INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

Even though the usage and (ho
meaning of the term “international security”
today is a relatively new ong, the lerm Covers
subjects that have been of importance wilh
regards 10 the living conditions of peoplo
ihroughout history. Stability In general and
peace in particular have, throughout hislory,
begn the aspirations of many, Unfortunataly,
this has for lonp periods of ume not beéan the
case. War has always brought with i
immensa human suffering and  seriously
deteriorated living conditions. Thus, focus on
war and peace, or on International sacurity,
can be said 1o be of greal impaonance
Imemational security is of grenl valua 045 &
quality that should characlerize tha world wa
ive in, and as such it plays an impaortant rolé
in connection to the Encyclopadia of Lo
Support Systems. Because only the Absencs
of armed conflict creatas the necassary
precondition 1o pursué the policies that can
faciitate the developmeant and enhancamanl
of tha other systems and machanisms hal
facilitate file here on aarth,

This article will axplora
“inlernational sacurly” along (wo main liness Of
sludy, and through theaa Iwo linad éin
overview of the concapt will manlfast itaalf. On
the ona hand the historical and empincal
developmant in international security will be
presentad, espacislly as it CONcain: fisalt wilh
impartant historical eventa and periods, and
how inlamational secufity waa percaived and
explored during (haese penods, leading up 1o &

tharacierization of tha condiliona fof

ihe lerm

intgrnational securily loday. On the other hand
the focus of the second porl of the arlicle wil
e on tha theoratical davelopment in the sludy
of intarnational securily, as well a3 how the
discipling has daveloped on whal insights
has identified, Finally, the latest theoretical
davelopments will be presented. Towards the
and of the conlribution some perspeclives will
b prasented, in relation to the ampirical and
thaorelicnl  development, on  how  thinking
aboul securily can conlribute substantially
lowards the roalization of genuine sustalnable

dovelopmaent.

International
pregsant
Intarnational sacurily has laken new
forms in tha twenty-firgl century. The concepl
of intarnational security ag securily among
stales  belongs lo  the  (wenticth  century.
Thraots are no longer primarily coming from
stites, Throots arg coming from elhnic groups
obsagsad Dy hypernationalism, from crirninal
gangs, from mal governance, from gpidemics,
AIDS,  terrorism,  dangerous  food, o
povarly, from aconomic mismanagenant,
rrom ovar-papulation, fram failed states, ffom
flows of rafugees, and, most importantly, from
poltutionn and  the  effects of pollution, the
trigation and dagtruction of nature, and lhe
divafsification of nature, The viclims of the
heaw (hreals ara primarily the single individual
(ndividual - of  human pocurity); eociely
(oclelal sacurily), and the globe (global
sacurlty)  The  physical  and aconomical
sutvival of the individunl is threntened, The
survival  of  goclelies iz threslened, as
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concerns identity and coherence. The survival
of the world as we know it is threatened in the
long-run. For the first time in history there is a
common, global awareness of the necessity of
fighting for the sustainability of the globe.,

One important precondition is the fact
that the world more than ever in history has
become one. The old slogan from the
beginning of the cold war, "one world or
none” is now relevant in a new, broad
understanding taking in new dimensions:
globalization, internationalization,
ransnationalism, interdependence, and
Integration. This implies that a world
dominated by fragmentation, separatism,

disintegration, hypernationalism, religious or

ethnic fanaticism, isolationism, and self-
sufficiency is threatening in itself. The only
way to secure the world and maintain the
sustainability of the globe is to support and
emphasize the notion: "One world or none."

The good news is that the structural
and political conditions for the realization of
the one world concept are better than ever.
Never before in history has there been a
common, international acceptance by almost
all the world's countries of common, general
global norms. These norms are democracy, a
market economy, human rights, and personal
freedom. The interpretation of these norms is
different in different countries and only few,
often referred 1o as the rogue slates, are not
In agreement. Il is, however, a fact that
officially almost all states adhere to these
inlernational norms, and that they are inclined
to follow them. Why is this so? They are
following not necessarily in the “believing"
sense, bul In the "copying" sense, meaning
that countries following these norms are often
doing well in the international system. Il
simply pays -internationally, as well as
domeslically - to follow these norms. The bad
news, however, is that the forces of
antiglobalism, hypernationalism, isolationism,
and hyper-religionism are still at work.

