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The purpose of this study is to interpret asymmetric warfare as being caught
in the "dilemmas of war" situation and to elucidate the ethics of war required for evaluating the
violations of the non-combatant immunity (discrimination) principle. The results are as follows: 1)

I scrutinized whether and how the previous studies have dealt with the intentional or structural
causes of jus in bello violations in asymmetric warfare. 2) I analyzed and evaluated the possible
reasons for jus in bello violations by the weak side in light of the "right to fighting chance"
argument and the "supreme emergency” argument. 3)I concluded that even bearing the structural aspect
of asymmetric warfare in mind, we still do not find a good reason to change fundamentally the
non-combatant immunity (discrimination) principle with respect to the consideration of necessity.
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