaluate the results is clear. Humanitarian intervention can 

never be justified if we cannot determine their usefulness  

Keywords: Humanitarian intervention, Structured Focused Comparison and Results  
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1.0 Introduction and research problem 
At the present time, the civil war in Syria is a hot topic. According to UN (2013) data, 

approximately 60,000 people have been killed and nearly 1, 5 million Syrian refugees 

have fled the country (Hubbard and Jordans, 2013). The international community 

condemns the regime of Bashar as-Assad for the killings of its population. However, up 

to now, the international community is divided and has not reached a consensus 

concerning how it should approach this conflict (Ibid). U.S argues that the United 

Nation Security Council should conduct a humanitarian intervention, while Russia is 

against it (Krever, 2012). The latest news from the UN regarding the situation in Syria 

is that the UN’s Special Representative for Children and Armed Conflict has accused 

both the government and opposition forces of severe human rights violations (UN, 

2013). Only the future can predict what lies ahead for the country and its people.   

 

According to Gareth Evans (2004), interventions of various types have existed for a 

long time. In the 1990s, the discussion concerning human rights became very important 

on the international stage. Humanitarian grounds were increasingly used to justify 

interventions
1
. As norms started to change, emphasis was put on human rights. This 

period could be seen as the decade where the global humanitarian regime emerged. 

Countries started to put more resources for humanitarian purposes, a growing consensus 

about respect for human rights, a strengthening of international protectorates and 

especially a significant increase of global civil society groups whose primary focus were 

on issues concerning humanitarian interventions. These deviations of norms were seen 

world-wide in, regional, intergovernmental organisations, none-governmental 

organisations (NGO) and national governments (Evans, 2004)  

 

According to John Clement (2001), a general consensus on the definition of 

humanitarian intervention has been established. This consensus defines humanitarian 

intervention as an armed intervention in another state without the permission from that 

state, to approach the threat of a humanitarian catastrophe. Main feature of this specific 

definition is linked to human rights and sovereignty. Initially, sovereignty in the state 

being intervened must be broken, in order for an act to be seen as an intervention. In 

order for the act to be humanitarian there need to be an aspiration to end violations on 

human rights and should be the motivating force behind the decision to intervene 

(Clement, 2001)  

James Pattison (2010:2) argues that sovereignty as authority is no longer inviolable. As 

thoughts of human rights in the 2000s continue to increase in the international 

community, new understanding emerged i.e. “the conception that sees sovereignty as 

responsibility, the responsibility to maintain citizens” right. In this context, a key 

development was the report in 2001 by the International Commission on Intervention 

                                                           
1
 Two identified examples are: the intervention in Somalia 1990-95 by U.S and NATO’s intervention 

in1999, in the Serbian province of Kosovo, without UN Security Council authorization 



 
2 

and State Sovereignty (ICSS), the Responsibility to Protect (R2P). Pattison stated that 

the conclusion of the report was that states were responsible for upholding their 

citizens’ rights. However, if they were unwilling or unable to fulfil their responsibilities, 

their sovereignty would temporarily be suspended and the responsibility would then be 

transferred to the international community (Pattison, 2010:3). 

 

All states have the right according to article 2(1) in the United Nation (UN) charter to 

govern themselves without any external threats and interventions. At the same time, 

article 1(3), 55 and 56 all highlights the outside world’s right to intervene militarily in a 

country in order to protect vulnerable groups. This contradiction creates tensions within 

the UN because on one hand you have the respect for states sovereignty and on the other 

hand the respect for human rights (UN, 1985)
 
 

 

Taylor B Seybolt (2008:14) claims it is of great value to evaluate humanitarian 

interventions in order to see its effects. He underlines that viewing result of one single 

case cannot give commonly valid lessons and must therefore involve several cases. 

There have been a few cross-case comparisons that looked at the effect but Seybolt 

argues they concentrated more on balance of costs and benefits or legitimacy but have 

not set measures for judging the future usefulness of forthcoming humanitarian 

interventions. 

 

The humanitarian intervention debate is according to Fernando Teson (2003:24) about 

‘legal, political and ethical dilemmas” and the justification for humanitarian 

interventions. Proponents of humanitarian intervention such as Mason and Wheeler 

(1996:106) conclude that there is nothing that states, if a humanitarian intervention is 

correctly
2
 structured it would create a poorer world compared with the one we go 

through, today. They argue that “[A]llowing humanitarian interventions in some 

cases…would promote overall well-being” (Mason and Wheeler, 1996:106). On the 

other side of the debate, we have Scott Fairley (2003:63) who claim that “ the use of 

force for humanitarian ends more often than not has become self-defeating, increasing 

the human misery and loss of life it was intended originally to relieve”. 

 

Despite the debate on humanitarian intervention, states are conducting them and by not 

using a measurement scale to determine their success or failure, commentators of the 

humanitarian intervention debate and especially future interveners are left in an 

uncertain situation, not knowing what constitutes a ‘reasonable’ chance for success. 

Future interveners cannot determine how to achieve a successful intervention. We 

cannot evaluate humanitarian interventions without the use of a measurement scale. But 

mostly we cannot discern future prospects without knowledge from past cases (Seybolt, 

2007:15). 

                                                           
2
 Accurately imply that it is in line with the just war principles (discussed more in chapter 2) 



 
3 

1.1 Research problem and Research objective 

Research problem 

As mentioned in the introduction, many humanitarian interventions occurred in the 90s. 

In 2000s, there has only been three identifiable interventions (Iraq 2003, Sudan (Darfur) 

2007 and Libya 2011) (Seybolt, 2007:4). James Traub (2004) claims after the 9/11 

attacks on World Trade Centre, humanitarian intervention became ‘yesterday’s 

problem’ and due to ‘war on terrorism’ (discussed in chapter 5) it has now become out 

of age (Traub, 2004:17-18). Governments’ are more concentrated on protecting their 

interests rather than engaging in humanitarian intervention, as demonstrated when 

observing the amount of intervention in the 2000s. Yet, humanitarian intervention in the 

21
st
 century is taking place and according to Seybolt (2007:4) are not ‘yesterday’s 

problem. Even in the case of Syria, a humanitarian intervention is discussed. 

 

The debate on humanitarian intervention concentrates mainly on the just cause for 

intervention (discussed in chapter 3), the actor who should intervene, the circumstances 

under which intervention should take place and the way the intervention should be 

conducted. However, it is less focused on the end results. Have previous humanitarian 

interventions been successful? Did they reach their objective?  

 

Today’s debate on humanitarian intervention cannot answer these questions because it 

does not place emphasis to observe if humanitarian interventions are useful or not. This 

demonstrates that humanitarian interventions are done arbitrarily without in fact 

evaluating its actions. If humanitarian intervention cause more bad than good, the 

debate on whether or not we should conduct humanitarian intervention is of no use. The 

focus must be towards their results, in order to answer if they are successful or not?  

 

It is important to establish some restrictions to this study. It concerns the result of 

humanitarian intervention in the 2000s. The objective (presented below) is chosen partly 

because the results in the 2000s are not measured, the lack of debate on this subject and 

to change the direction, from the continuous discussion on whether or not humanitarian 

interventions’ should occur to emphasis more on the results.  

Research objective  
This study wishes to determine if humanitarian intervention in the 2000s have been 

successful. Building on Seybolt’s observed humanitarian interventions in the 90s, his 

analytical framework (as discussed in chapter 3 and 4) is modified and applied to 

measure the success of conducted interventions in the 2000s. In order to determine the 

results, this study will compare the interventions and analyse their outcomes.  

1.2 Research question 

Following the study’s research objective, the main research question that will guide the 

study is therefore if humanitarian interventions in the first decade of the 21
st
 millennium 

have been successful. With the intention to answer that question, a number of sub-
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questions have been formulated that follow the parameters for success established in the 

analytical chapter (see chapter 3): 

 Did the humanitarian intervention help to deliver emergency aid? 

 Did the humanitarian intervention protect humanitarian aid operations? 

 Did the humanitarian intervention defeat the perpetrators of violence? 

 Did mortality rate decline after the humanitarian intervention was terminated? 

1.3 Significance of the study 
The continuing debate concerning on if there should be a humanitarian intervention is 

undoubtedly important but what is clear despite the fact, humanitarian interventions are 

occurring and therefore we need to look more into their effects to determine if the 

outcomes of humanitarian intervention is corresponding to the set objectives. When 

observing the international community and the debate about humanitarian intervention 

today, there is no consensus and understanding on the importance of evaluating 

previous interventions. By not reaching consensus on the need to establish a general 

measurement scale on the results of humanitarian intervention, interveners’ can never 

learn from past interveners’ mistakes nor use the strategies they applied that were 

successful.  

    

When the international community developed the concept of humanitarian intervention 

(discussed in chapter 2) and knowing it is being applied, it is then crucial to evaluate its 

usefulness. Instead of only deciding upon what circumstances need to be accomplished 

and how the intervention must be conducted. Conferring to Benjamin Valentino (2001), 

humanitarian interventions are very costly. The intervener is prepared to suffer both 

economically, as interventions cost a lot and politically, as in sending own soldiers to 

fight a battle for “others”. The intervener should want to compare the full costs of its 

intervention with the results, in order to determine if it was useful or not. We cannot 

conduct more humanitarian interventions without evaluating the previous first. Merely 

then is it possible to either promote it or reject it. 

 

Despite the international community’s essential lack of focus on results, Seybolt (2007) 

developed an analytical frame and measured the success and failure of humanitarian 

interventions in the 90s. The results he received (as discussed in chapter 3) were 

diverse, some were successful others were failure. Thus send a signal that the usefulness 

of humanitarian interventions can be discussed. In the first decade of the new 

millennium, previous research has not observed the result of humanitarian intervention.  

 

This study’s contribution to research in Peace and Development will then be to measure 

results of humanitarian intervention in 2000s (Iraq 2003), (Sudan, Darfur 2007) and 

(Libya 2011) and then determine if they are successful and in that sense point out, if we 

‘are moving forward’ (the title of this study) or not.  
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1.4 Methodological and Analytical Considerations of the Study 
This study will, to some extent, use Seybolt’s (2007) analytical frame (further discussed 

in chapter 4). The study alters his analytical frame in order to be able to apply the 

method structured focused comparison on the results from each intervention. After the 

results have been compared, the study will able to answer the main research question. 

1.5 Ethical consideration  
Since this research is a desk study and will not consist of any interviews. It is not of 

sensitive character.  

1.6 Delimitations and Limitations 

This study is delimited to the results of humanitarian interventions. It will not go further 

to discuss why the intervention ended the way they did 

This research will be conducted as a desk study, hence it relies fully on secondary 

sources: academic articles and books to provide information needed to analyse the 

results from interventions in the 21
st
 century. Once reading the material and in the 

analyse process, the research could potentially be biases and with its own pre-

understanding. Furthermore, this study merely has 3 humanitarian interventions to 

observe, a bigger sample of interventions would have been better. 

1.7 Disposition 

Chapter I: Introduction presents the research problem, research objective and research 

question. Further it discusses the significance of the study as well as the methodological 

and analytical considerations of the study and the delimitations and limitations of the 

research.  

 

Chapter II: The concept of humanitarian intervention is presented  

 

Chapter III: The analytical framework, will give a thorough explanation to Seybolt’s 

analytical tool, in which this study altered by transforming his observed humanitarian 

activities into hypothesis. This chapter also includes presentation of Seybolt’s results 

from his observations on humanitarian interventions in the 90s, including a table.    

    

Chapter IV: Methodology, explain how this study will be conducted and the different 

sources used for this research. 

  

Chapter V: Background, enable the reader to receive a better understanding regarding 

the observed intervention. Further, a short history of the three chosen cases Iraq (2003), 

Darfur (2005) and Libya (2011) will be presented. 

 

Chapter VI: Humanitarian intervention in the 2000s in Structured focused comparison, 

to answer the study’s sub questions and indirectly the main question; this chapter will 

include a comparison. The results from the compared interventions will be tested 

against hypotheses, which been established and transformed from my sub questions. 
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This chapter therefore mixes findings with analytical considerations because the actual 

research questions constitute the analytical framework. 

 

Chapter VII: Analyses of the results, in this chapter the results from structured focused 

comparison will be analysed and in the end answer the study’s main research question.  

 

Finally: Chapter VIII will present the Conclusion of humanitarian intervention, based on 

the research findings and analysis.  
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2.0 The concept of humanitarian intervention 
This chapter introduces the concept of humanitarian intervention and the current 

research debates related to that concept 

2.1 Conceptual framework of humanitarian intervention 
According to Kevin Clements and Nadia Mizner (2008), the general consensus 

regarding the concept of humanitarian intervention, irrespective of the constant debate 

on humanitarian intervention, has been established by the international community. This 

concept defines humanitarian intervention as an armed intervention in another state 

without the permission from that state. The main feature of this specific definition is 

linked to human rights and sovereignty. Initially, the sovereignty in the state being 

intervened must be broken, in order for an act to be seen as an intervention. For the act 

to be humanitarian there need to be an aspiration to end violations of human rights and 

it should be the motivating force behind the decision to intervene (Clements and Mizner 

2008). 

The concept poses a challenge for the intervener. The UN charter defends both the 

human rights of the constituents in states and the sovereignty of those states. The United 

Nation Security Council (UNSC) has the right, according to the UN charter, to protect 

human beings from having their rights violated and ignore the sovereignty principle or it 

could protect state sovereignty and hence, close its eyes to human rights abuses (UN, 

1949).   

The Security Council (SC) has the exclusive right and main obligation under Article 

24(1) and Chapter VII to take any necessary measures to re-establish international 

security and peace. This right permits the SC to authorize actions based on agreements, 

such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. If the SC identifies a conflict, 

leading to humanitarian tragedies, as threat to peace and reaches an agreement, the UN 

has the right to act, including the use of force to stop the identified threat (UN, 1949). 

Most of the discussion around humanitarian intervention concentrates on the objective 

for that intervention, and that discussion took its origin and is continuously fertilized by 

the discussion on the just war.  

