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Abstract. This article is called to present some theoretical foundations of the concept ‘security’
both in its traditional sense as that of a state and its territorial integrity, and in its newer sense
according to which the human is the entity to be cared for first and foremost, with the accent
made on the latter. It examines the underlying premises and evolution of such a human-centered
approach, its definition, and scope, and the debates around it, as well as the main characteristics
and dimensions of the concept. Additionally, the paper notes the efforts of the international
community to strengthen and operationalize human security to empower individuals by creating
and giving access to new opportunities, which would then potentially lead to their country’s
sustainable development. It also informs on the diversity of challenges to human security in
today’s world which retard the economic growth in separate suffering states or regions and even
the whole world, impedes on the human development goals, and thus dampens prospects for the
country’s prosperity.
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Introduction

The new millennium, so much awaited for
with its hopefully beneficial changes for the
whole humanity, has long come and its second
decade has just switched with the next.

Unfortunately, though naturally, it is not
always when hopes to come true, and mankind

is still fighting old and new global challenges:
poverty, underdevelopment, overpopulation
pressures, health pandemics, sudden economic
downturns, shortage of food and drinkable
water, environmental issues, and the list can yet
be continued.

Obviously, these problems cannot be resisted
by the suffering countries separately as well
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as relieved by some urgent measures. This is
an agenda for a time demanding process of
sustainable human development which, once
successful, not only promotes economic growth
butaims to evenly distribute its benefits, empower
people with new opportunities giving priority
to the poor, and provide their participation in
decisions that would really affect their lives in
a positive way. It is a development that is “pro-
people, pro-nature, pro-jobs and pro-women” [1,
p-3].

It is a great contribution to the yearly Human
Development Reports issued by the United
Nations Development Programme that has
stimulated international dialogue on such models
of development. And it was the 1994 Human
Development Report when the concept of human
security was first mentioned as an indispensable
condition for human development.

According to the Report, it will not be possible
for the world’s community to achieve any of its
major goals — neither peace, human rights, and
democratization, nor environmental protection,
and social integration except in the context of
sustainable development that leads to human
security [1, p.2].

Tasks and goals

The goals of the paper are rather theoretical
in the sense that it reveals the basic notions of
the concept of human security, its constituent
elements, detailed characteristics, and
determinants by an in-depth review of the
literature devoted to security studies and
development issues.

Methodology

This paper is part of a larger academic work
and is in fact intended as speculation about
human security with the aim to get the readers
acquainted with the basics of the conception
and make them understand what it is special
for and how it is special, why there was a need
for this conception, who it is aimed for and
other questions. For this reason, the paper was
prepared with such a speculative method of the
research as an in-depth review of the literature

devoted to security studies and development
issues to fully reveal the underpinnings of the
concept and ground on that in further research.

Discussion

The history of the very concept of human
security is commonly believed to start with the
Human Development Report published in 1994
by the United Nations Development Programme,
which was the product of a joint collaboration
of the world’s most prominent scholars and
policymakers. But, in fact, the prerequisites and
talks on this issue had begun long before 1994.
In June 1945, the US secretary of state Edward
Reilly Stettinus, Jr. reported to his government on
the results of the San Francisco Conference: “The
battle of peace has to be fought on two fronts.
The first is the security front where victory spells
freedom from fear. The second is the economic
and social front where victory means freedom
from want. Only victory on both fronts can assure
the world of an enduring peace....No provisions
that can be written into the Charter will enable
the Security Council to make the world secure
from war if men and women have no security in
their homes and their jobs” [1, p.3].

The Willy Brandt Commission of 1978 known
as the North-South Report focused on ensuring
human survival by improving the economic and
social conditions of disadvantaged communities.
The North-South Report produced in 1980
played important role in conceptualizing human
security. Under the title “To Ensure Survival”, the
report suggested improvements in economic and
social conditions in deprived countries by making
the discourse on security much wider inclusive
and highlighted the need for incorporating
the human-centric agenda in the global policy
framework [2, p.1].

