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Ask ChatGTP

e Summary:

« The most appropriate solution based on
International law would involve an immediate
ceasefire, adherence to international
humanitarian law, and a path to a two-state
solution that respects Palestinian self-
determination and Israel’s security.



Ask ChatGTP

 International mediation and accountability for
war crimes would be necessary to ensure justice
for victims and to foster long-term peace.
Additionally, lifting the blockade of Gaza under
strict international supervision, while addressing
the refugee issue and ensuring the disarmament
of Hamas, would be crucial elements of any
sustainable resolution. However, the deep-seated
political, religious, and security challenges make
achieving such a solution extremely complex.
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Carl Schmitt: Jus Publicum Europaeum as an
Eurocentric “spatial order”: “non-
discriminatory concept of war” in Europe and

Imperial expansion outside Europe.

Richard Tuck: Critique of humanist tradition,
liberal principles, European expansion

C. H. Alexandrowicz: Naturalist IL more
Inclusive than positivist

Martti Koskenniemi: Critique of “civilizing”
project
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« Humanist: thin concept of human society;
minimal morality; imperialist expansion
(Gentili, Grotius, Hobbes, Vattel, Rousseau,

Kant...)

 Scholastic (theological): thick idea of
human society; broad moral concern, non-
Imperial (Salamanca school (Vitoria),

Pufendorf, Wolff)
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« 2258 F % 27 Fear, not frightened, but “any
anticipation of future evil” to deploy right
reason (prudence) to act against Iit.
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« Hobbes, Pufendorf — “naturalist”
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Schmitt on Hobbes (Nomos)

 From Hobbes and Leibnitz to Kant,... all
significant authors have claimed that In
International law states live as “moral persons”
In a state of nature, 1.e., that the representatives
of jus belli, without a common, institutional,
higher authority, confront one another as
sovereign persons with equal legitimacy and
equal rights. One can view this situation as
anarchistic, but certainly not as lawless.



Individuals = States?

H. Bull: domestic analogy:
Individuals In State of Nature ==

States in Anarchical Ssociety (order or state
of war)

Tuck: This analogy overpowers individuals.



Grotian-Hobbism?

o ¥ Wolff/Vattel # 4. > states as “persons”
co-exist In state of nature= = @ X/ (H

52 1 SN
Kﬂ‘/z gpﬁﬂ‘zfﬁ

* Hobbesian presumption (states as “persons”
) + Grotian voluntary law of nation
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s VIGHHE n & | &R Fd 2@, (
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Vattel on Balance of Power

o 7R R & RN S
R B e S BV I R A . ]



Vattel on Balance of Power
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Vattel on “Monsters”
A REAE € ENgT A )

Disturber of the public peace (-£ % #1] * )
TR SR E (RHE- B 5 + K abarbarians)
dAH A SeH @ B A s 0 F LF s REA D
~F PR CETE PG 28
B d 8 Bk ik (the Grandes-Compagnies)
AR S-SRy

2+ 2 § Outlaws » to be “exterminated” by
the irregular war




Vattel on Colonial Reason

» Savages (American Indians): Not to be
“punished,” nor to be “civilized,” but be forced
to accept colonial settlement ( ¥] 5 £ 4k ¢ &
A S A& 1 A duty of humanity J& 3%
EH R —*f F’H ) - --Lockean!

e ¥ it 'ﬂ P E S 2 7 “imperfect
obligation” WP ROANEMNSAEFET T
B2 Ak RE "f Vitoria-Grotiusii >+ ' & T 2
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Vattel (Westphalean) Byt

Hobbesian Framework (States as persons
coexist In the state of nature)

Grotian Voluntary law of nation to
overcome Hobbesian state of war

Gentilian Balance of power to sustain
European political system

Lockean Property as appropriation



—

=

|

AL
NOM N

N
‘N
3

N 1 il

=t

-~
-_—

—\
Vi

=\

| I
(]
P

v ém\jf -‘-‘-E\J\“ "E‘

>

OH
ik

-

I SRR R a E

NG

Y ]

Ne
k.

L A',\

A = P = B

3 e

).‘3

\‘4 ’
N
L=

0
—

M

Security or Justice?
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The Tuck Thesis: # % % #7 8 _F 3 4 2
& 1859

The Schmitt Thesis: “No Grotius to Vattel”,
but “Gentili to Vattel”. (But Vattel never
mentions Gentili)



Two Dialectics of Modern
International Society

1. The states pursuits wealth.and power, yet
reaching the high dignity of Great Power
(he did not use the term), it is likely to opt
for “preponderant” position and becomes
the disturber of the peace? (Vattel, Il1.111
844, p.248)



Two Dialectics of Modern
International Society

» 2. The realization of universal values via
particular entity (the punitive war not
related with self-defense or restitution)
(Vitoria, Gentili, Grotius; but not Vattel)
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