2.2 `Just war`  
What does being just imply? According to Michael Walzer (2000), just implies an act 

that is morally justified. Therefore, a war can only be justified when it is constructed 

and stands on moral and correct ground. To describe these grounds, there is a Latin 

expression, jus ad bellum, implying right to war. Besides observing war in general, 

there is also an interests in how the war is conducted, jus in bello. Both Jus ad bellum 

and Jus in bello are understood differently and independent from one another
3
 (Walzer, 

2000:21).   

 

                                                           
3
  Jus ad bellum imply that the state has the right to go to war, jus in bello concentrate more on how the 

war is conducted, that it is not unmoral.  
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The discussion concerning the ‘just war’ (Bellum iustum) debate goes back to the 13
th

 

century but is said to be discussed already in the theologian St. Clement of Alexandria’s 

era in 200 B.C. According to Turner Johnson (1987), Clements was the first Christian to 

discuss, the possibility of conducting a ‘just war’. As a point of departure, Clements saw 

Christianity as peaceful, and when fully developed, pacifistic
4
 but he also points out that 

Christians are in different stages of development. Christian soldiers could also develop. 

At that time, Soldiers’ were needed in order to keep the Roman Empire functioning. In 

the writings of Clements, one can discern a first approach to the criteria of jus ad 

bellum: that social value was threatened and that military action was authorised by the 

emperor (Johnson, 1987:20-22, 50).  

 

According to Paul Robinson (2003), Mahabharata
5
 in 200 B.C presented one of the first 

printed discussions concerning ‘just war’. The discussion regards whether or not 

‘suffering caused by war can ever be justified’ (Amaraesh, 2006). The continuing 

discussion resulted in established criteria: just means, to not use e.g. weapons of mass 

destruction, proportionally, to not use more force than the action requires Just cause, 

only attacking within the range and fair treatment of captives and the wounded, 

(Robinson, 2003:117).  

 

On the word of Richard Benson (2006), Thomas Aquinos (1225-1274) 
 
a catholic Italian 

monk
6
, placed the ground under which a war can be just. For Aquino’s, three criteria 

had to be accomplished in order for a war to be just:  

 War cannot occur for self-gain, instead it has to be created for a just and good 

purpose (Proper authority) 

 War must be conducted by an authority, for instance the state, that represents the 

common good, such as peace and stability (just cause) 
7
, and has the objective to 

re-establish some good
8
 that has been deprived   

  The main objective must be peace (right intention) (Benson, 2006). 

 

Philosophers
9
 have continued to develop Aquino’s thoughts regarding just war. The aim 

towards humanitarian intervention today is according to Gregory Reichberg (2002) seen 

in Francisco de Vitoria’s statement:  

 

“The prince has the authority not only over his own people but also over foreigners to 

force them to abstain from harming others…Indeed it would seem that he has this right 

                                                           
4
 Pacifistic derives from pacifism, which means the opposition to violence and war  

5
 Arrived from India and is one of two ancient conscripts. The second one is Ramayana (Amaresh, 2006) 

6
 Thomas Aquino was a theologian and philosopher in the tradition of scholasticism, which is a method of 

critical thought. This method dominated the schooling by academics  
7
 Aquinas statement”those who are attacked, should be attacked because they deserve it on account of 

some fault." Exemplifies his thoughts concerning a ‘just case’ 
8
 Good implies values such as justice and peace  

9
Philosophers such as Francisco de Vitoria (1492-1546) a theologian who clarified what, could be 

considered as a justified reason to go to war.  
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by natural law: the world could not exist unless some men had the power and authority 

to deter the wicked by force from doing harm to the good and innocent." (Reichberg, 

2002:21).  
 

Vitoria carried on by arguing, past wrong actions were not always seen as conditions to 

conduct military acts. There has to be proportioned between the suffering caused by the 

injustice action and the foreseeable suffering caused by a military act. He separated on 

what was morally right and what was morally effective. The first was built on moral 

principles claiming that states, outside their borders, have the responsibility and right to 

secure and re-establish order, when order is absent. The latter has to estimate the 

consequences of the conducted military operation (Reichberg, 2002:21).  

 
In addition to Aquino’s three criteria, Vitoria, according to Richard Regan (1996) 

argued that a war should not be conducted until every peaceful method been ineffective. 

War must be seen as the last option. Further, before a war is conducted, there must be 

prospects for success. Only after a cautious consideration of the options, a chance to win 

and costs, can a war be justified and not by only viewing the profits and loss (Regan, 

1996:17-18).           

 

Aquino and Vitoria’s view of history was, war will always be a part of humanity and the 

unanswered question was what can be done in order to limit the amount of wars, both in 

their effects and their numbers. They emphasised the virtue and the importance of 

countries being ruled by ‘noble statesmen’ (Reichberg, 2002:23). 

 

Ancient thinkers such as Aquino put a lot of focus on jus ad bellum. With the rise of 

strong nations, medieval thinkers started to put more weight on jus in bello. Medieval 

thinkers such as Hugo Grotius (1583-1645) concentrated more on how to limit war 

between legitimate authorities. Johnson claim that as a consequence of the development 

of national states, the war started to change. They became more violent and larger. If the 

period from 1648 were marked by war with limited resources, effects and objectives on 

civilian populations (Johnson, 1987:199-200), Walzer claims the immense difference 

occurred in 1789, with the French revolution that was, in comparison to the period from 

1649, the opposite. As monarchy in Europe threatened the existence of French, the 

method to approach war changed. The objectives, resources and effects were aimed at 

causing the adversary as much damage as possible, despite the risk of owning loses 

(Walzer, 2000:29).   

 

In summary, intellectual aspirations to limit war, both in number and in scope are what 

characterises the philosophers above. None of them attempted to abolish it and thought 

that the war, despite its horrors, could be used for a good purpose. 

2.3 The present just war debate  
The debate on just war in modern times has become more of a moral debate. It accepts 

the inevitability of evil in the past, the necessity of police and military to hold this evil 
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back and that needed violence to defend social values. However, violence may not be 

used in a way that destroy the values they are there to protect (Johnson, 1987:203-208). 

Debate on ‘just war’ in modern times has established a number of criteria; six regarding 

jus ad bellum, the right to go to war, two concerns jus in bello
10

, laws of war
11

: 

Jus ad bellum: 

1. Just cause, “protecting and preserving the social values, in response to an 

aggression 

2. Competent authority, a person or body representing a sovereign political entity, 

and thus lacks superior, e.g. the UN 

3. Right intention, The overall purpose of the war must be the good peace, a peace 

where law and order is restored 

4. Proportionality, a political and military assessment of the war of good and evil 

effects. The good achieved by war must outweigh the evil that war brings 

(target proportionality) 

5. The probability for success, a military assessment of the war profits. Justifying 

war begins (usually) not for profit and loss 

6. Last resort, a political assessment of other opportunities to achieve the same 

goal. Only if there is no other realistic ways war may begin” (Johnson, 1999:28-

29) 

The accumulative assessment of moral and legal debates, in modern times, focuses on 

the values of ´just war´. The debate among scientists, politicians, military officers and 

humanitarian practitioners addresses important questions that have appeared in reaction 

to interventions since the end of cold war. The intervener’s chosen policy determines if 

the result becomes successful and recognizes rational ´prospect of success´ as an 

important reflection that analysts often treat only in passing (Seybolt, 2008:7-8). 

2.4 Moral justification for humanitarian intervention  

An intervention at the level of humanity needs to be understood in the normative 

settings in which it arises (Walzer, 2001). Martha Finnemore (2003) claims normative 

context of the post-cold war gave meaning and resolution to engagements that were 

politically unthinkable not long ago. It forms the responsibilities and rights states 

believe they poses, the objectives they value and the means they consider are legitimate 

and effective to accomplish those objectives (Finnemore, 2003:53). 

Viewing the debate on justified interventions today, the point of departure is the strain 

between individual human rights that is exemplified in the pinnacle of international law- 

                                                           
10

 In Jus in bello there are three principle, that need to be considered when conducting a war; 

Proportionality (not use more force than necessary),  Non-combatant immunity, military actions must 

separate between non-combatants and combatants and military necessity, minimum use of force (Johnson, 

1999:28-29) 
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the Charter of the United Nation. Fernando Tesón (1988) claims that irrespective of 

what the law states, there is a moral duty to intervene to defend civilians from mass 

killing and slaughter. The term sovereignty, according to Teson originates from a state’s 

responsibility to protect its citizens. If the state fails in doing so, it loses its sovereign 

rights (Tesón, 1988:93). There are a number of diverse ways to interpret this argument. 

Authors such as Simone Caney (1997) point to the idea of common humanity
12

 to 

maintain that every individual have human rights and basic duties sustain the rights of 

others (Caney 1997: 34). In line with Caney’s statement, the former UK prime minister 

Tony Blair (1999) claim that “the globalised world we live in today is integrated and 

when massive human rights violations occur in one place it affects other places as well, 

generating into a moral obligation” (Blair, 1999). Some promoters of the just war 

theory, such as Paul Ramsey (2002) claims it is universal to offer assistance to people in 

need (Ramsey 2002: 35-6).  

According to Nicholas Wheeler and Alex Bellamy, there remain complications with the 

moral argument to intervene on humanitarian ground because allowing states a moral 

permission to intervene unlocks the access to potential abuse.
13

 An additional 

complication regards the issue with when an intervention should occur meaning how 

bad must a humanitarian crisis become before force should be granted (Bellamy and 

Wheeler, 2008). 

2.5 The legal case for humanitarian intervention  

The case for legal rights of collective and individual humanitarian intervention for 

international lawyers
14

 rests on two claims: first, “there is a right of humanitarian 

intervention in customary law and second, the UN charter commits states to protect 

fundamental rights” (Bellamy and Wheeler, 2008). 

International lawyers claim peace and security in the UN Charter are linked to human 

rights. Human rights are emphasized in the Charters preamble and articles 1(3), 55 and 

56. One of UN’s principle purposes is to protect human rights and is clearly stated in the 

article 1(3). As a result, international lawyers argue that interventions for a humanitarian 

cause are exceptions to the ban on the use of force in the UN Charter. Reisman (1985) 

claim that with this background in mind, the United Nation Security Council (UNSC) 

should have stopped states during the cold war who were engaging in mass murder. 

With the UNSC’s on-going failure to fulfil this legal obligation, Reisman claim that a 

legal allowance to the ban on the use of force in the article 2(4) should be shaped and to 

allow individual states to use force on humanitarian grounds (Resiman, 1985:74). Other 

international lawyers, such as Lori Damrosch (1991) claim the opposite. She argues that 

article 2(4) forbids use of force against ´territorial integrity´ and ´political independence 

                                                           
12

 Common humanity, in this sense, means that human beings, no matter who they are, where they come 

from, have human rights by virtue of our common humanity, and these rights create correlative moral 

obligations for states and individuals.    
13

 Abuse in this sense mean having states validate self-interests wars by labelling it humanitarian   
14

 International lawyer claim that in customary law and the UN charter there is a legal right for 

humanitarian interventions. 
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‘of states. The humanitarian does neither of these things and therefore does not breach 

article 2(4) (Damrosch 1991:119).        

The legal case has difficulties. People such as Brownie (1974) and Chesterman (2001) 

claim international lawyers overstress the degree of consensus on rules governing the 

use of force and their interpretation of textual requirements of the UN Charter. They 

argue that they run contrary to both the opinions expressed by its architects at the end of 

the Second World War, and the majority international legal opinion (Bellamy and 

Wheeler, 2008).  

2.6 Humanitarian Crisis 

In order for humanitarian intervention to take place the first condition according to 

Nicholas Wheeler (2000) must be grounded on a righteous case, a real extraordinary 

humanitarian crisis created by men. This crisis involves terrible death documents 

against particular ethnic groups in a population and severe human rights abuses. 

Alternatively, it may be unfortunate circumstances occurring between warring parties in 

states where there are on-going armed conflicts, such as the genocide in Rwanda 1994 

(Wheeler, 2000:33f). At these circumstances, Wheeler argues that the international 

community reacts to hinder human suffering with the objective to save lives because the 

state itself fails to protect its own citizens. Therefore, the only hope for the people in 

need is help from an outside actor and that this actor disregards the principle of the 

state’s sovereignty. If the actor neglects the situation, it will increase the risk that more 

innocent lives will go to waste. The community, in which the conflict is occurring, is at 

risk of being extinguished. This consequence can affect not only neighbouring countries 

and transnational actors but the entire international community (ibid: 34).  

2.7 Minimum use of violence 

For an operation to be humanitarian, the use of violence should be as minimal as 

possible. The violence used by the intervener in the conflict area should avoid affecting 

the civilian population and warn them when there are at risk. In such case the intervener 

must identify the pros and cons of its actions and if it is possible to carry out the action, 

despite endangering civilian lives. Before violent action is authorised, the intervener 

must be sure that all other non-violent methods were tested and proven to give a weak 

and ineffective humanitarian result. There are occasions where violence has been used 

to solve the problem but Wheeler emphasise the importance of being aware of its long-

term consequences: both psychologically and physically and that it can take a long 

period for the intervened state to rebuild and repair. This could deteriorate the states 

future development. Therefore, one should carefully take into consideration if it is 

necessary to use violence in the given situation to reach a humanitarian result (Bellamy 

and Wheeler, 2008). 

2.8 The result of conducting a humanitarian intervention 

In the end, the final result should indicate that the violence used to give a good result 

that not just produced a difference in how many civilians survived but also an 

improving living situation. The results on the amount of saved lives should be compared 
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with how many lives were saved before the intervention started. Different humanitarian 

intervention using this method can still receive different outcomes. This has to do with 

the conditions to compare being different. Therefore the measures taken need to be seen 

within each intervention’s specific feature and context (Seybolt 2000:137). 

 

It is difficult to receive knowledge on which particular action within a humanitarian 

intervention that played the crucial role to facilitate or hinder for people in crisis. This is 

something that needs further analysis, not just after the intervention but also before and 

during its implementation. When examining this result, it is not only the number of 

saved lives but also if one can see long-term results. For Wheeler, short-term results 

points on how many lives were protected or saved from the crisis. Long-term results 

focus more on how well the intervention succeeded in solving and adjust the underlying 

factors that caused the humanitarian crisis (Ibid: 36). 