In 1991, the Stockholm Initiative on Global
Security and Governance highlighted the need
for a new concept of human security. The report
called “Common Responsibility in the 1990s”
indicated threats to security other than military
and political confrontation. This wider security
paradigm included the failure of development
policy, ecology deterioration, extreme poverty,
and health pandemics [2, p.2].
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The definition of the concept “human
security”

Mahbub ul Haq, the consulting economist
who played a key role in the elaboration of the
Human Development Report once said, “We
need to fashion a new concept of human security
that is reflected in the lives of our people, not in
the weapons of our country.” [3, p.2]

So, whatishuman security? An average person
would say “being free from insecurity and threats”
but there is much beyond that simple definition.
It is a whole complex of multi-dimensional and
interrelated issues over which humankind has
long been struggling. Correspondingly, the term
cannot be something sharply marginated. Then
it is predictable that the term may have multiple
definitions, elements, and approaches.

This plurality in dealing with the term can
be found on the very surface in the literature
devoted to development studies and security
issues, where it has been regarded differently:
as an emerging paradigm, an approach, a world
community’s perspective, an agenda to be
accomplished, or as a policy framework to work
within.

To continue, the notion of security was
traditionally used in the collocation “national
security” and meant protection of the sovereignty
and territorial integrity of a state from external
military aggression. It then implied the state’s
duty to protect its citizens and guarantee
freedoms.

This sense of the concept had long dominated
in security studies and policymaking until
eventually academics on security, having seen
that at times states fail to fully ensure security
and/or can in some way even distress its citizens,
began to think of security in the broader sense.
Then, in 1994, the United Nations Development
Programme in the Human Development Report
introduced the “newer” conception.

The Commission on Human Security
(hereinafter CHS), in its final report Human
Security Now, defines human security as:
(Author: see one of the above — an emerging
paradigm, an approach, a perspective, an agenda,
framework) to protect the vital core of all human

“"

lives in ways that enhance human freedoms
and human fulfillment. Human security means
protecting fundamental freedoms — freedoms that
are the essence of life. It means protecting people
from critical (severe) and pervasive (widespread)
threats and situations. It means using processes
that build on people’s strengths and aspirations.
It means creating political, social, environmental,
economic, military and cultural systems that
together give people the building blocks of
survival, livelihood, and dignity”. [4, p.4]

Briefly and overall, the definition proposed
by the Commission on Human Security re-
conceptualizes security in a fundamental way by:

- shifting the focus from a traditional, state-
centric understanding of security as safety of
states from military aggression, to one that
concentrates on the security of the individuals,
their protection, and empowerment;

- drawing attention to the intersection of
security, development, and human rights as
complementary elements of a complex matter;

- and promoting a new integrated, coordinated
and people-centered approach to advancing
peace, security, and development within and
across nations [5, p.6-7].

Thus, according to the human-centered notion
of security, major threats are not necessarily
external, that is military aggression from other
states, but rather domestic: financial instability
and vulnerability, violation of human rights,
political or ethnic discrimination, food shortage,
health threats, and other struggles. Hence,
national security is no longer to be ensured by
armed forces, but by favorable social, political,
and economic conditions, human development,
and human rights protection.

In such a sense, the notion has produced
further debate among scholars and politicians.
Critics doubt whether such an approach is the
best way to address the global challenges of the
international community. Conversely, advocates
of human security view the concept as a milestone
to mankind’s safety and survival challenged by
poverty, diseases, environmental stress, as well
as armed conflicts, and human rights violations
[6, p.71].

Overall, the concept of human security seems
promising or even, as realists might say, utopic.
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This is one of the reasons why there are so many
questions among the academics and practitioners
alike: “Security for whom?”, “Security for which
values?”, “How much security?”, “Security from
what threats?”, “Security by what means?”,
“Security at what cost?” and even “Security in
what time period?” [7, pp.13-17]. However, there
is an opinion that some of these questions may
be neglected and much depends on the agenda

[8, p.9].
The scope of human security

According to the
Report, the scope of human security includes
seven areas with the main objectives of each as
the following (see Figure 1):

