
1 . Introduction

Since the end of the Cold War, UN-sponsored.sanctions have become a proininent tool
of multilateral statecraft. Increasingly, sanctions are viewed as legitimate mea= of responding
not only to inter-state aggression, but also to intra-state humanitarian crises, civil wars, illegal
seizures of power, a=m proliferation, and international terrorism.

At the same time, there is growing concern that sanctions, as practiced in the past, have
been both ineffective and inhurnane. For the past tbree decades, states have tended to impose
sanctions in a maimer that lias been distinctly laclcing in nuance. lie policies of sanctioning
states - 'senders' in the sanctions literature - seeni often to have been guided by one, overriding
assumption: that sanctions are most lilcely to bc effective to the extent that they infict economic
isolation andc pain on the 'target.' Even when political considerations have resulted in, the
adoption of relatively wealc measures, the 'brute force' philosophy of sanctions lias been implicit
in the debate as an ideal type.

Mfany acholars have long recognized that this theory of sanctions provides an insufficient
account of the conditions under which sanctions bring about desirable policy change. To put it
iu starlc terAi, not only are comprehensive sanctions rarely effective; they are often both
counterproductive in terms of effectiveness, and carry significant hum, aitarian consequences.
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