 

2.9 Responsibility to protect (R2P) 

In the report 2001, the International Commission on State Sovereignty and Intervention 

(ICSSI) developed the concept of responsibility to protect which meant that the state has 

the primary duty to stop and prevent mass genocides murders. If the state fails in its 

obligation, the international community possess the secondary responsibility and the 

invocation cannot block its action. States are no longer protected by sovereignty. 

Sovereignty no longer exclusively protects States from foreign interference; it is a 

charge of responsibility that holds states accountable for the welfare of their people 

(Smith, 2013). 

In the same year as the concept developed, United States (US) experienced a terrorist 

attack 9/11, which made the concept of responsibility to protect, for them, no longer 

attractive and to some extent changed the international debate from reflections of 

methods to prevent genocides to a more focus on fighting the proliferation of weapons 

of mass destruction and terrorism. The aim was more directed towards state interests 

rather than human rights (Ibid).  

 

Despite the years after 9/11 and the war on terror, the UN continued to debate major 

reforms of its human rights system. In 2003, the former Secretary- General Kofi Annan 

wanted member states to support the protection of human rights and development of 

security. Recognising the UN’s failure to prevent previous genocides (Rwanda 1994), 

Annan wanted member states to agree on including protection from genocide as a part 

of the reforms of the human rights system. He took the initiative by establishing a high-

level panel on change, threats and challenges to report on how the highest threats of the 

21
st
 century should be confronted by the UN. In 2004, the report a more secure world: 

our shared responsibility was released by the High-level panel. The report involved 101 

recommendations on how to strengthen the international community’s security 

framework and the need to protect people from severe threats (UN, 2004). 
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In the World Summit 2005, a more secure world: our shared responsibility gained 

support from governments and civil society organisations. The once who were insisting 

on a commitment to the Responsibility to Protect were southern leaders from Chile, 

Argentina, Rwanda etc. At the end of the summit, world leaders agreed to commit to the 

Responsibility to Protect. The leaders agreed to the following: 

 “Each individual state has the primary responsibility to protect its populations 

from genocide, war crimes against humanity and ethnic cleansing. And it is also 

a responsibility for prevention of these crimes 

 The International community should encourage or assist states to take this 

responsibility 

 The International community has responsibility to use appropriate diplomatic, 

humanitarian and other peaceful means to help protect populations threatened 

by these crimes. When a state manifestly fails in its protection responsibilities, 

and peaceful means are inadequate, the international community must take 

stronger measures, including collective use of force authorised by the Security 

Council under chapter VII”( RtoP 2005).  

 

The following chapter introduces the analytical framework used for this study. 
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3.0 Analytical research framework  
As pointed out in the introduction the objective of this chapter is to evaluate 

humanitarian intervention in the first decade of the 21
st
 millennium. This study uses 

Taylor B Seybolt’s
15

 analytical framework from “Humanitarian Military Intervention- 

the conditions for success and failure (2007).  

In his book (2007), Seybolt seeks to come up with a way to measure the results of past 

humanitarian intervention. The aim is to answer the question ‘have past humanitarian 

interventions been successful?’ He is the only identifiable person who establishes an 

analytical tool to measure success and failure by using case studies from humanitarian 

intervention in the 1990s. Success for Seybolt implies saving lives and failure is the 

opposite. He applies the analytical tool to estimate the number of saved lives in 17 

military operations in 6 humanitarian interventions. The interventions observed were 

Iraq (1991-96) Somalia (1991-95), Bosnia and Herzegovina (1992-95), Rwanda (1994), 

Kosovo (1999) and East Timor (1999-2000). All observations gave different results, 

some were successful and others were failures (Seybolt, 2007:3).  

 

The intervener’s objective and military strategy are according to Seybolt what 

determines the outcome in an intervention. In order to measure success and failure, he 

observes four kinds of human activities: helping to deliver emergency aid, protecting 

aid operations, saving victims of violence and defeat the perpetrators (Seybolt, 2007:3).  

An explanation to the four kinds of human activities will be given further down in this 

chapter.  

3.1 Defining success? 
A humanitarian intervention according to Seybolt can only be successful when saving 

lives. In other words, if the assistance of military personnel, in a humanitarian crisis, 

hinders people from dying it is seen as a succeeded intervention. In the words of 

Seybolt, saving lives is a clear and simple objective used by the media and policy 

makers to justify interventions. However, by not measuring if the intervention actually 

saved lives, they tend to give little confirmation for the figures they quote (Seybolt 

2008:30).  

3.2 How to measure the results 
Seybolt has chosen to use mortality rate as a tool to measure results. Before and after a 

humanitarian intervention, one has to look for differences in mortality rate. 16 It is useful 
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 Dr Taylor B Seybolt is a Senior Programme officer at the United states institute of  peace (Seboylt 

2007:1)  

16
 “The rate of mortality measures the proportion (not the number) of the population that died during a 

specified time. The common unit of measure is the crude mortality rate (CMR), which is typically 

indicated by the average number of people out of a sample of 10 000 who die each day. It does not 

differentiate according to demographic characteristics, such as age or gender. Crude mortality is 
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from a policy perspective to know deviations in the amount of people who deceased, in 

order to decide if the humanitarian intervention had an effect on the pace in which 

people died, meaning did more people die as a consequence of the intervention. This 

can be accomplished by observing the mortality rate of a certain part of the population 

(Seybolt, 2007:35). 

It is vital to identify the peak (if there is one) in the statistics on mortality rate and view 

what stage the intervention was at that time 17 where one can identify the correlation 

between changes in mortality rate and intervention, and if the changes were caused by 

the intervention. In order to answer this, requires knowledge on the activities required to 

prevent people from dying (Seybolt, 2007:36). 

Arguments are given to why there is a need to measure the humanitarian intervention’s 

success or failure in accordance to the number of people it saves from forthcoming 

death. First, in the debate about humanitarian intervention, ‘lives saved’ is the lowest 

common denominator. Before addressing the question of success, it is good to begin 

with a criterion that is not comprehended as controversial. Second, Quantitative 

measurements are relatively objective meaning that the numbers speak for themselves 

and finally because estimating the number of lives saved and lost are according Seybolt 

the best way to evaluate humanitarian interventions (ibid:31). 

 

While Seybolt assumes that using the mortality rate gives a good picture of lives saved, 

he also uses four human activities to look into the result of humanitarian intervention. 

The first two (below) are concerned with keeping people alive (aid operations) and the 

remaining two are directed towards preventing violence: 

 

 Did the humanitarian intervention help deliver emergency aid? 

 Did the humanitarian intervention protect aid operations? 

 Did the humanitarian intervention saving the victims of violence?  

 Did the humanitarian intervention defeat the perpetrators of violence? 

 

Below follows an explanation of each of the human activities constructed to analyse 

humanitarian intervention.  

 

The objective with activity helping to deliver emergency aid is not from an 

interveners’ perspective difficult to achieve. This type of humanitarian intervention is 

flexibly. The intervener can apply it in both permissive and aggressive surroundings to 

conduct operations as varied as purifying water, dropping air supplies and building 

roads. Helping to deliver emergency aid is costly for the intervener. However, in 

                                                                                                                                                                          
recognized as one of 3 indicators that are rated ‘highest’ in terms of their validity as a measure of health 

impact” (Seboylt, 2007:31) 

 

17
 The mortality rate can of course decrease or increase by implementing a humanitarian intervention 
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comparison to the following activities (presented below), this activity demands less 

from the interveners’ military’s fighting ability. Consequently this activity, in 

comparison to the following three activities, is less politically demanding since it does 

not entail politicians to take high-risk decisions such as sending military troops. Helping 

to deliver emergency aid, increases the possibility to save more lives. Given these 

reflections, humanitarian interventions with the objective to help deliver aid should in 

the majority of cases be expected to succeed (Seybolt, 2007:96-132).   

 

As a consequence of not being able to negotiate appropriate ‘humanitarian space’, aid 

workers have over the years been prevented from doing their jobs. The objective with 

activity protecting aid operations is for humanitarian interventions to construct 

humanitarian space
18

. In order for aid workers to do their jobs, humanitarian space is 

necessary. This can only be accomplished after aid workers and warring parties have 

reached a consensus on safe passage. Arranging safe passage for aid workers is difficult 

because the supply they bring to the conflict is not only needed by civilians but also by 

militants. Protecting aid operations fail when aid organisations are not able to deliver 

aid to civilian populations who are in desperate need of assistance (Ibid: 136-139).    

 

Interventions with the objective to defeat the perpetrators of violence are in character 

not humanitarian but in their results, they can be. Until the perpetrator is either defeated 

or is willing to negotiate, the intervener must be prepared to engage in offensive action. 

Seybolt claims that it is difficult and dangerous to engage in this kind of activity as it 

runs a serious danger of failing. If the interveners’ cost limits are not enough to defeat 

the perpetrator, he has to give up nearly all impact over the development of events and 

withdraw in defeat. In this sense, failing to reach the objective can increase death rates 

among civilians. Oppositely, if done correctly, it can stop mass killing and massacre 

(Ibid: 224-264). 

 

It is important that an intervener follows the just war principles. Intervention with the 

objective to defeat perpetrators and their political order are very provocative. This type 

of activity “comes so close to the traditional, selfishly motivated interventions and 

because offence and corpulence tend to be nasty and brutish” (Ibid).           

 

The activity regarding saving victims of violence will not be regarded in this thesis 

because it is contradicting to expect an intervention to save victims of violence when the 

intervening party is conducting violence. One has to be aware of the possibility that 

more victims will die during the intervention. Observing Seybolt’s figure on the results 

in the 90s (presented in chapter 3.3), only 2 out of 17 operations were successful. This 

strengthens the study’s decision to not use this activity, as it is destined to fail. The 

question should instead be is it worth to temporarily increase mortality rate in the 

intervening country for a hopefully prosperous future? In other words, do the means 
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 Humanitarian space implies aid workers ability to negotiate access to enter the conflict and deliver aid 

to civilians.  



 
18 

justify the ends? The study will replace Seybolt’s fourth activity, saving victims of 

violence and instead use decrease in mortality rate, which is also a sub-question for this 

study. This activity can be answered by observing the mortality rate before and after the 

intervention. It is more suitable to have as an activity. 

 

The activities helping to deliver emergency aid and protecting aid operations may seem 

very similar. However, the main difference between them is that the first does not 

require considerable military efforts to conduct while the latter is essentially depending 

on it. As mentioned earlier, it is more politically demanding for an intervener to send 

military troops to an on-going conflict rather than only e.g. dropping air supplies, which 

is less aggressive than sending military troops. 

 

Seybolt applied the activities on 17 military operations in 6 case studies: Iraq, Somalia, 

Bosnia and Herzegovina, Rwanda, Kosovo and East Timor. During this period a lot 

happened. As mentioned in the introduction chapter, the 90s was seen as the period 

when the global humanitarian regime emerged and the whole idea of humanitarian 

interventions took off. States started to put more resources for humanitarian purposes 

(Evans, 2008:175). This can be understood when viewing the amount of interventions 

occurring during this period.  

 

According to Seybolt, the results from his limited set of case studies displayed in the 

majority of cases humanitarian intervention succeeded. Out of the observed 17 military 

operations, nine were successful in saving lives;
19

 four were unsuccessful to save lives 

and two of them made life worse for at least a short period of time;
 20

  and four had 

diverse record, meaning they saved lives but in the context of failing to save many 

more” (Seybolt 2008:270). As it is barely half, it can be discussed how successful the 

results really were. The following page illustrates the results of Seybolt’s sets of case 

studies. 
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 “Operations Provide Relief and Restore Hope in Somalia; Operation Provide Comfort in northern Iraq; 

the Rwandan Patriotic Army and Operation Support Hope in Rwanda; Operation Deliberate Force in 

Bosnia and Herzegovina; operations Allied Harbor and Joint Guardian in Kosovo; and INTERFET in 

East Timor, were  the operations that saved lives”  
20

 “The failed operations were the UN Guard Contingent in Iraq, the first and second UN operations in 

Somalia (UNOSOM I and II), and Operation Allied Force in Kosovo. UNOSOM II and Operation Allied 

Force made the humanitarian situation worse by increasing the level of violence, which killed people and 

drove out aid organizations. Operation Allied Force succeeded in defeating the FRY” 
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Table 3.3 Seybolt’s results on humanitarian interventions in the 1990s 

                                     Help                 Protect aid            Save the      Defeat the   

Intervention               deliver aid          operations             victims        perpetrators 

Northern Iraq 

Operation 

provide  

Comfort 

Success Success Success .. 

UN Guard 

Contingent in 

Iraq 

.. Failure .. .. 

Somalia 

UNOSOM I .. Failure .. .. 

Operation 

Provide Relief 

Success .. .. .. 

Operation 

Restore Hope 

Success .. .. .. 

UNOSOM II .. Failure .. Failure 

Bosnia and Herzegovina  

UNPROFOR Success Mostly 

failure 

Mostly failure .. 

Operation 

Deliberate Force 

.. .. .. Success 

Rwanda 

Rwanda 

Patriotic Front 

.. .. Mostly failure Success 

UNAMIR .. .. Mostly failure Success 

Operation 

Turquoise 

.. .. Mostly failure Success 

Operation 

Support Hope 

(Zaire) 

Small success .. .. .. 

Kosovo 

Operation Allied 

Force 

.. .. Failure Success 

Operation Allied 

Harbor 

(Albania) 

Success .. .. .. 

Operation Joint 

Guardian 

Success .. .. .. 

KFOR .. Success Mostly success .. 

East Timor 

INTERFET .. Success .. Success 

FYROM = Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia; INTERFET = International Force 

for East Timor; KFOR = Kosovo Force; UNAMIR = UN Assistance Mission for Rwanda; 

UNOSOM = UN Operation in Somalia; UNPROFOR = UN Protection Force; . . = Not 

applicable (Seboylt 2008:272) 
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3.4 The analytical frame 
This study applies Seybolt’s analytical frame on three humanitarian interventions in the 

21
st
 century by observing if each humanitarian intervention managed to save lives 

through helping to deliver aid, protect aid operations, defeat the perpetrators and 

decreasing the mortality rate. The last one, as previously discussed (decreasing the 

mortality rate) has replaced Seybolt’s observation; ‘saving victims of violence’ as it is 

more suitable to measure with. This will be done with an aim to discuss if the results of 

these humanitarian interventions were successful.  