¢  Personal security- to protect individuals
from any physical and psychological persecution,
and from abuse whether from the state or any
external powers, as well as from any violent
individuals and possible minor and heavy crimes;

e Political security- to ensure people basic
human rights and freedoms, as well as to secure
citizens and groups from government’s practice
to control their ideas, activities, and intentions
non-destructive by implication, or any other kind
of pressure imposed by the state power;

e Community security- to
facilitate preservation of traditional values,
protect individuals from any possible ethnic
violence and enhance protection and trust of
populations in general, and women in particular;

e Economic (or  otherwise
Financial security) - to guarantee individuals
or households steady income from paid work
or other means for decent living at present and
foreseeable future, or, in case of unemployment
- regardless of the reasons - pension or other
payments so that they are able to sustainably
cover their essential needs like food, shelter,
clothing and hygiene necessities along with the
costs related to education and health care;

* Food security- to guarantee populations

Human Development

long-term

security

that safe and nutritious food that meets the
dietary standards and preferences for a healthy
life is sufficient, physically accessible, and
financially affordable;

e Environmental security- to ensure
the world’s whole population sanitary water
supply, non-polluted environment, preserving
biodiversity, non-degraded agricultural lands
and natural resources for the forthcoming
generations at scales ranging from global to local;

* Health security- to guarantee health
care services and protection from pandemics
irrespective of the circumstances —deliberate
use of chemical or biological weapons intended
to cause harm, events with mass gatherings
(festivals, major sporting events, and other), or a
natural disease outbreak.

These areas of security are not to be dealt
with in isolation as they overlap in most cases.
According to Des Gasper and Oscar A. Gémez,
overlaps arise because the seven areas were not all
identified by the same criterion, and “they were
somewhat arbitrarily selected and delineated” [9,
p.14].

Personal
security

Health Political

security security
Human security
Community Environmental
security security
Economic Food
security security

Figure 1. The main areas of human security

As a vehemently promoted notion, human
security is often closely associated with human
rights. Both reflect “cosmopolitan” values having
no territorial borders and promises regardless
of citizenship. Both are fiercely fought for, but
the former (human security), however, gives a
feeling of an urgent need (Author: and a bigger
promise) in comparison with the latter [10, p.3].

In this way, CHS gives human security the
following characteristics:
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- it is people-centered. Here, again, human
security places the individual in the center of
analysis with a wide range of conditions that put
survival, livelihood, and dignity of individuals at
risk or at height);

- multi-sectoral. This implies that human
security deals with causes of insecurity related to
different spheres of daily practices of individuals
such as economic, food, health, environmental,
personal, community, and political security;

- comprehensive. Here, it implies that it is an
extensively elaborated framework (or policy,
approach, etc.) and in terms of its intended object,
the concept is all-inclusive;

- context-specific. As a context-specific concept,
human security acknowledges that insecurities
vary considerably across different settings and as
such promotes contextualized solutions that are
responsive to the particular situations;

- and prevention-oriented. In addressing risks
and root causes of insecurities, human security is
prevention-oriented and introduces a dual focus
on protection and empowerment [5, pp.7-8].

All of the above-mentioned features of human
security imply the protection of ordinary citizens
from the hazards of life no matter what the source
is but, obviously enough, out of their control and
thus threatening. So, one more feature is that
human security is protective. In this sense the
human security approach calls governments,
international organizations, and NGOs to ensure
protection that is institutionalized, not episodic;
responsive, not rigid; pro-active, not reactive [11,
p-2].

Up to this part of the article, we had been
considering protection as the core of the
conception, no matter which of the two entities we
would wish to protect. However, human security
is a complex of interrelated issues, so it can be
associated with a conglobulation of different
elements. Thus, it is somewhat a spacious notion
and according to Jay Jinseop Jang can be regarded
from three dimensions: security of humans, for
humans, and by humans [12, p.9].

The first two dimensions have already become
overused in literature dealing with security and
make security appear as a flat notion. As for the
latter, it gives an impression that people are not

objects to passively take security for granted but
actors to make it when empowered. And this is
exactly the point, in which the CHS pioneered:
they put forward the need for ‘empowerment’.

Protection and empowerment of people
are the two indispensable things for achieving
human security objectives. They are advocated
by the CHS as the bi-parts of any human security
policy framework.

