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ABSTRACT

Security Studies cover the security of referent objects, individuals, or states. Since the Second World War, the
importance and depth of Security Studies have increased. In the post-Cold War period, it was seen as a purely
military field, handled within the scope of the power policies of the states, and emerged as a multidimensional
form. This research describes prominent approaches such as Realism, Liberalism, Peace, and Critical Security
Studies and the most recent essential theories. The research underlines the three pillars of The Copenhagen
School, which has contributed to the academic literature on securitisation/desecuritisation theory, regional
security complex theory, and sectoral security approach in international security studies. In the securitisation
theory, any subject can be non-politicized, politicized, or elevated to a national security concern level. According
to the Regional Security Complex pillar, standard points, security priorities, and security dynamics must coincide
with establishing a region in the security realm. Lastly, the safety of human societies is affected by factors in five
primary areas - military, political, economic, social, and environmental factors. The study concludes that the
Copenhagen School occupies a significant position among security studies methodologies and offers a helpful
framework for examining contemporary global security concerns.
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Kopenhag Okulu’'nun giivenlik galigmalarina katkilari

OZET

Glvenlik Galismalari, referans nesnelerinin, bireylerin veya durumlarin giivenligini kapsar. ikinci Diinya Savasindan
bu yana Guvenlik Galismalarinin énemi ve derinligi artmistir. Sojuk savas sonrasi donemde tamamen askeri bir
alan olarak gorilmus ve devletlerin guc politikalar kapsaminda ele alinmistir. Soguk Savas sonrasi donemde ise
gok boyutlu bir form olarak ortaya ¢ikmistir. Bu arastirma, Realizm, Liberalizm, Baris ve Elestirel Givenlik
Calismalari gibi 6ne ¢ikan yaklagimlari ve en son temel teorileri tanimlamaktadir. Arastirma, guivenliklestirme /
guvenliksizlestirme teorisi, bolgesel guvenlik kompleksi teorisi ve uluslararasi givenlik calismalarinda sektorel
guvenlik yaklasimi Uzerine akademik literattre katkida bulunan Kopenhag Okulu'nun tg temel bilesenini
aciklamaktadir. Guvenliklestirme teorisinde, herhangi bir konu siyasallastirilamaz, siyasallastirilabilir veya ulusal
guvenlik endisesi dizeyine yukseltilebilir. Bolgesel Glvenlik Kompleksine gore, standart noktalar, gtvenlik
oncelikleri ve guvenlik dinamikleri, gtvenlik alaninda bir bolge olusturmakla ortiismelidir. Son olarak, insan
toplumlarinin gtivenligi bes temel alandaki faktorlerden etkilenir - askeri, politik, ekonomik, sosyal ve cevresel
faktorler. Calisma, Kopenhag Okulu’'nun glvenlik galismalari metodolojileri arasinda 6nemli bir yere sahip oldugu
ve ¢agdas kuresel glvenlik kaygilarinin incelenmesi igin yararli bir gergeve sundugu sonucuna varmaktadir.
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Introduction

Security refers to the preservation of values that we have. At the individual level, security can be
seen as being safe against threats that may occur while living fearlessly in the current
conditions. In this context, the basic dynamic of security is survival against threats and danger.
This definition can be applied to states and societies in a broader sense. Nevertheless, it will
remain the base notion of security which is the safety or protection of values.

According to Buzan, security is defined as the ability of states and societies to independently
preserve their identity and functional integrity (Buzan, 1991, p. 432). In addition, Baldwin
questioned the diversification of the security concept and emphasized that it needed to explain
the discussion sufficiently. McSweeney stated that security is a concept that resists being
defined (Baysal & Lileci, 2015).

The history of Security Studies goes back to the beginning of the 20th century. After the
destructive consequences of the First World War, International Relations arose in Aberystwyth,
United Kingdom, to avoid the War's horror again. Initially, security was studied within the
International Relations and Foreign Policy framework. The interest in Security Studies as the
subject of professional academic research is relatively new and shaped mainly by the Anglo-
American mindset after the Second World War.