 

To measure the success and failure of humanitarian interventions in the 2000s, this 

study’s four sub-questions (Seybolt’s activities) will be transformed into hypotheses. It 

is important to state that the activities are not universal; all humanitarian interventions 

have their own set of objectives. These activities are this study’s my way of measuring 

the results.    

 

The debate on humanitarian intervention in the 90s was on-going in the 2000. During 

this period Responsibility to Protect (R2P) was established and became an important 

guideline for humanitarian interventions. In the first decade of the 21
st
 century, there 

have been 3 identified humanitarian interventions, Iraq 2003, Darfur 2005 and Libya 

2011. All three interventions will be observed and will use the same frame as Seybolt 

did in the 90s but will be compared by using the method structured focused comparison.  

 

The following page presents this study’s table on humanitarian intervention in the 21
st
 

century, (discussed in chapter 4.5). 
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Table 3.5 Success and failure of humanitarian military interventions in 

the 21st century   

Success and failure in humanitarian interventions in the 21
st
 century  

Intervention Help 

deliver aid 

Protect aid 

operations 

Defeat the 

perpetrators 

Decline in 

Mortality 

rate 

(Iraq) 

Operation 

Iraqi 

Freedom 

    

(Darfur) 

UNAMID 

    

(Libya) 

Operation 

Unified 

Protector 

    

Darfur; UNAMID = Acronym for African Union/UN Hybrid operation in Darfur  
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4.0 Methodology    
This chapter will be dedicated to the methodology used for this study. It will begin with 

presenting the method and how it will help answer the research questions, and then 

continue by unfolding how the method in this study is implemented. 

The study will be conducted as a qualitative and deductive desk study; the methods 

chosen to analyse the collected empirical data are qualitative text analysis and a 

structured focused comparison of conflicts in the past twenty years.  

 

A desk study was chosen instead of a field study because it is the most suitable 

approach to take when writing about this topic. As interventions and non-interventions 

are universal problems for the UN it becomes difficult to research it in the fields. 

Furthermore, the choice of having a qualitative approach is based on my assumption 

that not that much quantitative data is needed to answer my research questions. Even 

though statistical data could show how many died in the conflicts it would not by itself 

help to answer my research questions, and therefore needs to be supplemented by a 

qualitative approach. In this case a mixed method approach can be used. Creswell 

(2009) argue it is better to use a qualitative approach on a phenomenon, in this case, 

humanitarian intervention (Creswell, 2009:18). 

 

Since this study aims at comparing the results of a small number of humanitarian 

interventions, structured, focused comparison is used. Structured, focused comparison 

is a method described by Alexander George and Andrew Bennett in Case Studies and 

Theory Development in the Social Sciences (2005). The method permits a fair 

comparison between cases in order to be capable to theorize a particular phenomenon 

(George and Bennet, 2005:67).  

 

Structured focused comparison originated from Alexander L. George’s thoughts that 

case study research are seldom directed by clear theoretical objectives and is not a good 

method to produce cumulative knowledge. The method is “focused because it deals 

selectively with only certain aspects of the historical case” (George, 1979:61). The 

method is “structured because it employs general question to guide the data collection 

and analysis in that historical case” (ibid: 62).  

 

The main research question, concerning if results of humanitarian interventions in the 

first decade of the 21
st
 millennium were successful, depends on the results from the 

foregoing sub questions.  In terms of the structured, focused comparison method, the 

sub research questions do not touch upon the theory oriented aspect of the method. Yet, 

the results from the sub questions (more explained later in this chapter) will still be 

concluded in a way as to answer the main research question. Therefore the main 

research question depends on the previous four being answered systematically. 
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As this study only deals with results of humanitarian interventions and employs general 

questions to guide the research, structured focused comparison is then the most suitable 

method to apply.   

 

4.1 Sources  
Below follows the data this thesis will use in order to answer the sub questions and by 

doing so answer the main research question.  

In his book, Seybolt’s qualitative and quantitative data gathered for his research is a bit 

difficult to identify. However, some information derived from specific articles on each 

intervention, literature on the debate on humanitarian intervention, statistics indicating 

the mortality rate from Lancet, WHO, UNICEF, UNCHR, CMR and the WB. This 

study applied the same data besides replacing Seybolt’s data on the interventions in the 

90s and instead uses data regarding humanitarian interventions in the 21
st
 century.  

Helping to deliver emergency aid will be measured after data have been gathered from 

the intervener and from organisations operating in the concerning conflict. Only then is 

it possible to determine the results. Protecting aid operations will use the same 

approach as the previous category. Defeat the perpetrators will be measured by first, 

identifying who the perpetrators are and secondly, analyse the data concerning the 

defeat. Decline in the mortality rate will be measured after observing statistics on each 

case. Every sub-question, for each intervention, will use academic literature, articles and 

documents concerning the interventions, UN charter and statistic regarding the mortality 

rate, primarily from the Lancet and World Bank. The stated data are significant in order 

to answer the research question.  

 

To answer sub question 1 (Did the humanitarian intervention help to deliver emergency 

aid?): in the Iraq case, data from academic literature such as Kentane (2012) and the 

global report from UNHCR, 2003 will be used to answer the question. In the case of 

Darfur, Morzaria (2007), Schneider (2013) and UNHCR will be used to answer the 

question. In the Libyan case, the sub question will mostly be answered by observing 

report from UNHCR (2011) and NATO (2011). 

To answer sub question 2 (Did the humanitarian intervention protect humanitarian aid 

operations?): in the Iraq case, data from Iraq body count (IBC) 2012 and U.S 

Department of States (2013). In the case of Darfur, data from UNAMID (2008) and 

Pantuliano, Jaspars and Ray (2009) will be used. In the case of Libya, data from 

UNICEF (2011) and Laity (2012) will be used.  

To answer sub question 3 (Did the humanitarian intervention defeat the perpetrators of 

violence?): in the Iraq case, data from Tripp (2007) and Cockburn (2006) and Roston 

will be used. The Darfur case cannot answer this question because there is no real 

identified perpetrator. In the case of Libya, data from NATO (2011), Evans (2011), Ban 

Ki-moon (2011) and Gazzini (2013) will be used.  
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To answer sub question 4 (Did mortality rate decline after the humanitarian intervention 

was terminated?): in the Iraq case, data from World food program (2004), Lancet (2006) 

will be used. In the case of Darfur data from Lancet will be used and in the final case 

and sub question, data from Lancet will be used to answer this question. 

As mentioned earlier, Seybolt does not give a clear and structured presentation of where 

he received his data. Data that was identified came from Lancet, which is used to 

answer the fourth hypothesis. When choosing data to answer the research questions, the 

study strived to find present data and that concentrate on each specific question. The 

ones this study ended up with are the once considered the most trustworthy.  

4.2 Selection of cases  
It is important that selection of cases is done in accordance with the research objective. 

According to George and Bennet (2005) One cannot randomly choose different cases 

but need to explain how they connect to each other and become comparable (George 

and Bennet, 2005:83). The chosen countries for this thesis are: Iraq (2003), Sudan, 

Darfur (2007) and Libya (2011). Nevertheless, there are only three cases in the new 

millennium that largely fit into the humanitarian intervention frame. 

 

The period (21
st
 decade) was chosen because interventions in the new millennium have 

not been measured. It is important to measure the results in the 2000s in order to 

determine if we are moving forward (the study’s title). 

4.3 Applying Structured Focused Comparison 

In order to conduct a structured focused comparison, the thesis sub questions will be 

transformed into four hypotheses. These hypotheses are not extracted from theoretical 

debates or the existing literature but are based on Seybolt’s human activities from his 

analytical frame (see above).   

Hypothesis 1  

The humanitarian intervention was successful because it helped to deliver emergency 

aid 

Hypothesis 2  

The humanitarian intervention was successful because it protected humanitarian aid 

operations 

Hypothesis 3 

The humanitarian intervention was successful because it defeated the perpetrators of 

violence 

Hypothesis 4 

The humanitarian intervention was successful because the mortality rate decline after 

the intervention was terminated 
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Hypotheses 1-3 are gathered from Seybolt’s observed humanitarian interventions 

(discussed in chapter 3.3). Hypothesis 4 derives from Seybolt’s fourth observed 

humanitarian intervention, saving the victims of violence (also discussed in chapter 3.3). 

It has been altered to decrease in mortality rate after the humanitarian intervention was 

terminated, a sub question for this thesis and then transformed into a hypothesis.   

Each hypothesis will be tested against the results of the three interventions. The 

received results from the hypotheses will be the answer to this thesis sub questions and 

then be inserted into the below graph.  

Table 4.4 Graph for the result of the hypothesis  

 Iraq Sudan (Darfur) Libya 

The humanitarian 

intervention was 

successful because 

it helped to deliver 

emergency aid 

   

The humanitarian 

intervention was 

successful because 

it protected aid 

operations 

   

The humanitarian 

intervention was 

successful because 

it defeated the 

perpetrators of 

violence 

   

The humanitarian 

intervention was 

successful because 

the mortality rate 

decline after the 

intervention was 

terminated 

   

S= Supporting, NS=Not Supporting and UTD= Unable to determine 

After the results have been inserted in the above graph, the final question for this study 

that would summaries all the findings and analysis will be answered. Finally, the results 

from my tested hypothesis formulated in the analytical framework (above) will (as 

discussed in chapter 4) be converted and transferred to the study’s modified figure (on 

the following page). 
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Table 4.5 for the success and failure on humanitarian interventions in 

the 21st century  

Intervention Help 

deliver aid 

Protect aid 

operations 

Defeat the 

perpetrators 

Decline in 

Mortality 

rate 

(Iraq) 

Operation 

Iraqi 

Freedom 

    

(Darfur) 

UNAMID 

    

(Libya) 

Operation 

Unified 

Protector 

    

Darfur; UNAMID = Acronym for African Union/UN Hybrid operation in Darfur  
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5.0 Background chapter 
This chapter allows the reader to get a better picture of the cases. A short presentation 

of background for each case is divided into three titles: background (the concerning 

country), the intervention and the results.    

 

 

5.1 Background on Iraq 
After the Persian Gulf

21
 War in 1991, Iraq agreed to stop its Weapons of Mass 

Destruction (WMD) programs and abolish the remaining WMD weapons. Iraq accepted 

to give a UN inspection team free access to observe if Iraq was complying with their 

agreement. The team felt that the Iraq government was not collaborating with them and 

the following 7 years inspectors from the UN team complained that they could not do 

their job. Simultaneously, Iraqi officials claimed some of the UN’s inspectors were 

spies working closely with foreign intelligence officials. The UN weapons inspector 

Richard Butler wrote in 1998 a critical report on the Iraq’s non-collaboration (Butler, 

2002).  

With the report from Butler in mind, the U.S president Bill Clinton announced that he 

would launch operation desert fox
22

 which included airstrikes on Iraqi objectives. As a 

result, Iraq denied future UN weapon inspectors to enter Iraq (Ibid).  

A few years later, the attention on Iraq increased. President Bill Clinton’s era ended in 

2000 and George W Bush became in 2001 president of the U.S. The following year, 

more exactly, September 11 and the attack on the World Trade Centre, was the start of 

                                                           
21

 The Gulf War started after Iraqi soldiers invaded Kuwait in 1990. As a responds, UN –authorised 

coalition force led by US and involved 34 nations to stop the invasion.  
22

 An intervention conducted by U:S and 34 nations  
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the war on terror.
23

 As a result, Bush administration concentrates more on the Middle 

East and Iraq. At the beginning of 2002, Bush gave a number of statements (Ritchie and 

Rogers, 2007:45) pointing toward preparedness to use force, if need, to remove Saddam 

Hussein from governing Iraq. In the end of 2002, U.S Central Intelligence Agency 

(CIA) provided the Bush administration a classified National Intelligence Estimate 

(NIE) presenting Iraq’s WMD as a threat (Cohen, 2003). 

The following months, U.S conducted diplomatic efforts to try to convince the UNSC to 

approve a new WMD inspection regime, and an approval to use force to overthrow 

Saddam Hussein. Consequently, the UNSC agreed but only on the WMD request and 

forced Iraq to end its WMD program. Saddam and his government agreed to let UN 

weapon inspectors to re-enter Iraq. As the inspections were proceeding, U.S was 

lobbying the members of the UNSC that Iraq was an international threat and that force 

was needed to overthrow Hussein. However, the majority of SC’s members were 

against an attack on Iraq (Ismael and Ismael, 2011:187) and (Cornish, 2004:27-30). 

The American administration claimed they had prof that the Iraqi leader Saddam 

Hussein had weapons of mass-destruction and the ability to provide them to terrorists, 

which later was proven wrong.The Bush administration together with UK recommended 

UN to strengthen their mandate to disarm the Iraqi regime but members of the SC did 

not reach a consensus to give US and UK permission to attack Iraq. Nevertheless, US 

(2006) claimed resolution 687
24

, which gave them and their allies’ right to use force to 

eliminate Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction (Tripp, 2007:53). 

The war in Iraq began 2003. It was one of the most significant events in international 

relations. U.S choice to label its armed force against Iraq as human remains, still today, 

controversial both politically and legally. European Union (EU), the UN and Nordic 

Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO) were badly damaged by the war in Iraq. The 

objective with US attack was to prove ‘transformed’ military’s capability to achieve 

both determinedly and promptly. Hitherto, reconstruction and transformation have been 

problematic and still today the country is seen as an insecure nation in the Middle East 

(Cornish 2004:64).  