Protection is defined by the CHS as “strategies,
set up by states, international agencies, NGOs
and the private sector, to shield people from
menaces”. It refers to the norms, processes, and
institutions required to protect people from
critical and pervasive threats. And in exercising
such norms and processes protection implies a
“top to down” approach. It recognizes that people
face threats that are beyond their control, for
example natural disasters, financial crises, and
conflicts. And states, along with international
and regional organizations, civil society, and
non-governmental actors have the primary duty
to implement such protection.

As for empowerment, it is defined by the CHS
as “strategies that enable people to develop their
resilience to difficult situations”. Empowerment
implies a “bottom-up” approach. It aims at
developing the capabilities of individuals and
communities to make informed choices and to
act on their own behalf. Empowering people
not only enables them to develop their full
potential but also allows them to find ways and
participate in solutions to ensure human security
for themselves and others.

As clearly stated by the CHS, protection, and
empowerment are mutually reinforcing and
cannot be treated in isolation [5, p.8].

Obviously enough, it is rather rare when a
plan is immediately set going. In most occasions
a plan needs preparation, and the human security
concept is exactly the case. To put the concept into
the very action, three important elements should
be observed [13, p.11]:

1) First of all, prior to any human security
promotion program being launched, there should
be a commonly shared commitment to protect
human dignity, which is, in fact, the very essence
of human security;
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2) Secondly, this commitment should be
empowered with existing normative instruments
designed for implementing the human security
policy as well as new ones should be elaborated
so that the whole possible range of instruments
“act in concert” for the concept’s sake;

3) And finally, people’s awareness about
human security issues should be fostered by
better articulating the policy so that the public
community strives to join the efforts.

Another important point here is that human
security is also to be regarded from two main
aspects: firstly, as freedom from fear of such long-
lasting threats as poverty, starvation, diseases,
and repression; and secondly, itimplies protection
from sudden disruptions in the patterns of daily
life whether in homes, in jobs or in communities.
Such threats can exist at all levels of income and
development.

All of the above-mentioned things and human
security being a complex of inter-tangled issues
make one think in a holistic way. The ambiguous
nature of the concept has made security and
development come together and the very
globalism of their common issues demanded
joint efforts of communities to address them
globally [14, p.2]. In their academic paper,
Tadjbakhsh and Chenoy stand for the holistic
approach to human security concept, arguing
that the sources of threats vary greatly both
within and across countries, and such a broad
definition of human security is in fact flexible and
only suitable option [15, p.10]. Another scholar
Pauline Ewan supports these arguments by
saying: “Not only does a holistic approach draw
different specialisms together in the quest to
understand better the interconnections between
diverse aspects of human insecurity, but it may
also bolster co-operation between international
agencies in the fields of security, development
and human rights” [16, p.184].

The first point that immediately becomes
obvious while doing an in-depth literature review
on human security is that the concept is rather
ambiguous and thus no consensus regarding
its definition, target, and scope, as well as the
most appropriate approach to study the concept,
seems to be ever possible.

In terms of the approach, the authors follow
the holistic one and strongly believe that the
matter of human security cannot be dealt with
separately from other urgent threats of humanity
and many things need careful consideration and
mostly preparation before any human security
promotion program is started.

By the same token, the authors believe that
when exercised within a separate state, its
government, institutions, and agencies should
cooperate without duplicating the functions
to ensure security as if separate details work
together to make one big machine move forward.
Moreover, in that way, no extra expenses will be
necessary, and the efforts will be put in action at
a maximum.

Overall, the human security agenda comprises
many interrelated and interdependent issues
each being separate, at times global, issues. This
fact gives ground for many further debates and
particularly, academic studies in the area.

Results

The conducted study has shown that as the
academics and policymakers have reconsidered
the concept of human security it now represents
both a vertical and horizontal expansion.