The concept of security ,
' As indicaled, “security" as a concept

and as a phenomenon at the end of the cold

war has taken on new forms. There are new
security ~ agendas,  new security

manifestations, and new rules of the game for

security policy. How to explain anq
comprehend security as part of internationa)
relations in the so-called new world order? . |

Security is a highly contested concept
Is it at all possible to use it as a scholarly
concept? Security is a word in common use,
used in relation to a wide variety of personal
and collective activities and conditions. One
can distinguish between security in normal
daily activities (job, economy, sex, transport,
food), security for positive, desirable
conditions (democracy, freedom, prosperity,
development, a good life), and security
against negative conditions (war, pollution,
crime, all kinds of threats). '

In a way we have three different realms
for the term "security.” First, the broad, day-to-
day use of the word, referring to a position
aspired to: of being safe, secure, protected.
Second, the political use of the word, referring
to political actions, processes, or structures
that can secure the safety of a political unit. In
the political sphere the term "security” is used
as a political tool, for example, to provide a
certain phenomenon with a specific priority by
placing it in the realm of high politics. Finally,
'security” can be used as an analytical
cancept to identify, describe, understand,
explain, or even predict phenomena in the
general social realm; phenomena such as

"security policy," "security-policy. inleraction,”
or "security institutions and structures."

A significant change in the political use
of the term "security” was, however, the
invention of the concept of security paolicy. The
United States, as the most important unit in
the international system, was the initiator. In
1947 the US administration introduced the
National Security Council, which became a
model for several countries around the world.
This also involved the iIntroduction. of a new
concept, "security policy.” Now it became
possible for states, in linguistic terms, to
conduct or pursue a security policy. Security
policy was more than defense policy, more = -
than military policy, more than a policy aimed -
at being prepared for war. Security policy also
aimed at avoiding war. Securlly policy
éncompassed internal, domestic security,

economic-development policy, and paficy for -
Influencing the international system so as 0.
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deaie 3 peaceful environment, regionally as

 well as globally, including foreign aid to
. developing countries. A famous example is
the statement from Robert McNamara, the

former US Secretary of Defense, that
ncecurity is development.” Security policy
pecame an important tool for individual nation
states to further their national interests by
attempting to influence the intemational
system. The pursuit of international security

~ policy was the task of the United Nations

(UN), which lost much of its influence due to
the East-West confrontation,

In this way, during the cold war, the

political notion of security was extended, from

referring primarily to matters related to
defense and the military, such as the

avoidance of military aggression, to dealing

with economic, political, and societal matters,
domestic as well as international. The original,
narrow UN conception of international security
was based on the fact that the UN was the
continuation of the victorious wartime alliance,

which perceived aggression based on hyper-
nationalism as the main reason for the

outbreak of the Second World War. The UN
was 1o be the tool for avoiding any repetition.
The cold war, however, changed the

international setting completely.

Security after the cold war

With the end of the cold war in 1989-
91, confrontation disappeared and partnership
look over. bipolarity was replaced Dby
‘unipolarity. This implied a new security
agenda.

On the global level hard security
remained, bu! internationally, major wars Were
now fought in an asymmetrical manner, that
IS, between the only remaining superpower,
lhe United States. supported by IS
associales, partly on behalf of international
society, against international lawbreakers like
Iraq and the Taliban regime. For the first time
ever major wars (the Gulf War and the
Afghanistan anti-terror war) were fought Dy
forces authorized by what could be called

“international society,” that is, the UN Secunty

COU_"C" acting on behalf of all UN member
slales in matters of "international peace and
Security.” The Kosovo War did nol gel
1_me“"ati,t:‘rza'l society's full support, bul was

Aacitly accepted afterwards. On the global and

regional level, the “old" extended security

- agenda from the golden days of detente has

returned; now, however, with the addition of al
least four important “new” issue areas Of

~security. First, societal security, thanks {o the

emergence of new or renewed political umis
based on natignalism or ethnicity, which may
cause waves of refugees. Second, individual
security, due to renewed emphasis on human
rights and international crime. Third, security
for the human body, against worlgwide
epidemics, pollution of food, and the tack of
food. Finally, "new technology securily,” due
to threats to the vulnerable IT sysiems,
important of course only for lechnatogically-
advanced countries. As a conseguence of the
end of the cold war, geopolitics that refers 1o
borders and proximity has relurned; these
dimensions now matter more than they dio
during the cold war. when political idenlity was
related to the broad East-West division. At the
same time a global cyberspace is at work.