Regardless, of whether or not the intervention in Iraq was a humanitarian intervention, 

U.S and the United Kingdom considered the intervention to be based on humanitarian 

ground and conducted an intervention. Therefore, the case, with this knowledge in hand 

will be seen as a humanitarian intervention. 
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 The war on terror is an international military campaign that began after the attack on World Trade 

Centre September 11, 2001.  
24

 UN resolution 687 set the terms of the cease-fire at the end of the 1991 Gulf War. The administration 

claims that because Iraq never lived up to the terms of the cease-fire, the use force was now valid. 
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5.1.1 The intervention (Operation Iraqi Freedom) 

After several attempts to find international support for an ultimatum demanding Saddam 

Hussein to withdraw, U.S, UK and their allies initiated in March 2003 a humanitarian 

intervention labelled as operation Iraqi freedom. In his speech, President Bush said the 

objectives were to “disarm Iraq, to free its people and to defend the world from graver 

danger” (National Security Council, 2005]. US Minister of Defence Donald Rumsfeld 

said the military objectives with the operation were to: 

i. End the regime of Saddam Hussein 

ii. Identify, isolate and eliminate Iraqi weapons of mass destruction 

iii. Seek, capture and expel terrorists from Iraq 

iv. Collect information that is related to terrorist networks  

v. Collect information that is associated with a global network that deals with 

illegal weapons of mass destruction 

vi. End sanctions against Iraq and immediately deliver humanitarian aid to Iraqi 

civilians  

vii. Secure natural resources belonging to  the Iraqi population 

viii. Help the Iraqi population to create the conditions for transition to self-

government (Cordesman 2003:65). 

When received information regarding the location of Hussein, the coalition quickly 

responded and within a few hours conducted several flight bombing and missile attacks 

at the same time as ground troops were going in to Iraq. Several units from the coalition 

were still under transport towards Iraq and others lacked equipment. In that sense, the 

coalition was not fully prepared to engage in an attack. The strategy was to initiate 

ground attacks with 2-3 days of bombing including 3000 precision attack. Instead, U.S 

and UK decided to concentrate on their ground troops with the aim to bring down the 

regime and avoid as many air bombings as possible to facilitate the rebuilding of the 

“new” Iraq (Cordesman 2003:58f). 

The military intervention in Iraq was limited towards military areas. The U.S and their 

allies were careful when deciding on what areas to attack in order to prevent civilian 

casualties. They designed strategy “shock and awe” with the objective to make Hussein 

and his regime lose faith in winning the conflict. Despite the aim to prevent civilian 

casualties, the strategy had a downside. If the strategy is put in relation to every 

intervener’s responsibility to make sure interventions have positive humanitarian result 

and that war never occur at the expense of peace, “shock and awe” had a devastating 

result(discussed more in chapter 6.4.1) (Aggestam and Björkdahl, 2009:15 and de 

Vitoria 1991:304–305). 

On April 9
th

, the Iraqi regime became weaker and crowds of Iraqis participated in 

overthrowing, what was said to have been a symbolic statue of Hussein. The month 

after, U.S identified the location of Saddam Hussein and captured him in an under-

ground bunker in Al-door near Tikrit. Three weeks after the intervention started and 
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with the capture of Hussein, the regime fell and President Bush declared the war in Iraq 

as over (Human Constitutional Rights 2007). 

5.1.2 The results 

When the war ended, a new phase in the history of Iraq started. In summer 2003, a new 

government council was appointed. Yet, U.S and their allies could not fully withdraw 

from Iraq because Hussein supporters continued to engage in armed conflict (Leonard, 

2009:1). 

 

In 2004, Iraq regained their sovereignty by the SC’s resolution 1546. An interim 

government under Iyad Alawi was introduced. It was now up to the interim government 

to decide when the international forces should leave the country (UN document 2004). 

In 2005, an editorial staff was established to present a constitution draft that submit the 

Iraqi people in a referendum. The draft was not adored by all members of the interim 

government but still received a majority in the referendum. Iraq is according to the 

constitution an independent sovereign state with a democratic and republic polity. Later 

in 2005, election to the national assembly was held that appointed a transitional 

government. Kurdish leader Jalal Talabani was announced president together with two 

vice presidents, Tariq al-Hashemi from the Sunni part of the country and Adel Abdul-

Mahdi from the Shiit. As a result of the established government and an Iraqi court, 

Saddam Hussein was convicted of crime against humanity and sentenced to death. The 

execution was held in December 2006 (Tripp 2007, 299:301). 

  

In 2011, nearly nine years after the humanitarian intervention in Iraq, U.S left the 

country. Iraq established a security forces with approximately 700, 000 soldiers who 

were responsible for security and protection of its fragile democratic institutions. The 

effectiveness of the security force has to some extent been prosperous in upholding a 

degree of stability. Still, Iraq remains fragile and must overcome several challenges
25

 

before it can title itself a democratic and safe state (Leonard, 2009:25). 
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Such as the continuous conflict between the country’s Sunni and Shia Muslim’s 
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5.2 Background on Sudan-Darfur 

 

 
 

Since its independence year 1956, Sudan has experienced several conflicts. Sudanese 

scholars and politicians claim that the conflict is between north and south and that most 

of the battles were located in Darfur (Hassan and Ray, 2009:7). 

 

Darfur is a densely populated region in Sudan. In 2003, a conflict escalated when two 

insurgent movements (farmers and nomads) began to rebel against the government. The 

roughness between them intensified during the dry-seasons because Arab nomads had to 

move their flocks, in order to get access to water and food. As a result, nomadic people 

started to occupy the black population in Darfur’s soil, claiming that they had no other 

choice (Flint and Waal 2007:22). 

 

The Sudanese government has experienced difficulties to control battles between the 

farmers and nomads. The farmers established the African rebel group, Justice for 

Equality Movements (JEM) and the Sudan Liberation Army (SLA). They fought against 

the government because of their beliefs that the government was supporting Arab 

nomads. In response to the farmer’s established groups, the nomadic people developed a 

liberty group consisting of mostly Arabs. The name was Sudan Liberation Movement 

Army (SLM/A). By putting fear in many areas in the form or rape etc., JEM and SLA 

made progress in the beginning. In order to challenge the movements, the Sudan 

government together with the Janjaweed, an armed and trained group, went to a counter 

attack. This counter attack resulted, more or less, in an ethnic cleansing. Despite this 

occurrence, no intervention was implemented. The government was determined to not 

let humanitarian organisations´ help civilians affected by the conflict. For this the Sudan 

government received a lot of criticism (Hassan and Ray, 2009:35-39). 

 



 
32 

In February 2003, the conflict intensified when Janjeweed militia put fire on almost 50 

% of land area in Darfur. More than a million Sudanese people were displaced. 

International organisations, such as Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International and 

UN, defined the assaults in Darfur as felony against humanity (Anup, 2011).  

 

World Health Organisation (WHO) published in December 2004 a Darfur survey, which 

revealed how bad the crisis in Darfur was. According to the survey each month 6,000-

10,000 were dying in Darfur and 1.2 million civilians in the Darfur region left the 

country and were camped in 129 settlements in an areas as large as France (WHO 

2004). 

  

The UN called the situation in Darfur for one of the worst humanitarian catastrophes 

ever and an intervention aid facto was needed. In April the first established forces, from 

the African Union (AU), were sent to Darfur to protect the civilian population. The 

Sudanese governments´ continue support to the Janjaweed army was by the UN seen as 

a crime against international law and an intervention was therefore needed (Flint and 

Waal 2007:22). 

 

5.2.1 The intervention    

Kofi Annan held a speech in memory of the genocide in Rwanda. In the speech he also 

presented his worries regarding the situation in Darfur. In the end of April, SC put 

resolution 1547, which was accepted by all SC’s members (United Mission in Sudan, 

2008). The resolution meant that the Sudanese government; SLA/SLM and JEM must 

reach a ceasefire but no ceasefire was accomplished and the SC adopted resolution 

1556, which was stricter and emphasised SC’s concerns regarding the situation; 

 

“The situation in Sudan constitutes a threat to international peace and security and to 

stability” (UN 2006) 

 

The objective with the resolution was that the Sudan government disarm Janjaweed and 

facilitate humanitarian aid to reach the civilians. Despite resolution 1556, and the UN’s 

awareness of the crisis in Darfur, no real adjustment was accomplished. The absence of 

an intervention was mainly because of the SC members self-interests
26

. Clearly, human 

right issues, for some SC members is not the most important object or at least not seen 

by all as a fundamental norm (UN document 2007).  

 

Diplomatic mission to Darfur was in 2007 organised and sent by the African Union 

(AU) but did not have the intended effect, violence continued to increase. In 2007 after 

the SC adopted resolution 1769, the mission was replaced by a unique combined 
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 China and Russia were the leading actors working against an intervention in Darfur 
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AU/UN Hybrid operation (UNAMID), the world’s largest
27

 peacekeeping mission. Due 

to different circumstances the UNAMID mandate has been prolonged (UNAMID, 

2006). 

 

UNAMID’s main goal is to protect civilians, secure aid assistance by facilitating 

humanitarian aid operations, supporting implementation of agreements, and if needed 

assist in a political process and contribute to raise the need for human rights (Ibid: 

2006).  

5.2.2 The results 

The crisis in Darfur has deprived Sudan’s development. The population has endured 

years of instability and lack of security. Near two million Sudanese died and close to 

600,000 became refugees. The size and nature of this crisis repeatedly spilled over into 

neighbouring countries and maid the region insecure (Flint and De Waal, 2007:317).  

 

Viewing Darfur today, the results of UNAMID can be discussed. As the peacekeeping 

forces yet remain in the country. Today, the United Nation Development Program 

(UNDP) is the leading development agency in Sudan. Its objective is to empower 

people in Sudan to develop and reach sustainable peace. UNDP’s intentional 

intervention is to help develop civil society, communities and institutions to help the 

country build a better life for the population and prevent more conflicts. Together with 

development partners on national as well as regional level, they encourage a democratic 

environment that endorses democratic governance that contributes to achieving the 

millennium development goals (MDG). The objective is to develop human security, 

empower women, ensure environmental sustainability and reduce poverty and diseases 

by 2015 (UNAMID 2008). 

 

United Nations Children Fund (UNICEF) is another international organisation located 

in Sudan. It cooperates with the government, community partners and non-

governmental organisations. The objective is to help Sudan reach the MDG and the 

commitment of the Millennium Declaration. This involves water sanitation and hygiene, 

basic education, health, nutrition, HIV and AIDS (Ibid: 2008). 

Sudan is, in the last years, still one of the world’s largest recipients (third) of official 

aid. It “received the equivalent of 3.7% of its gross national income (GNI) as aid (ODA) 

in 2010” (Global humanitarian assistance 2008). The GNI rank in 2010 was 70 of 215. 

The country has experienced active conflict in each of the ten years between 2002 and 

2011 Sudan was seen as a fragile state, 2011. In 2011-2013 the vulnerability index score 

was high (Ibid). 
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 The peacekeeping troop consisted of 19,555 military personnel, 6,432 police 3,772 police personnel 19 

formed police units comprising up to 140 personnel each and  a significant civilian component(UNAMID 

facts and figures)  
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In July 2011, SLM was the first group to conclude a peace deal with the Sudan 

government. In April 2013, JEM abandoned their violent acts and signed a peace 

agreement with Sudan government on the foundation of the Doha Document for Peace 

in Darfur (DDPD)
28

. The last agreement increases the ability for an end to violence 

which has been a part of Sudan’s history for decades and brought so much pain to the 

population (UNAMID 2013).  

5.3 Background on Libya 

  

 
 

During the so called “Arabic Spring”
29

, Tunisia and Egypt experienced demonstrations. 

In February 2011, as a result of these demonstrations, a protest against the Libyan leader 

Muammar Gaddafi broke out. Civilians who participated in the demonstrations were 

exposed to violence by the regime. Many were hurt and killed. Further, the protest 

developed into a conflict between the regime, and from the protests established Libyan 

rebels. The conflict, between the concerning parties, was so violent that it received the 

international community’s attention. Consequently, the regime was accused of crime 

against humanity and violence against demonstrating civilians
30

, in their attempt to 

break the protests (Institution for peace and conflict research, Uppsala, 2012).   

 

Disapprovals of Libyan regime’s violent behaviour towards its people did not only 

come from the UN but also regional organisations, the Arab League, African Union, and 
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 The core framework for the whole peace process in Darfur 
29

 “Named after the situations in North Africa and Middle East, where previously stabile regimes 

experienced an internal pressure, public revolution that made the regimes collapse” (Ulfstein and 

Christiansen, 2013) 

 
30

 Civilians are in international humanitarian law defined as being people who do not participate in the 

armed forces or are members of an active group in the conflict  
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the Organisation of the Islamic Conference. On February 2011, Navi Pillay UN High 

Commissioner for Human Rights condemned the regimes actions and called for an 

instant end to the violence against Libyan civilians. The organisation of the islamic 

conference saw the situation in Libya as a humanitarian catastrophe (Goodenough, 

2011) The Arab league suspended the Libyan regime from participating in the 

organisation (Ulfstein and Christiansen, 2013). Further, the regimes disproportionate 

use of violence against civilians was condemned by the African Union. All major 

organisations’ were against the Libyan regime’s behavior (News24, 2011).  

 

Despite this reaction from the international community and regional organisations, 

violence in Libya continued. In a speech in the capital city of Libya Tripoli, Gaddafi 

increased threats against the population by declaring ‘We will come house by house, 

room by room… we will find you in your closets. We will have no mercy and no pity 

(The Guardian, 2011) and in March 2011, as a response to Gaddafi’s speech UN applied 

resolution 1973, which meant immediate cease-fire and established authorised flight ban 

over Libya. Further, the resolution gave an authorisation to use any kind of necessary 

means, except occupation to protect the Libyan population. The UN was committed to 

stop civilian suffering and authorised a humanitarian intervention in order to stop the 

regime from continuing to injure its civilians. In February 2012, the UNSC decided to 

engage in resolution 1970 which condemned the use of violence by all concerning 

parties. The resolution reported Muammar Gaddafi to International Criminal Court 

(ICC) and authorized international sanctions against Libya. The decision was adopted 

by all the UNSC’s members (Security Council, 2011). 

 

5.3.1 The intervention    

In March 2011, a humanitarian intervention labeled Operation Unified Protector in 

Libya was initiated. A multi-state coalition
31

 implemented the UNSC’s resolution 1973. 

The military operations began when the United Kingdom (UK) and U.S military forces 

fired over 110 Tomahawk missiles (Al Jazeera 2011). 

  

The intervention mostly led by the UK and French came to involve nineteen states. 

Most states participated by providing military logistical assistance and enforcing fly 

zones. On March 2011, Nordic Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO, 2011) decided to 

take command of the arms embargo calling it Operation Unified Protector with an 

objective to protect Libyan civilians. Since its takeover, NATO has flown over 26,500 

attacks in Libya, damaged over 5,900 military objectives including 400 rockets and over 

600 armoured vehicles or tanks.  