Now human security is notable for the
following important points:

1) Human security focuses on the
individual/people as the referent object of
security rather than the state. It implies that is not
actually a country to boost prosperity, but rather
it is every single citizen. In that logic, the financial
prosperity and well-being of citizens will reflect
the country’s overall welfare;

2) According to CHS, there are several
points the human security is special for and it
comprises 7 major areas in which people, whether
solely or as a community, might feel insecure and
thus need support from their states. In general, to
make the best of the human security promotion
programs, the actions should be regular rather
than occasional; responsive rather than inflexible;
pro-active rather than reactive.

3) Human security is not a “flat” abstract
notion, but a multidimensional matter and
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it encompasses three dimensions: security of
humans, for humans, and by humans. The first
and the second dimensions imply that people
are taken care of by the state. As for the third, it
suggests empowerment so that people could
promote. The support is called best when people
are given opportunities for development instead
of the things demanded. It is like handing a fish-
rod to people at-need and teaching them fishing
rather than giving them the fish;

4) Human security is a global matter and
to achieve better and prompter results, the
institutions should work jointly both on regional
and international levels.

Conclusion

The concept of human security is an attempt
by academics and policymakers to redefine,
refine, and broaden the traditional meaning of
security as protection of state sovereignty and
territorial integrity from external military threats.

Although the term is still vividly contested,
experts agree on the point that there really
was a need for the shift of focus towards a pro-

individual approach to security, as the preceding
traditional state-centric approach to national
security with state borders under protection
proved inconsistent when some states themselves
were reasons for domestic insecurities and rise of
new challenges that had no borders — poverty,
forced migration, AIDS and many others.

For human security ‘dream’ to come true,
individuals, communities, governments,
institutions should be given certain instruments
and thus, the capacity to confront human security
challenges.

The development and implementation of
security policy had long been the prerogative
of security professionals, who have actively
discouraged civilian participation, both in
government and in civil society. However, the
worldview has changed greatly since then.
Nowadays, and
institutions work hard both jointly and at home
to ensure security for “everyONE” with a focus
on empowering individuals/people with tools
to feel at least personally and financially secure,
and hopefully guaranteeing security in all other
areas.

and

communities, governments,
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A.C. Aabkeesa, b.b. broaerenosa, A. K. Aabkees, C. ABaXy
A.H. Tymuaes amoindazor Eypasus yammuix yrusepcumemi, Hyp-Cyaman, Kasaxcman

Agam Kayincisairisig Ty>KbIpbIMJgaMachl: epeKIiIeaikTepi, eameMaepi )XoHe AeTepMUMHaHTTapbl

Anaartmia. Makaaaga TyTacrail aaraHAa KayilcisAik YFBIMBIHBIH TEOPUAABIK, HeTi3Aepi >KoHe OHBIH ajaMra
OarpITTaAFaH Ke©3KapacTaphl KeATipiareH. AgaM KayiIlcizAiri Ty>KpIpbIMAaMachIHBIH I1alida 00Aybl MeH DBOAIO-
LIMACH, OHBIH aHBIKTaMachl MeH KOAJaHBbIAY asChIHAAFbl KapaMa-KailIblABIKTap, Kasipri aaeMJeri agaM Ka-
yincisairine keitbip Kayinrep, coHAali-aK XaAbIKapaAblK KaybIMAACTBIKTHIH ajaM Kayilci3AiriH HBIFailTy MeH
JKY3eTe achIpy JKeHiHJeTi opekeTTepi KapacTelpblaabl. COHBIMEH KaTap, TY>KbIpbIMAaMa TypaAbl, OHBIH ©AIIeM-
Aepi Typaabl aKIiapar Oepedi, KayilcisAik KaMTaMachl3 eTyMeH OalidaHBICTBI HeTi3Ti mpobaeMaaap/Abl aHBIKTa-
yFa THIpBICabl. MaKalaga COHAal-aK JKeKelereH eajepae JKoHe aliMaKTap4a, COHBIH iliHAe OyKia aaemae 9Ko-
HOMMKaABIK OCyTe KeJepri KeATipeTiH, azaM AaMyBIHBIH MaKcaTTapbIHa KOA JKeTKi3yTe Ke4epri KeATipeTiH JKoHe
COA apKblLABL e4JiH epKeHJAey IepcleKTuBaJapblHa HyKcaH KeATipeTiH Kasipri aaeMmJeri agaM Kayillcizairine
KATBICTBI TYPAi CBIH-KaTep.ep TypaAabl aliTblAaAbl.

