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This research clarified that, on the necessity principle, besides the
exhaustion of or non-alternative means, in the case for the territorial state to harbor terrorists
actively or not to have the will and ability to prevent the activities of the terrorist, the
necessity principle is satisfied. Second points of result of this research has been led from the
detail examinations of official statement of some governments and the judgement of international
courts in cases which takes on the matter of the legality of the use of force. On the
proportionality principle, even in the evaluation of its legality of the use of force under jus ad
bellum, forces under the right of self defense with targeting limited to military objectives as a
means or methods in the realm of jus in bello are considered to be satisfied. Therefore, This
research successfully made it clear that in the field of international law of self defense there are

some interactions between jus ad bellum and jus in bello.
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