So, in the new internalional syslem,
with only one superpower, the secunly
agenda has changed dramaticaily. The old
cold war security debate continues between
the "narrowers” and the “wideners,™ that is,

those who see security as hard, miitary
security, and those who claimed that as 2l

events were based on conflicting struciures,
everything is security, bul is now less
relevant. Most scholars admit that the new
international system and the new organizalion
of world order have gwven rise 1o a brozdening
of the security agenda, and to new analytical
concepts to identify, analyze. and explain the
political impact of this agenda. |

Six levels of security actors

So. how can we deal with the compiex
problem of security in the new international
system? In order lo eslablish a general
understanding of the analytical concepl of
security we would like to introduce a simpie
madel. It is not our purpose {0 provide a new
framework, rather the opposite; traditional
dividing lines are re-used and re-combined.

A useful and rewarding exercse Is 1o
distinguish between six levels of secunty,
each defined by the secunty aciors that at the
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sama bme gre victims of the security-related
threala at thal lavel-

1 Security for the individual (individual
secunty),

2. Securily for the social group, the
community, “nation,” organized national
or elhnic entity (sociatal security)

3. Security for the stale or “nation,” in the
US terminology (national security).

4.  Security for the region, that is, a coherant
security reglon, nol necessarnly one
based on proximity (regional security).

9. Security for the society of nations or what
could be referred to as "internaticnal
society,” consisting of all, or most stlates
In the world (international secunty).

6. Security for the globs, mesning
“Spaceship Earth” or the planet (global
security).

How do these different levels of
securty, defined according to political unita
funclioning as threats, as well as victims to
threats, relate 1o each othar?

How to map the vital threals to the six
levels of security coming from the same six
levels of security? The fundamental assertion
i9 that the all-over general threal deals with
the simple existence of the political unit in
question. As 1o the specific vital threats to the
six levels of units, the basic claims are the
following.

To the single individual the vital threat
seems (o be that to physical and economic
survival. It has to do with coercion and
violence in physical and economic terms. You
cannot be a "palitical man” i you are heavily
victimized by thece threats. To the national
sociaty the vital element 13 identity, which is
the basic construclive element of society.
Without identity there is no society. To the
state. the vital threat is to sovereignty. Without
sovereignty, a socio-political enlity cannot be
recognized as a slate. For the region, stability
and coherence are the main factors. Again,
thera is no regional organizéation withou! thase
vital elements. To the international society, a
threal to the system's permanencs, 10 the way
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that generally recogrized naorms and nies ran
orist in @ basically anarche crder, is e
nssenlial ono. Fmally, 0 the globe 83 5 Yind of
security unil, sustainabilily is consedsred 4 bs
the vital factor exposed (o throats

The Individual as victim:
physical and economic survival

thirasts |o

To the ningls indridual thers are s
throats coming from practically ail security
aclors: from other indiiduals, fraom sooesty
frorn the stala, from tha reqgion and from the
globe. s interesting to note that according (o
slatistics  of criminal  acts,  le-and-¢eath
threats from person (o patson moal ofen
orcur insido familes or close groups The
mos! dangerous place senrns o ho the hame.
However, vital threals could also comne Liom a
societal, collective actor Think, for instands,
of a situalion in former Yugoslavia where s
gun pointing at an indrdual will be fued if the
answer to the quastion "Ass you Serts, Croat,
or Bosnan” is wrong. Staln-based vital
threats are exemphlied in the actions that he
sacrel polics in 3 dictatorship direct towards
innocaent cihizens, for examplae, the Goeslaps-
alylo 5 a.m. arrest.

Threats from regions can 2150, 0
specilic casas, bo of the vital kind. The
precondihon hare s thal the reqgion is able (o
acl through an elfective organization e the
European Union (EU), the HNorth Atlantic
Trealty  Orgamzaton (NATG), o  the
Organization of Afncan Unity (OAL), Only i
rather rare cases has inlernationg! socisty
posed a vital threat 10 single indrdiduals. Guste
apeclic circumstances, asuch as an affeclys,
global collective security polley have 16 be in
play. Collective security is a very (48
phenomeancn The last cocasion of this was
the Gulf War in 1950-1, where indendual Irag
citizens were exposed o rolilary atlacks,
Also, the international sociely will posa &n
Indirect threal In the case that ot is seversiy
weakened or is broaking down, and stises
anarchy is reigning, Lastly, the global theest
In his case, the individua!l will be enremey
oxposed as viclim. Just o mantion a fou
examples. naturdl catastiophes, spames,
future possible threats from outer spaca, 494
sevare pollution _
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W as ﬂ‘t& victim; ﬂ‘lt’&ﬁts to id@ﬂﬂty