 

NATO was functioning under article four in the UN charters, which authorize UN 

member states to use necessary means to protect the Libyan population. The mandate 

also established a difference between approved measures and the objective to be 
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Including France, Denmark, Canada, Italy, Norway, Qatar, Spain, UK and US 
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reached. To use ‘any necessary means’ is connected to the protection of civilian 

populated areas in Libya, and military measures can only be taken with regard to this 

objective. Therefore, Libyan non-combatants, meaning people who did not participate 

in the armed conflict on either side, where the only ones that could enjoy NATO’s 

protection. Moreover, the attacks from NATO had to be limited towards areas where 

civilians were under threat from either sides of the conflict (Ulfstein and Christiansen, 

2013) operation unified protector could only be justified when preventing threats and 

attacks
32

 posed by armed forces (International Committee of the Red Cross, 1977).     

  

Despite article four’s recommendations to simply support civilians who were not 

participating in the on-going conflict, NATO were said to have assisted the rebels. 

When Russia received information regarding this, the Russian Foreign Minister Sergei 

Lavrov responded by saying ‘If this is confirmed, it is a very crude violation of UN 

Security Council resolution 1970 [which imposes an arms embargo on Libya]’(BBC 

News, 2011). Still NATO continued to provide with weapons and ammunition. As a 

result, the rebel group became much stronger 
33

 and increased in number, due to more 

people leaving the regime side and joining them, and the Libyan government was losing 

power (Ban Ki-moon, 2011). The rebel group was getting closer to cities detained by 

Qaddafi’s forces. As the rebels were moving towards Qaddafi, NATO was giving them 

air support along the way (Ulfstein and Christiansen, 2013).  

 

In April 2011, NATO increased their air attacks and conducted several strikes against 

Gaddafi regime’s control and command facilities and a week later they bombed a 

building in Bab al- Aziza killing one of Qaddafi’s sons and three of the grandchildren. 

The British Prime Minister Cameron stated ‘it was necessary to conduct these attacks to 

avoid harm on inhabitant lives as they were ‘centers of Qaddafi’s war machine’ and 

were justified by UN mandate of resolution 1973. Cameron received Ban Ki-moon 

support, the latter argued “the Security Council resolution 1973 … was strictly 

enforced … within the mandate and NATO’s military action was strictly within 

[resolution] 1973” (Ban Ki-moon, 2011). 

5.3.2 The results 

On October 20
th

 2011, the location of Muammar Qaddafi was identified and he was 

captured in an underground tunnel and killed by gunmen from the rebel side. A few 

days later in October 28
th,

 NATO took the decision to end operation unified protector 

and to withdraw from Libya three days later (Gazzini, 2013).  

NATO’s Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen claimed NATO protected the 

population. The operation unified protector was according to Rasmussen one of the 

organisation’s most successful intervention by stating ‘We launched this complex 

operation faster than ever before.  We conducted it effectively, flexibly and precisely 
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 “Attack is defined in Additional Protocol I to the Geneva Conventions as ‘acts of violence against the 

adversary, whether in offence or in defence”  
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with many partners from the region and beyond. And we are concluding it in a 

considered and controlled manner -- because our military job is now done’ (NATO, 

2011).  

Today, almost two years since the fall of Qaddafi, Libyans’ who correctly or incorrectly 

were said to have been supporting Qaddafi are under threat. Thousands of Libyan 

children and women live in camps and have been exiled from their homes. Many men 

have been executed, tortured and detained. The anti-Qaddafi militias are the once 

advocating revenge for the misery Qaddafi and his supporters caused. They demand 

justice for their misery and their way of seeking justice is in many ways not different 

from the approach Qaddafi and his supporters took (Abrahams 2013). 

The Libyan government says it condemns these crimes and is doing everything in its 

power to make them stop. Actions by the militias’ are not according to the Prime 

Minister Ali Zeidan supported by the Libyan government. Still, United Nation High 

Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) argues 60.000 Libyan’s (UNHCR, 2013) are 

said to have been Qaddafi supporters are displaced from their homes and are 

experiencing revenge. As the violations are considered by international legal 

obligations, such as UNHCR and UN’s commission of inquiry on Libya   to be 

sufficiently organized, they are seen as crimes against humanity. The credibility of the 

new government decreases as it fails to ensure protections for all Libyan (Abrahams, 

2013). 
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6.0 Findings and analysis 
In this chapter, the data and findings obtained from my research will be revealed. It will 

present the results in sections of three according to the sub-question. Each intervention 

will separately answer the sub-question.   

6.1 Helping to deliver emergency aid  

6.1.1 Operation Iraqi Freedom  

Operation Iraqi freedom, a U.S politically driven campaign began in 2003 when US 

launched their first air strikes. Several NGOs and UNHCR estimated that this operation 

would result in over a million of Iraqis being displaced. They were prepared for a 

massive Iraqi movement to neighbouring countries, Syria, Iran and Jordan. They 

arranged sufficient stocks to meet the need of around 600, 000.  Refugee campsites were 

created and the already existing ones were being upgraded. Food items to 5000 Iraqis 

and additional items from Jordan and Turkey were repositioned. After collaboration 

between UNHCR and Iran, Iran’s Bureau for Aliens and foreign immigrants prepared 

10 campsites where four of them would provide basic services such as water service and 

sanitation (UNHCR Global Report, 2003).  

Despite this estimation, only a small number of Iraqis left their homes, during the Iraqi 

war. Most of them, Iraqi Kurds and Palestinian fled to Jordan. Nearly 30, 000 Iraqis 

were said to have gathered near the Iranian border, requesting medicine, water and food. 

It is difficult to say why so many Iraqis were determined to stay. In the words of Chatty 

(2004) for a majority of Iraqis, ‘operation Iraqi freedom was not seen as a liberation 

campaign but as a neo-colonial assault on their homeland’. By wanting to safeguard 

their belongings, Iraqis instead sheltered among kin and neighbours. Chatty claimed 

UNHCR and other NGOs expectations that Iraqis would flee as soon as operation Iraqi 

freedom began was a failure. UNHCR and NGOs did not understand that ‘The lessons 

of Palestine have been deeply engrained in the Arab psyche. If you flee war in your 

homeland, you may not be allowed to return when fighting ends’ (Torrente, 2004). 

 

A majority of remaining Iraqis, particularly in Baghdad, still needed humanitarian 

assistance. However, humanitarian organisations found it problematic to deliver aid. In 

Baghdad 2007, Hussein loyalists bombed the UN head quarter killing 23 UN personal. 

Only a few months later, suicide bombers crashed an ambulance filled with explosives 

into the building of the International Committee of the Red Cross, killing eighteen 

civilians and ICRC workers and hurting several more (BBC, 2003).  

 

The UN saw the choice of targeting Red Cross as a shock. Besides being the prominent 

actor in Iraq, Red Cross had been in the country for years. In comparison to other 

humanitarian organisations, Red Cross had provided assistance in Iraq since the war 

between Iraq and Iran (ICRC, 2004). Following the attack, other aid organisations such 

as UNICEF, UNDP and Médecins Sans Frontières/Doctors without Borders (MSF) 

started to hesitate regarding their existence in Iraq. MSF staff was temporarily 

withdrawn from Baghdad (BBC, 2003). 
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The attacks on the UN and the ICRC raised several questions for aid organisations 

working in Iraq. One question regarded the security risk. Aid organisations did not 

receive help from the U.S led coalition. As it was seen too dangerous for aid 

organisations to deliver aid to Iraqi civilians many Iraqis were left without humanitarian 

assistance. As a result, Iraqi hospitals were left to help thousands of civilians and war 

wounded in need of international assistance (Torrente, 2004).  

 

The reason why humanitarian assistance was not delivered to Iraqi civilians was 

partially because of the Hussein government’s efforts to not allow aid to be delivered. 

However, the U.S led coalition’s military and political agenda to minimize harm on Iraq 

contributed to make aid workers and their humanitarian actions become targets for the 

Hussein government (Ibid). The US led coalition failed to create humanitarian space
34

 

for aid organisations in Iraq. Instead of helping them, they saw humanitarian aid efforts 

as their responsibility and that it was in line with their objective to help Iraqi civilians. 

By sending signals to Hussein loyalists that delivering aid is in line with U.S political 

objectives. The U.S led coalition caused difficulties for humanitarian workers as they, 

from the Hussein loyalist’s perspective, were seen as collaborating with U.S and its 

partners’ (Kentane, 2012). 

 

According to Platner (2012), aid organisations must declare themselves as neutral
35

. In 

order to created humanitarian space, aid workers cannot take side in a conflict. Platner 

argues that it is crucial for the security of aid workers to separate aid organisations from 

the combatants. If not separated, the aim to delivery aid may not be achieved (Plattner et 

al, 2012:38). 

Despite having the intention to help deliver aid, operation Iraqi freedom did not deliver 

emergency aid. Instead it increased the already uncertain environment for aid workers.  

 

6.1.2 UNAMID 

Humanitarian assistance is crucial for the crisis in Darfur. Over 2.5 million people from 

Darfur are in need of this assistance. 1.9 million people are internally displaced (IDPs). 

The international humanitarian community sees this crisis in Darfur as a priority. Still, 

humanitarian organisations’ working in Darfur constantly struggle in delivering aid. As 

a consequence of being targets of violence, humanitarian workers are not able to create 

humanitarian space (Morzaria, 2007). 

 

The UNAMID intervention in Darfur 2007 is entirely different in character from that in 

Iraq. While the Iraqi war was not concentrated on humanitarian assistance, UNAMID’s 
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 Implying the area in which aid can be delivered  
35

“ Neutrality in this sense implies to abstain from any approach which “may be interpreted as furthering 

the interests of one party to the conflict or jeopardizing those of the other” 16. C. Swinarski, " La notion 

d'un organisme neutre et le droit international " , Studies and essays on international humanitarian law 

and Red Cross principles in honour of Jean Pictet , C. Swinarski ed., ICRC, Geneva, 1984, pp. 819-835, 

p. 823” 
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humanitarian intervention in Darfur was. Besides being a military peace mission force 

and having its core mandate to protect civilians, UNAMID contribute security for 

humanitarian assistance. After a few years of resistance, the Sudanese government, in 

July 2007, permitted UNAMID to enter the country. The main military contribution to 

emergency humanitarian assistance in the Darfur conflict occurred in April 2007. Since 

the start of the intervention, over 80.000 kilograms of critical humanitarian aid was 

delivered to thousands of displaced civilians in East Darfur. Prior to the intervention, 

humanitarian organisations had a hard time getting access to East Darfur but with 

humanitarian organisations’ collaboration with the UNAMID delivery of emergency aid 

reached the area (UNAMID, 2007).   

 

The intervention concentrated on delivering medical supplies, water bottles and food 

rations. Aid provided by the WHO, WFP and UNICEF was delivered by peacekeepers 

in UNAMID. UNAMID Joint Special Representative Mohamed Ibn Chambas stated 

“access remains a priority and we are pleased that this aid made it to the people. 

UNAMID and the UN country Team Partners
36

 will continue to ensure we reach those 

most in need” (Schneider, 2013). 

 

Despite UNAMID and international humanitarian organizations’ continuous efforts to 

deliver aid to the Darfur population, the fighting
37

 has in past years increased. New aid 

emergencies erupt and become new targets for UNAMID to approach. UNAMID has 

throughout the years helped to deliver emergency aid. Still the need is stagnant. The 

figure on the following page on delivering aid since 1995 to 2009 clarify that aid to 

Darfur has increased. From 2003 a growth in aid flow began and continued to increase 

until 2009 where Sudan received US$2.4 billion in official development assistance 

(ODA) from donors (Poole, 2013). 

 

 

 
(Poole, 2013) 
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 Involves 27 specialised, funds, programmes and agencies working together for peace, human rights and 

poverty reduction  
37
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In conclusion, UNAMID helped to deliver emergency aid. 

6.1.3 Operation Unified Protector 

The strategic objective of operation unified protector was to protect civilians in Libya 

from an attack or risk of attack by the Gadhafi regime. In line with the humanitarian 

intervention in Darfur, the occurring violence in Libya 2011 resulted in a refugee wave. 

Nearly 650.000 Libyans fled the country to Egypt and Tunisia. UNHCR responded to 

this refugee wave by sending UNHCR teams to both Tunisia and Egypt and airlifted 

tons of aid, such as kitchen sets, tents, blankets etc. to Libyan civilians caught in the 

violence. In august 2011, UNHCR launched an aid initiative, delivering aid to Libyan 

civilians (UNHCR, 2011).     

 

In April, a NATO official said armed forces faithful to Gaddafi had placed mines in the 

harbour in Misrata with the objective to prevent humanitarian aid to access the city. 

NATO Brigadier Rob Weighill said NATO saw this action as “…clear demonstration of 

the Gaddafi regime completely ignoring international law and also an effort to prevent 

humanitarian assistance from going into Misrata to help the beleaguered population" 

(Reuters, 2011). As a consequence of the placed mines, NATO swept the area to ensure 

humanitarian aid would reach its target (NATO, 2011). 

 

NATO’s action in Misrata point toward that operation unified protector helped with 

delivering emergency aid. Hence, NATO helped to deliver.  

6.2 Protecting aid operations 

6.2.1 Operation Iraqi Freedom 
In the early stage of operation Iraqi freedom, the Bush administration released their 

humanitarian relief strategy. The aim was to deliver and protect food, medicine and 

water transportation through an established infrastructure, created by the UN’s Oil for 

food programme
38

. U.S Agency for International Development (USAID) together with a 

Disaster Assistance Response Team (DART) were the core of the U.S humanitarian 

strategy. Once U.S troops had secured areas and minimised the risk for aid workers, the 

team made up of 62 military officials had the task to protect aid convoys from 

militiamen and enable them to deliver aid (Seybolt, 2003).   

Yet there are no available data indicating either success or failure of U.S Relief strategy. 

