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Introduction:- 

There are various grounds to establish the liabilities against “fault” which has been done to cause damage 

in any sense among various situations, then, this paper is trying to present a unique situation of “Fault” 

among nations, and we may say that the, “fault theory in International disputes,” so, here it is the situation 

of disputes among nations or at worldwide level of disputes, and these International disputes arise from 

conflicting interests among states, organizations, and non-state actors. So, regarding these interests, 

scholars and practitioners have developed various theories, including “fault Theory”  

So this theory examines the attribution of international conflicts, assessing which party’s actions or policies 

contributed to the disputes. 

The root of Fault Theory is in legal, political and ethical frameworks, influencing international law, 

diplomacy and conflict resolution. Hence, this article explores its foundations, traces its evolution and 

examines contemporary challenges in applying “Fault Theory” to modern international disputes.   

 

Foundations Of Fault Theory:- 

1. Legal and philosophical underpinnings- 

 

Fault theory draws from legal principles of liability and moral responsibility. There are some fundamental 

theories: 

 

 Just War Theory (Jus ad Bellum & Jus In Bello): 
There are some great philosophers like “Augustine” and “Aquinas”, this theory evaluates the justifiability 

of war, including who bears responsibility for aggression. 

 

 International Law: 
The U.N charter (1945) and the “Geneva conventions” establish norms on state responsibility, prohibiting 

aggression and war crimes. 
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 State Responsibility Doctrine: 
Under International law, States can held accountable for wrongful acts, including breaches of treaties or 

violations of sovereignty. 

 

2. Political Science Perspectives: 

 

Fault theory intersects with: 

 

 Realism: Focuses on power dynamics, where stronger states may evade blame despite 

aggressive actions. 

 

 Liberalism: Emphasizes accountability through international institutions like the International 

Court of Justice (I.C.J). 

 

 Constructivism: Analyzes how norms shape perceptions of fault in conflicts. 

 

 

3. Ethical Dimension: 

 

Fault theory raises moral questions: 

 

 Moral Responsibility:   
Should states be judged based on intent or consequences? 

 

 Collective V. Individual Fault:  

Are entire Nations responsible or only leaders? 

 

Evolution of Fault Theory In International Relation:- 

 

1. Early Applications (Pre-20th Century)- 

 

 Treaty of Westphalia (1648): 

This treaty of established state sovereignty is indirectly shaping fault attribution in conflicts. 

 

 Napaleonic Wars:  
The congress of Vienna (1815) assigned blame to France, imposing reparations. 

 

2. 20th Century Developments- 

 

 World War I & The Treaty Of Versailles(1919): 
Germany was deemed solely responsible, leading to reparations – A Controversial Application of Fault 

Theory. 

 

 Nuremberg Trials (1945 – 46): 
Establishes individual accountability for war crimes; shifting focus from collective state blame to leaders. 

 Cold War Era: 

Fault attribution became ideological; the U.S and U.S.S.R blamed each other for proxy conflicts. 

 

3. Post-Cold war shifts: 

 

 Humanitarian Interventions: 

The Kosovo War (1999) – Saw NATO blaming Serbia for atrocities, justifying intervention without U.N 

approval. 
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 International Criminal Court (I.C.C): 
Prosecutes individuals for genocide and crimes against humanity, refining fault attribution. 

 

Contemporary Challenges In Applying Fault Theory:- 

 

1. Asymmetric Conflicts And Non State Actors – 

 

Modern wars involve non states groups (e.g., ISIS, Hamas) complicating fault attribution. 

 

 Who is to blame when terrorists operate from civilian areas? 

 Can Host nations be held responsible for harboring militants? 

 

2. Information Warfare and Disinformation- 

 

 Cyber Attacks and fake news obscure responsibility. (e.g., Russian interference in elections). 

 Deep fake technology makes it harder to prove fault.  

 

 

3. Geopolitical Bias In Fault Attribution – 

 

 Power Imbalances-  

Powerful states (e.g., U.S, China, Russia) often avoid accountability. 

 

 Selective Justice- 

The ICC has been accused of disproportionately targeting African Leaders. 

 

4. Legal And Enforcement Gaps – 

 

 Weaknesses in I.C J & I.C.C- 

Lack of enforcement mechanisms limits fault-based justice. 

 

 Veto Powers in UN SC- 
Permanent members (U.S, Russia, China) block resolutions against allies. 

  

5. Ethical Dilemmas in Humanitarian Interventions – 

 

 Is intervention justified if a State is at fault for human rights abuses? (e.g., Syria, Mayanmar). 

 Does Intervention worsen conflicts?  (e.g., Libya Post 2011). 

 

Case Studies:  Fault Theory In Action:- 

1. Russia-Ukraine War (2022 - Present) – 

 

 Fault Attribution –  
Western nations blame Russia for aggression; Russia claims NATO expansion provoked the conflict. 

 

 

 Challenges – 

Disinformation, geopolitical alliances skew perceptions of fault. 
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2. South China Sea Disputes – 

 

 Fault Debate-   
China’s territorial claims clash with ASEAN nations; U.S. blames china, while china accuses the U.S of 

meddling. 

 

 Legal Gaps- 
UNCLOS rulings (e.g., Philippines V. China, 2016)  Lack enforcement. 

 

3. Israel-Palestine Conflict – 

 

 Historical Fault Narratives- 

Israelis cite security concerns; Palestinians blame occupation. 

 

 I.C.C  Investigations: 

Accusations of war crimes on both sides, but political barriers hinder accountability. 

 

Future of Fault Theory; Adapting To A Changing World:- 

  

1. Strengthening International Institutions – 

 

 Reforming the UNSC to reduce veto abuses. 

 

 Enhancing the I.C.C’s jurisdiction over powerful states 

 

 

 

2. Technological And Legal Innovations- 

 

 Using AI to track war crimes and assign blame. 

 

 Developing cyber warfare laws to attribute digital attacks. 

 

 

3. Balancing Sovereignty And Accountability- 

 

 Encouraging states to accept responsibility without escalating conflicts. 

 Promoting truth and reconciliation commissions (e, g., South Africa’s post-apartheid model). 

 

Conclusion:- 

 

Hence, “Fault Theory” seems always crucial in analyzing international disputes, but its adherence faces 

legal, ethical & geopolitical complications or hurdles. In modern era, these conflicts are growing day by 

day with more complexities in nature as – with cyber warfare, disinformation and non-state actors – 

reforming fault attribution mechanisms is essential for global justice and stability. According to these 

contemporary challenges, the international community can refine ‘Fault Theory’ to better serve peace and 

accountability in the 21st century. 
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