Tyiin cesaep: xahaHablk KayinTep, agamra OaFbITTaAfaH Ke3Kapac, ajaMHBIH JaMybl, KOPKBIHBIIITaH
apblay, MYKTaXKABIKTaH OOCTaHABIK, «’KOFapblAaH-TOMeHIe» KOpFaHy, «TOMeHHeH JKOFapbhIFa» MyMKiHAIK Oepy.
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Konnenms yea0BedecKkoi 0€30I1aCHOCTI: XapaKTepUCTHIKA, M3MePeHNsI 1 AeTepMIHaHTBI

AnHOTamms. JaHHas cTaThs IIPU3BaHa IIPeACTaBUTh HEKOTOPBIE TeopeTIdecKrie OCHOBBI KOHIIemu 0e30-
ITACHOCT! KaK B ee TPaAMIIMIOHHOM IIOHMaHUM B I11aHe oOecIiedeHNst 0e30I1aCHOCTI TOCyapCTBa I er0 Teppu-
TOPMAABHO 11eA0CTHOCTH, TaK M B €e HOBOM paKypce, MCXOAs 13 KOTOPOTO YeA0BeK sBAsSeTCs OOBeKTOM, HY K-
AAIOIUMCsl B oOecriedeHNy Oe30I1aCHOCTH B IIEPBYIO odepeab. AKIIeHT B 4aHHOJ CTaThe cAedaH Ha ITocAejHeM
3HAYEHUI MOHS TSI O€30I1aCHOCTb.

B crarpe paccMaTpmBalOTCs OCHOBHBIE IIPEAIIOCBIAKI ¥ DBOAIOLINI IIOA0OHOTO OAXOAa C OPMEHTUPOM Ha
KaK Ha OTAeABHOTO 4e10BeKa, TaK 11 00IIecTsa B 11e10M, MHOXKEeCTBO 11 HeOAHO3HAYHOCTD OIIpeeeHNIT 4aHHOTO
IIOHATUSA Y CIIOPBI, BOSHMKAIOIIVIE BCAEACTBIIE DTOTO, a TakKe cdepa IIpUMEHEeHIIs, OCHOBHbIE XapaKTepICTH-
KN 1 U3MepeHIs yel0Bedeckoll OesoracHocti. KpoMe Toro, B craThe OTMEYaroTCsl YCUANUS MeXXAYHapOAHOTO
coob11IecTBa MO YKPeIAeHNnIO U MPaKTUIeCKOMY IIPUMEeHeHNIO 1104X0Ja YeA0BedecKoll Oe30I1acHOCTH C I1eABI0
pacimpeHns IoTeHala AI0Aeil IyTeM CO34aHNs U IPeAOCTaBAeHI: AOCTyIla K HOBBIM BO3MOYKHOCTAM, UTO,
B CBOIO OuepeAb, CIIOCOOCTBYeT yCTOMUMBOMY Pa3BUTUIO CTPaH.

B crartpe Taxke coob1mraeTcsi 0 MHOrooOpasui BhI30BOB Ue10BedecKOll 0e30IIaCHOCTI B COBPEMEHHOM MUPE,
KOTOPBIE TOPMO3SIT DKOHOMMUECKII POCT B OTAEABHBIX CTPaHaX I/MAN PerroHax, B TOM YICAe U BO BCEM MUPE,
HPEeNsATCTBYIOT AOCTVKEHMIO IIeAell 4eA0Be4eCKOTO pa3BUTI I TeM CaMbIM OAPBIBAIOT IepPCIIeKTUBEI IIPOLiBe-
TaHUs DTUX TOCYy AapCTB.

Karouesnie caoBa: rao0aabHbIe YTPO3BI, OPMEHTUPOBAHHBII Ha YeA0BeKa I104X0J, YeA0BeUYecKoe pasBuUTHe,
cB000Ja OT CTpaxa, 3alliTa «CBepXy BHI3», pacIIpeHe BO3MOXKHOCTEN «CHU3Y BBEPX».
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