Further, there is no exact number of how many Iraqi civilians died as a consequence of 

not receiving humanitarian assistance. However, many died because of the damaged 

infrastructure, hospitals and medical care facilities lacked medical equipment, lack of 

food etc. The hospitals were overcrowded and forced to serve injured Iraqis without any 

equipment (IBC, 2012). 
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 The oil for food programme was established in 1995 with the objective to allow Iraq to purchase 

medicine, food medicine for its civilians and  in exchange Iraq could sell oil on the world market.  
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Summarizing, by protecting aid convoys, operation Iraqi freedom assisted in protecting 

of aid operations.  

6.2.2 UNAMID 

In the Darfur intervention, protection of civilians was a part of the mandate. “Protection 

through a protective environment”
39

, involve legal protection such as guarding aid 

operations from direct threats. UNAMID police was in every day contact with local and 

international NGO’s such as the Red Cross and vulnerable
40

 communities (UNAMID, 

2008).   

After the establishment of UNAMID, a discussion was held between Police 

Commissioners from UNAMID, the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian 

Affairs (OCHA), WHO and representatives of international NGOs. The aim was to 

establish cooperation and to support the work of humanitarian actors. Further 

cooperation was established between UNAMID and UN Country Team (UNCT) and 

humanitarian Country Team (HCT) (Fryer, 2013). 

Despite the collaboration, Darfur’s geography produces complications for humanitarian 

assistance, Darfur, with a territory the size of Texas, has very limited transportation 

routes and limited water supplies. The rain season cause humanitarian workers 

tremendous restrictions. It becomes nearly inaccessible to transport aid when railways 

and roads are underwater. To cope with this UNAMID, in the rainy season 2012 used 

aerial transportation to deliver aid (Pantuliano, Jaspars and Ray, 2009:3).  

Besides the issue with the rainy seasons, UNAMID was further limited to do its job
41

 

because of the Sudanese governments’ restriction on humanitarian assistance. In 2009, 

13 international NGOs operating in Darfur got their license revoked and expelled by the 

Sudanese government. This exclusion was a response to the International Criminal 

Court’s arrest warrant for Omar Al-Bashir, the Sudanese President. He was charged for 

crimes against humanity and war crimes. The exclusion affected aid workers ability to 

deliver aid (Pantuliano, Jaspars and Ray, 2009:5).  

Prior to the exclusions, restrictions on humanitarian aid to Darfur were not new. Darfur 

was for aid workers seen as one of the most difficult and frustrating places to work in 

with humanitarian access severely curtailed by general insecurity, targeted attacks on 

humanitarian personnel and their assets, and the harassment of (and bureaucratic 

restrictions imposed upon) humanitarian organizations and their staff (IDMC, 2010). 

The expulsion in 2009 left nearly 1.5 million without healthcare, 1.1 million people 

without food, and more than a million without access to water (Barber, 2009). 
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UNAMID has together with international organisations and NGOs over the years helped 

to protect and transport humanitarian aid from UNICEF, WHO and WFP (Barber, 

2009). Despite not clarifying exactly where the aid was delivered, the figure on page 39, 

still indicate an increase in aid to Darfur. This can be seen as a success in protecting aid 

operations.  

Thus, UNAMID has helped to protect aid operations in Darfur. 

6.2.3 Operation Unified Protector 

In May 2011, Gaddafi forces prevented ships carrying humanitarian aid in Misrata, the 

third largest city in Libya from entering the port. By conducting tank and missile fire, 

the forces stopped aid consisting of food, medical assistance from entering the country.  

The harbour was the only way aid could be delivered. It was said that the objective of 

Gaddafi’s forces with this engagement was to make the Libyan people starve. Criticism 

was raised towards NATO’s non actions regarding the situation in Misrata together with 

increased anger for the death of nearly 1000 Libyan civilians since February. The anger 

concerned NATO’s incapability to destroy Gaddafi’s missile launchers. An example of 

NATO’s non action regarding the situation in Misrata was seen on the ferry, chartered 

by the International Organisation for Migrations who was, out of safety reason
42

, forced 

to wait offshores (the Guardian, 2011).   

As a consequence of Gaddafi’s troops preventing aid delivery, a battle between the anti-

Gaddafi rebels and troops loyal to Gaddafi broke out in Misrata. Due to its intensity
43

, 

the battle received the world’s attention as it caused a tremendous suffering for Libyan 

civilians. With the harbour being the only way out of Libya, civilians were trapped in 

the violence (The independent, 2011). The battle in Misrata was seen as one of the 

goriest and extended battles since the war started and became a top priority for NATO 

to break the encirclement
44

 was crucial (Laity, 2012). 

The main battle in Misrata was between the anti-Gaddafi rebels and troops loyal to 

Gaddafi. However, NATO assisted the rebels from the air, launching several combat 

sorties per day.  Several air attacks from NATO hit tanks and destroyed them. At the 

same time, UNICEF confirmed that civilians, among them children had been under 

attack and killed by Gaddafi troops. The battle in Misrata ended, when rebel groups 

forced Gaddafi loyalists out of Misrata. With its airstrikes NATO helped the rebels to 

re-gain the harbour in Misrata (Aljazeera, 2011). 

 

From the beginning, operation unified protector did not help to protect aid operation. 

However, through its airstrikes it facilitated the rebels in their overtaking of Misrata. 

The operation unified protector was therefore, protecting aid operations. 
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 loyalist troops pounded the harbour with missile and planted sea mines, in order for delivery not to 

reach Misrata 
43

 In only two days over 200 attacks had been launched injuring 105 people and killing 40 civilians. 

Missiles, from troops loyal to Gaddafi, landed on residential areas.  
44

 Encirclement is a military term that clarify a condition where a target or force is surrounded and 

isolated by enemy forces   
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6.3 Defeat the perpetrators 

6.3.1 Operation Iraqi Freedom 

One of the objectives with operation Iraqi freedom was to capture Saddam Hussein. 

Before operation unified protector began, U.S conducted diplomatic efforts to try to 

convince the UN to approve a new WMD inspection regime, and an approval to, if 

needed, use force to overthrow Saddam Hussein. The U.S led coalition wanted the Iraqi 

people to choose their destiny (Tripp, 2007:23).   

As the Bush administration together with its coalition partners were preparing to 

conduct operation Iraqi freedom, the Iraqi regime and civilians in Baghdad were 

preparing for a possibility of war. Smaller stockpiles of gasoline and thousands of small 

electric generators were being placed in Baghdad by the regime, as a consequence of the 

regimes lack of preparations during the war in 1991. Hussein went out and 

recommended Iraqi civilians to supply food at home (Tripp, 2007:23).    

Nearly six months after the September 11 attacks and the search for terrorists, U.S 

received news from the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK) that Hussein was helping 

the terrorist network Al-Qaida. PUK urged they captured Iraqi soldiers who were 

willing to share their information about Hussein’s link to Al-Qaida.  Though their 

stories may not have been true, the U.S could not disregard this information. Further 

information was received from civil officials and ex-military officers who refused to 

support Hussein (Cockburn and Cockburn, 2002:6). 

Operation Iraqi freedom starting in 2003 involved 260 000 soldiers, majority from US 

and UK. Further, around 50 000 soldiers from Iraqi-Kurdish coalitions supported the 

attack. From Saddam Hussein’s side, approximately 390 000 Iraqi soldiers were 

involved in the war (Tripp, 2007:25). Iraqi soldiers understood they could never win the 

war against such a strong enemy and many of them were not willing to ‘die for 

Hussein’. A few weeks after operation Iraqi freedom was conducted, Hussein’s regime 

and military collapsed. In April 2003 most of Iraq was occupied by US and its coalition 

(Cockburn, 2006:54). 

After have occupied Iraq, operation Iraqi freedom was concentrated at finding Hussein. 

U.S even placed him as number 1 on their list of most wanted Iraqi’s. On December 13 

2003, U.S military received information from former Iraqi officers on the location of 

Hussein. He was found and captured in an underground tunnel in ad-Dawr near the city 

Tikrit (Roston, 2009:64). The following day, Paul Bremer, U.S administrator in Iraq 

confirmed to the public that Hussein was captured and that plans were being arranged to 

send him to trial (Roston, 2009:64).   

By capturing Saddam Hussein, operation Iraqi freedom defeated the perpetrator. 

6.3.2 UNAMID 

Since 2007 UNAMID has the mandate, if wanted, to defeat Janjaweed. Yet, (discussed 

in 6.2.2) UNAMID is primarily a peace keeping force and its objective is not to defeat 
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Janjaweed. Further, as the government of Sudan, for years, been providing Janjaweed 

with weapons and military training, it can be discussed who the perpetrators really is. If 

it is the Sudanese government, it is less likely that a peace keeping mission would 

attempt to defeat the government. Yet, UNAMID has the ability, if wanted, to defeat the 

perpetrator.     

6.3.3 Operation Unified Protector 

The intervention in Libya stands in sharp contrast to that in Iraq. The conflict was 

mainly between Gaddafi forces and anti Gaddafi forces. The Gaddafi regime wanted to 

end the separatist movement in Libya by using repression. Initially, NATO engaged in a 

cautious counter air, flying over Libya only with the objective to maintain a no-fly zone 

and an arm embargo (Cock, 2012). However, as the battle between Gaddafi troops and 

the rebels increased, more and more civilians were dying. NATO conducted a more 

offensive counter air. Nearly 26,500 attacks were conducted in Libya, damaging over 

5,900 military objectives including 400 rockets and over 600 armored vehicles or tanks 

(NATO 2011). 

  

As the civil war in Libya was increasing, a national transitional Council
45

 (NTC) was 

established. As the NTC became the Libyan revolutions “Political face”, more rebel 

groups joined the NTC (Ulfstein and Christiansen, 2013). The NTC was recognised by 

U.S as Libya’s “legitimate governing authority”. Further, U.S saw NTC as an important 

actor for the Libyan people (Ibid). 

NTC and NATO shared the same objective
46

 regarding the war in Libya.  Many of 

NATO’s air strikes helped NTC in their battles. However, NATO did not intentionally 

support NTC in their arm battle with Gaddafi troops. It was not stated in the mandate 

that NATO should neither protect nor support NTC. The Gaddafi regime was struggling 

in two conflicts. One against NTC which was considered a civil war and another 

involving armed international forces. NATO’s operation was according to Evans (2011) 

“not about bombing for democracy or Muammar Gaddafi's head. Legally, morally, 

politically, and militarily it has only one justification: protecting the country's people" 

(Evans, 2011) and its willingness to let Gaddafi troops surrender and send Gaddafi and 

his regime officials to trial on charges of “rape, execution, and the shooting of hundreds 

of people. NTC was more concentrated at overthrowing Gaddafi and his regime (Evans, 

2011). 

In April 2011, NATO increased their air attacks and conducted several strikes against 

Gaddafi regime’s control and command facilities and a week later they bombed a 

building in Bab al- Aziza killing one of Qaddafi’s sons and three of the grandchildren. 

The British Prime Minister Cameron stated ‘it was necessary to conduct these attacks to 

avoid harm on inhabitant lives as they were ‘centers of Qaddafi’s war machine’ and 

were justified by UN mandate of resolution 1973. Cameron received Ban Ki-moon’s 

support, Ki-moon that the “Security Council resolution 1973 … was strictly 
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 To protect Libyan civilians 
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enforced … within the mandate, and NATO’s military action was by Ki-moon strictly 

within [resolution] 1973” (Ban Ki-moon, 2011). 
 

Being involved in two conflicts at the same time decreased Gaddafi troop’s ability to 

fight and was forced back by NTC troops. Troops of the NTC were getting closer to 

cities detained by Qaddafi’s forces. On October 25, Gaddafi was seen in Sirte in a 

military convoy. NATO bombed several of Gaddafi’s military vehicles, killing 53 of his 

soldiers. Gaddafi was said to have fled to a nearby village which was occupied by NTC 

forces from Misrata. After a battle broke out between Gaddafi troops and NTC forces, 

NTC captured Gaddafi. According to NTC officials he died as a consequence of severe 

injuries caused both from the air bombings and the battle with NTC troops (World 

Report, 2012). Three days later, NATO took the decision to end operation unified 

protector and to withdraw from Libya (Gazzini, 2013).  

Operation unified protector itself did not defeat Gaddafi. However, NATO with its air 

strikes on Gaddafi military vehicle contributed to the capture and subsequent death of 

Gaddafi.   

6.4 Decline in mortality rate 

6.4.1 Operation Iraqi Freedom 

 

Pre-intervention, Iraq was still suffering from the gulf war. The country’s infrastructure 

was badly damaged and there was a wide spread of food insecurity, nearly 50 % of the 

population relied on public food supplies and government ratios (Burnham et al, 2008). 

A survey by World Food program stated that 32 % of children were chronically stunted 

or malnourished and 17 % were said to have been under weight (WFP, 2004). Despite 

these numbers, deaths caused by malnutrition remained rare. According to a mortality 

study, 2002-2006 from Lancet, the mortality rate in Iraq pre-invasion was 5.5 deaths/ 1, 

000/Year
47

 (Lancet, 2007). Calculations from other studies
48

  have confirmed this 

number. Yet they are similar to Lancet’s 5.5 deaths/ 1,000/Year (Burnham et al, 2008). 

 

In comparison to the pre-invasion mortality rate in Iraq 5.5 deaths/ 1,000/Year, the 

mortality rate during the humanitarian intervention increased to 13.3 per 1000, during a 

period from 2003 to 2006. The figure on the following page indicates an increase from 

2002 (5.5/1000 deaths/ year) and 2006 (13.3/1000 deaths/year) (Lancet, 2006). 
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 The reported deaths were transformed to rates, in  

other words, the numeral of death befalling for every 1,000 person in a year. 
48

 Such as U.S Census Bureau Global Population Profile estimated a death rate in Iraq of 6/1,000 and a 

study by Lancet 2004 estimated a death rate in Iraq of 5.0/ 1000 
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(Lancet, 2006) 

 

Operation Iraqi Freedom started with an intensive above ground bombing. The strategy 

named ‘shock and awe’
49

 was meant to make Hussein regime surrender as quickly as 

possible. As U.S withdrew from Iraq 8 years later, the strategy had an opposite effect 

leaving Iraq in a fragile position (Levy and Sidel, 2013). 