o saaety vill nol be a victim of threats
coming from the indwidual Even in very
edreme cases one can hardly imagine a
terronist representing only him/herself gr A
small vioient group, threalening the existence
or the identity of a whole sociely. This threat
relationship s weak. A threat to identity from a

compeling sociely is, however, probabie. and
may be seen as vilal. An example is the

victim, l'hefe m afﬁr/ a0 indeec
society. |
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AsﬁmgiheM%aMmﬁwM
Ubneats, which wifi pomarly conceas
sgveregrity, one can aagen st e rdhiciugl
siate. ary more than foc socisty. A sorasty cam

compefiion and conflict in  Haly during
wnification n the nineleenth century over
which of the many Htalian "nations” should
domuigle the hew state Likewise. for 3
naticnal sociely, a threat from a state can be
vitai. Evamples are numercus: Turkey o the
Kurds. Russia o the Chechens, and England
@ the past to the Welsh or Scma The regional
acux @3n somelimes be a hghly relevant
tweal 1o a2 "nation’s” identity, One has cnly to
consader the possible threat of the EU Ig the
entty of indwvidual member siates The
same goes for the anpact that MATO had
aquing e cold war as # attemipted (o
congtruct 2 Wedently superor o, and
some cases al the cost of, nalional identity

In 2 samilar way wlematiconal scoety
coudd act as the source of threats to identity.
temational socety as represented m the
League of Matons, had, as a very mmgortant
Chiecere, e prinople of “the seft
Cetenmenation of peopies.” Thie princgle

Zuded w g considerabie increase o e
fumcer of nation slates i Ewope. thus
wking the dentity problem for many natons

mmﬁmes Al the same zme

SUOn l'm no h@ﬁ pnority i ihe rew
eomation of  intematons sooety a3 ®#
SEerged from the Second World Wer, that i3,
« B2 UM Rather, the opposds became Ine
MU The acodental splitting of nabons
wrmandy Germarey), the remoua! of huge
mm ard the recogrelion of borders
" ook no conmderzbon of natonal
dHatons Ths consituied 2 troeat 1o 5::..&13%
!'-‘E%f Aiso the svermnationsl socety m 8
B8 modd order cao Bwesten natonad f:er
-mw Mcety, wenlily hrough eiermnatonal
R anien gmeg;e'::{mn F,j FRoAr04 f'ssﬁ*ﬂﬁ

constdule 2 cerisin tweal especizily sbere
siale wenlifes are wesk, § not sbuet. and
nalional/gsccztal denuties are VEry ROV G, a8,
for examyle, was e cme for Essten
Europez 1 slates mgide the Sownzl Empuwe
Curing fe cold war Here e prociens was
that tre communist regame. sy posaessicrs of

siate soveregnly. had very mites leptmay

In s way e nstoral scoety
consliiuied 2 twes! In the siztz On Tyvee
CCasong thus sduzfion e o sicien cormfict
ot 1953 @ the German Ceamcorstic Feputic
{Easl Germanyy;, n 1858 o Humcary . 3vs m
1268 v Czecncsiowziaas Tre  Swea
reidbonsiug cetween stzie and sizte © 2 vl
pant cf e gnsrcruc mfemztoral of ,.::Ts.rw
AQ3M, 3 reguengl twezl c2n be In Siay, a8 or
ergmple, w2s he czse for Seros dm" g
MATG's mulitary coperafion o Mosors in 1245
W c2n alsc be seen 25 3 mgor Frest witee
siermnatcoal socety o an ackr. 2z, for
example o e low czses whers e coilertive
securdy system of the UM m 2 woric. The
preconducn fior tue st of Wvest i et
wifing 3nd 2tie siates saculd 2 o behaf of
fhe mismastcral somedy T ""‘f*ﬂLﬂ‘f’I‘“ weEr
szve a wwoum of war . 2 stale atacked e @
cr*;&rﬁ.mcmai- @wrzzher (for eazmpie he Geif
War W Ir2g 2n he lawbreaker) A3 recarin
mu&ai reztz e sifuston & Jdoge o el of
be natcna! sccely The sizhe 29 2 sisle B
net esphatly Uwestened by glotailyorerts
EYEnts. |

mrmmmmwm
and coberenice

inscfar 23 Me rEgion, o rafer “e
remonal CrganZation, B 2 wolirs, Seests gl
Yy relgte o sizolity in e r&x.';cr T P
conerenge of e regoss’  oroerezor
ingenCual ard scaetzl aclors will gy SR
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to a large degree abie to

damnﬂmci regmrns amﬁ SUD-TEaIoNS.
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