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RECIPROCITY, DETERRENCE,
AND ESCALATION DOMINANCE

Understanding lawful self-defense and the political strategies used to answer aggression

KEY IDEA Law generally authorizes force necessary to stop an imminent threat. Politics uses
related ideas - reciprocity, proportional response, deterrence, and escalation dominance - to
discourage aggression and protect interests.

1. The Legal Starting Point

In modern American law, "eye for an eye" is not the governing rule of self-defense. Self-defense is
justified by necessity, reasonable belief, imminence, and proportionality. Its purpose is to stop unlawful
danger, not to punish someone after the danger has passed.

Reasonable and proportionate force

A person may generally use the amount of force they reasonably believe is necessary to prevent or stop
an imminent unlawful threat. The defensive response does not have to copy the attacker's exact
conduct. It may be stronger when the circumstances reasonably require greater force to end the danger.

Deadly force is governed by stricter rules. It is generally limited to circumstances involving a reasonable
belief of imminent death, serious bodily harm, or another legally specified grave offense. The precise
standard, including any duty to retreat, depends on state law.

Where lawful defense ends

e Imminence: the danger must be occurring or immediately impending, not merely speculative or
remote.

e Necessity: the defensive act must be reasonably needed to stop the threat.

e Proportionality: the seriousness of the response must correspond to the seriousness of the danger.

e Termination: once the threat ends, continued force may become retaliation rather than self-
defense.

Reciprocity & Deterrence | 1



EDUCATIONAL GUIDE | LAW, POLITICS, AND STRATEG | UNION OF SAINTS

2. The Political and Strategic Vocabulary

Politics does not have one universal rule permitting an actor to answer every wrong with equal or
greater force. Instead, political science, diplomacy, and security strategy use several distinct concepts.
Each describes a different method of influencing conduct, protecting interests, or preventing escalation.

Concept Meaning

Treating another actor in a manner comparable to the treatment it
Political reciprocity provides. Reciprocity may reward cooperation or answer restrictive
conduct with similar restrictions.

Beginning with cooperation, then responding to the other actor's most
Tit-for-tat recent move. The strategy can make cooperation beneficial while making
repeated hostility costly.

Using a response calibrated to the nature and seriousness of the
Proportional response provocation. The objective is to answer the conduct without creating
unnecessary escalation.

Discouraging hostile action by convincing an opponent that the expected
Deterrence costs, denial of success, or consequences will outweigh the anticipated
benefit.

. . Maintaining the capability and credible options to prevail or retain
Escalation dominance o ] ] .
advantage as a conflict rises through different levels of intensity.

The closest term for an intentionally stronger answer

When the intended meaning is maintaining the ability to meet aggression with a stronger response at
successive levels of conflict, escalation dominance is the closest strategic term. When the purpose is to
prevent aggression by communicating that it will fail or impose unacceptable costs, deterrence is the
broader and often more useful concept.

Strength does not mean unlimited retaliation

A forceful political response may include legislation, diplomacy, economic measures, defensive
preparation, institutional safeguards, public communication, or lawful national-security action. Its
legitimacy depends on legal authority, evidence, defined objectives, proportionality, oversight, and
consideration of consequences. The language of strength does not itself create legal power or remove
constitutional limits.
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3. Choosing the Correct Concept

The correct term depends on the purpose of the response. A policy may incorporate more than one
concept, but the concepts should not be treated as interchangeable.

Policy objective Best-fitting concept
You want equal treatment between actors Reciprocity

You want cooperation rewarded and hostility answered Tit-for-tat

You want the response calibrated to the offense Proportional response
You want to discourage the opponent from acting Deterrence

You want credible superiority across rising levels of conflict Escalation dominance

A disciplined policy test

What specific conduct is being answered?

What lawful authority permits the response?

Is the evidence reliable and sufficiently specific?

What result is the response intended to achieve?

Is the measure reasonably connected and proportionate to that result?

What safeguards prevent collective punishment, discrimination, or uncontrolled escalation?

N o vk wNe

How will success, review, and termination be determined?

Suggested formulation

A lawful policy of reciprocity and deterrence should answer hostile conduct with measures
strong enough to protect the public, deny the aggressor's objective, and discourage
repetition. Where escalation is possible, decision-makers should preserve credible options and
strategic advantage while remaining within constitutional, statutory, and ethical limits.

Important distinction

Self-defense is a legal justification assessed under governing law and the facts of a particular incident.
Deterrence and escalation dominance are strategic concepts used to describe how political or military
actors influence opponents. Neither strategic term independently authorizes force, punishment, or
restrictions on rights.

SOURCES AND FURTHER READING
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