 

Despite several studies regarding war-related deaths among Iraqi civilians the number is 

still uncertain. Sidel and Levy’s study from 2013 estimated as a minimum 116 903 

civilians were killed in the Iraq war. Yet, additional studies applying different 

approaches reached diverse numbers. In 2008, Tapp and colleagues
50

 observed thirteen 

research revisions that estimated Iraqi causalities from the start of the humanitarian 

intervention in 2003 until 2008. The study estimated that 18 month after operation Iraqi 

freedom began 98.000 had died as a direct consequence of the war (Burnham et al, 

2008).  

The Iraqi Body Count IBC) monitored the amount of casualties during the war in Iraq 

and the interventions impact on the casualties. They estimated that approximately 

114 000 Iraqi civilian had died as a consequence of the Iraqi war. Out of the 114 000 

civilians IBC managed to determine the age of 45 779 of whom 3,911 were said to have 

been children (IBC, 2012).  

Regardless of the different calculations on the mortality rate in Iraq pre and post 

invasion, the numbers are still consistent; they present an increase in mortality rate. 

Therefore, the thesis question, if the mortality rate declined after the humanitarian 

intervention was terminated can still be answered. The answer is no.  

6.4.2 UNAMID 

To identify if UNAMID managed to decrease the mortality rate is undeniable, since 

they are still present in Darfur.   

6.4.3 Operation Unified Protector 

The data observed on the mortality rate in Libya was in my opinion not reliable and not 

strong enough to help me conclude if the hypothesis is supported or not.  
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 A strategy that emphasis offensive attack in order to surprise the opponent.  
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Health 2008 
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7.0 Analyses of the results  
This section will answer the main research question: Was humanitarian intervention in 

the first decade of the 21 millennium successful? Based on the background chapter and 

findings chapter, I will make a structured focused comparison on the results of my three 

interventions.  

Figure 7.1 The results of the structured focused comparison 

 Iraq Darfur Libya 

Hypothesis 1 NS S S 

Hypothesis 2 NS S S 

Hypothesis 3 S S S 

Hypothesis 4 NS UTD UTD 

S= Supporting, NS=Not Supporting and UTD= Unable to determine 

The graph above, presents the results from the tested hypotheses. The results were as 

follows: in 7 out of twelve occurrences, the hypotheses were supported. On three out of 

twelve occurrences, the hypotheses were not supported and the remaining two were 

unable to determine. 

7.2 The humanitarian intervention was successful because it helped to 

deliver emergency aid 
In the case of Iraq, there was no established ‘humanitarian space ‘making it difficult for 

aid workers to deliver aid (Torrente, 2004). By sending signals to the Hussein regime 

that aid to Iraqi civilians is in line with U.S political objectives, increased insecurity for 

the aid workers in Iraq. Consequently aid workers were seen as collaborating with the 

U.S led coalition, endangering their work in Iraq (Kentane, 2012). Operation Iraqi 

freedom failed to deliver emergency aid and instead it created insecurity among the aid 

workers. With this said, operation Iraqi freedom did not support the hypothesis. As 

discussed in chapter 6.1.2. The UNAMID operation, in comparison to the Iraq 

intervention, is completely different in character. The main objective with UNAMID 

was humanitarian assistance. Over 2, 5 million people in Darfur were in need of 

humanitarian assistance (Morzaria, 2007). The figure below demonstrates, UNAMID 

succeeded in delivering emergency aid. With this said. UNAMID supported the 

hypothesis. 
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NATO’s achievement in Misrata (discussed in chapter 6.1.3) indicates that the operation 

helped to deliver aid. Hence, operation unified protector supported the hypothesis.  

7.3 The humanitarian intervention was successful because it protected 

humanitarian aid operations 
As discussed in chapter 6.3.1, there is no available data indicate the success or failure of 

U.S relief strategy in Iraq. Further, there is no exact number of how many Iraqi civilians 

died as a consequence of not receiving humanitarian assistance. Yet, many died because 

of the damaged infrastructure, hospitals and medical care facilities lacked medical 

equipment, lack of food etc. The hospitals were overcrowded and forced to serve 

injured Iraqis without any equipment (IBC, 2012). Therefore, operation Iraqi freedom 

did not support the hypothesis.    

UNAMID helped to protect aid operations by guarding them from direct threats. As 

discussed in chapter 5, UNAMID has together with international organisations and 

NGOs over the years helped to protect and transport humanitarian aid from UNICEF, 

WHO and WFP to reach civilians in Darfur (Ibid). Despite not clarifying exactly where 

the aid was delivered, the figure on page 39, still indicate an increase in aid to Darfur 

(Barber, 2009). Hence, UNAMID supports the hypothesis.  

The battle in Misrata (discussed in chapter 6.2.3) occurred because Gaddafi troops were 

preventing aid from entering the country. With its airstrikes targeting Gaddafi military 

equipment, NATO contributed in ending the battle and making the harbour open again 

(Aljazeera, 2011). NATO’s air strikes were vital for the ability to defeat the Gaddafi 

military. Therefore, operation unified protector supports the hypothesis. 

7.4 The humanitarian intervention was successful because it defeated 

the perpetrators of violence 
By conducting strategy ‘shock and awe’, U.S led coalition managed to capture Saddam 

Hussein. Hence, operation Iraqi freedom supports the hypothesis. In the case of Darfur, 

UNAMID had the mandate to defeat Jan Jaweed. Yet, they did not attempt to try. 

Nevertheless, UNAMID supports the hypothesis because their ability to defeat if 

chosen to do so. One can argue that UNAMID saw the Sudanese government as a 

bigger threat, (as discussed in chapter 5). Operation unified protector, with its airstrikes 

(as discussed in chapter 6.3.2) facilitated the defeat of Muammar Gaddafi. Hence, 

operation unified protector supports the hypothesis. 

7.5 The humanitarian intervention was successful because the 

mortality rate declined after the intervention was terminated 
The mortality rate in Iraq prior to the invasion was according to data from Lancet, 5.5 

deaths/ 1,000/Year (Lancet, 2006) as discussed in 6.4.1.  After ending operation Iraqi 

freedom, Lancet figures and the table (below) demonstrate an increase (5.5 in 2003-13.3 

in 2006) in mortality rate (Lancet, 2006). Hence, operation Iraqi freedom did not 

support the hypothesis.  
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(Lancet 2006)  

As UNAMID is still present in the Darfur, the hypothesis cannot be tested, therefore it 

is unable to determine. In the case of operation unified protector, there are no 

trustworthy data regarding an increase or decrease in the mortality rate, making it 

difficult to test the hypothesis. Hence, it is unable to determine.  

7.6 Results of the structured focused comparison 
The final question of this study that would summarise all the findings and analysis in 

this study is then whether or not humanitarian interventions in the first decade of the 

new millennium were successful.  In answering this question, a summary of the answers 

to the tested hypothesis formulated in the analytical framework (above) are converted 

and transferred to my modified figure below (as discussed in chapter 2). 

Figure 7.7 The results on humanitarian interventions in the 21st 

century  
 

Intervention Help deliver 

aid 

Protect aid 

operations 

Defeat the 

perpetrators 

Decline 

in 

Mortality 

rate 

(Iraq) Operation 

Iraqi Freedom 

Failure Failure Successs Failure 

(Darfur) 

UNAMID 

Success Success Sucess UTD 

(Libya) Operation 

Unified Protector 

Success Success Success UTD 

Darfur; UNAMID = Acronym for African Union/UN Hybrid operation in Darfur UTD= 

Unable to determine  

7.8 Conclusion on the results 
This study’s focus was to determine if humanitarian interventions in the first decade of 

the 21
 
millennium were successful. Looking at the figure (above) and its description, it 

can be concluded that the results in my figure (presented in chapter 3 and in chapter 7.6) 
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demonstrate that humanitarian intervention in the 21 millennium (using my parameters) 

succeeded more often than it failed. Given that seven out of ten identified and observed 

interventions were successful, one can rightfully claim that humanitarian intervention in 

the 21
st
 millennium were successful. In comparison to Seybolt’s different results in the 

90s (presented in chapter 3.1), my results on humanitarian intervention in the 21
st
 

millennium were more equal. In the case of operation unified protector, one out of four 

observed occurrences failed, the remaining three were successful. The same goes for 

UNAMID. However, operation Iraqi freedom was only successful in one out of four 

occurrences.  

According to the agreements at the World Summit 2005 (as discussed in chapter 2.9), 

the international community has the main responsibility to use appropriate diplomatic, 

humanitarian and other peaceful means to help protect populations threatened by these 

crimes (RtoP 2005). I consider three (help deliver emergency aid, protect aid operations 

and decrease the mortality rate) out of my four parameters to be peaceful means. By 

respecting the World Summit 2005 agreement, the intervener increases the possibility 

for a successful humanitarian intervention. Yet, in the case of Iraq, it was the opposite, 

which can be seen when observing where most of the failures were located.   

 

7.9 An Evaluation of Seybolt’s analytical frame 
Seybolt’s analytical frame is not meant to be seen as an absolute framework to identify 

the success or failure of humanitarian intervention. The frame presents an instrument to 

observe and analyse results of humanitarian interventions, which has rarely been looked 

into before.  

 

Given that this study, to a large extent, altered Seybolt’s analytical frame (as discussed 

in chapter 3), one might end up questioning its usefulness. The study, more or less, used 

his analytical frame as a foundation for its interpreted way of measuring the results. 

However, the framework was the only identifiable instrument to evaluate humanitarian 

interventions. Nevertheless, the analytical frame was modified because it was in several 

areas confusing. His book “Humanitarian Military Intervention- the conditions for 

success and failure (2007) in which the framework was developed, not only involved 

how to measure success and failure. As the name of the book imply, it also included the 

conditions for success and failure. By not constructing a clear distinction between how 

he measured the results and how they could either turn into success or failure, it 

becomes difficult to apply the framework as it is. In addition, Seybolt does not give a 

clear explanation as to where and how he used his credentials.   

As this study only had the ability to observe three humanitarian interventions, finding 

data regarding the different interventions was crucial. As Seybolt did not present a clear 

reference list to where he found the answers to his observed intervention in the 90s, the 

thesis suffered a bit, when trying to find the same data as Seybolt. Three out of his four 

parameters were useful for this study. As discussed in chapter 3.3, the fourth one was 

altered and more suited to apply when testing the hypothesis.   
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By altering the above mentioned weaknesses and concentrating only at the results and 

not include the conditions for success and failure, Seybolt’s analytical frame can be 

modified to fit better for future research. By constructing an instrument to measure 

results on humanitarian interventions, Seybolt has shed a light on an important subject, 

which can turn the whole debate on humanitarian intervention around or even end it. 
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8.0 Conclusions  
In modern times (as discussed in chapter 2.3), the discussion of just war has become 

more of a moral debate. It comprehended evil in the past and the necessity to, if needed; 

use violence to prohibit evil from continuing, but it is not justifiable to use violence if it 

goes against the values they are there to protect. In other words, if they are causing more 

violence on the people they are there to defend; it is not justifiable (Johnsson, 1987:203-

208).  

As this study presented, results of humanitarian intervention are crucial in order to 

understand its usefulness. We can never go forward if we do not concentrate more on 

the end results of previous intervention. The debate on humanitarian intervention 

focuses on essentially everything besides results. Unfortunately, previous and current 

literature regarding the results of humanitarian interventions reflects the debate’s focus. 

The reflection creates limitations to research, since there is not much data on results. 

Both Seybolt’s outcomes in the 90’s (as presented in chapter 3) with 40 unable to 

determine operations and my results (presented in chapter 7.7) with 2 unable to 

determine operations were affected by the lack of data. This study only had the 

possibility to observe three humanitarian interventions in comparison to Seybolt’s 17. 

Every last chance of evaluating the results deteriorates the ability to answer the main 

research question and determine if we are moving forward or not.  

We can ask ourselves; do we need to rethink the overall question if humanitarian 

intervention is justified? With the knowledge received from this study at hand, the 

answer is NO. However, it is important to point out that this study does not conclude 

that humanitarian interventions in the first decade of the new millennium were 

successful. Rather this study does conclude that, based on Seybolt’s modified analytical 

frame formulated for this study, they exhibit and manifest that 7 out of 10 operations 

were successful and may therefore be seen as a success.  

Even though my parameters presented two out of three humanitarian interventions 

(Sudan and Libya) in the 21
st
 millennium as successful, we can still ask ourselves, are 

we moving forward? Observing the intervened countries today, the UN report (2012) 

discussed in chapter 5.2.1, 5.2.2 and 5.2.3, claim Iraq is three years after U.S left the 

country  still a fragile state with an on-going conflict between Shia and Sunni Muslims 

(UN, 2012) and (Knights, 2010). Some may argue that the situation in Iraq has become 

worse than before the invasion. UNAMID is still, six years after the invasion, present in 

Darfur and the country remains in the top of OECD’s aid recipients (Poole, 2013). 

Sending aid is understandable and morally right. Yet, it cannot continue without end. 

The people in Sudan must be able to stand own their own. In relation to the UNCHR 

report (2013) nearly 60.000 Libyan’s or said to be Qaddafi supporters are displaced 

from their homes and are suffering revenge for the wrong doings by the Gaddafi regime 

(UN, 2013). The Libyan case is a clear example of a new ruling group in the country 

now seeking revenge for the misery they went through. Was operation unified protector 

really successful? Or did the intervention just replace one discriminating regime with 
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another? 

 

This study recommends an expansion of future research on the results of humanitarian 

interventions in order to shed a different light on the debate and not just see it from a 

moral perspective, but rather from an evaluation perspective. As my parameters, which 

observed success in a more short-term perspective, to some extent, contradict reality, 

they may not be enough to call the intervention successful. Maybe we should measure 

success more long-term, for example in terms of looking at refugee streams back to the 

intervened countries or democracy development.   

 

To make a mistake is a human factor; not trying to understand why the mistake occurred 

is stupidity. This study ends by sending a clear signal; humanitarian intervention can 

never be justified if we cannot determine their usefulness. The study began by revealing 

the situation in Syria and that the international community was divided regarding their 

approach. With the knowledge received from this study, one can only comprehend why 

the community is so divided, we do not know if a future intervention in Syria would 

either improve the well-being of the Syrian people or if it would make it worse. 

Beholding this study’s results and Seybolt’s in the 90’s, one can understand why an 

intervention in Syria is so absent. 
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