The importance of Security Studies has increased since the Second World War. According to
some researchers, the field of Security Studies had its golden age between 1950 and 1960
(Baldwin, 1996, p. 119). The main difference between the ages was the introduction of new
subjects such as nuclear weapons and arms control. The most obvious question of this age
was about using weapons of mass destruction as an instrument of power in politics. In contrast,
earlier research revolved around the definition of security (Baldwin, 1996, p. 120).

Moreover, the studies of the Golden Age needed more empirical studies to support their findings.
Most of the information was classified, and information about this age could not be used in the
studies. In this age, the rational actor was at the heart of the deterrence theory. Unfortunately,
this approach caused to ignore other factors, such as diplomatic, informational, and economic,
which can contribute to shaping state behaviour. The Golden Age of Security Studies ended with
dead ends of studies, a lack of successor generations of researchers, and the decline of the
Vietnam War. In addition, the détente of the US-Soviet made Security Studies less important
(Walt, 1991, p. 216).

During the Cold War period, Realism was mainly accepted. Afterward, Peace Studies evolved to
criticize Strategy Studies. From the Second World War to the 1980s, National Security Studies
and Strategy Studies controlled security considerations. As a result, security looked at the issues
from a narrow window and concentrated on the military aspect.

Approaches to security concept

Security Studies was defined entirely within the framework of Strategic Studies from the Second
World War to the 1980s. In other words, until the post-Cold War period, it was seen as a purely
military field and was handled within the scope of the power policies of the states. In the post-
Cold War period, it emerged in a multidimensional form. Notably, the vertical axis has individuals,
groups, and states. The horizontal axis has political, economic, social, environmental, and
humanitarian issues. In-depth, it has expanded to the nation-state and regional-local
governments, international organizations, non-governmental organizations, public opinion,
press, market, and forces of nature.

The rest of the research describes prominent approaches such as Realism, Liberalism, Peace,
Critical Security Studies, and the most recent essential theories. Therefore, it includes Social
Constructivism, Human Security, Gender Security, and Copenhagen School. Remarkably, the
effect of Social Constructivism on Security Studies increased after the 1980s. Even though
Constructivism is not a uniform approach, it gives researchers an alternative point of view. In
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the same period, the definition of Security Studies widened by introducing different sectors —
military, political, societal, economic, and environmental security.

Realism

Looking back at the evolution of Security Studies, Realism? holds the most influential place.
Realism'’s first and most important tenet is the anarchy of international order. According to
Realism, there is no higher authority above states to enforce agreements and regulate the use
of force. This anarchy lies within the international order, not the state's behavior.

The second tenet of Realism is the perception of power. In the Realism approach, power is seen
as a resource to build a necessary military force for states’ security. It comprises tools such as
population, technological developments, and wealth. In this regard, states can only rely on their
resources to protect their existence. The second tenet of Realism accepts the state as one
homogeneous unit even though it comprises leaders, governors, political parties, and other
decision-making bodies. The third tenet of Realism underscores that the state is a rational actor
in the international environment. When states decide, they act strategically and consider other
parties’ possible reactions.

Kenneth Waltz introduced the first example within the Realism family in the Theory of
International Politics. According to Waltz's Structural Realism approach, states prioritise
sustaining their survival even though states may have other agendas (Collins, 2013, p. 17).
Structural Realism also supports the idea that international order creates a competitive
environment, motivating states to increase their security competitively. At the core of the
competition, states must develop the capacity to protect themselves, creating a ‘self-help’
condition. Unfortunately, this will lead them to a never-ending situation, and it will be hard to
cease the competitive system (Waltz, 1979, p. 118). As a result, this may create a security
dilemmas®.

According to Offensive Realism, states want to maximize their power to consolidate their
integrity against a possible attack in the future. Therefore, the security needs of a state will never
be satisfied, and each state will continue to maximize its power. In this context, a state aims to
ensure hegemony and protect against a power-seeking rival (Mearsheimer, 2007).

Defensive Realism underscores the importance of cooperation in the international order. In
contrast to Offensive Realism, Defensive Realism accepts the international order as less
competitive and highly secure under some conditions (Glaser, 1994-1995). Policies such as
arms control and unilateral restraints can benefit a state. With the help of cooperation, states
can limit their unit production and focus on improving capability. This improvement will lead to
a contribution to political relations as well. In return, the security of a state will increase thanks
to cooperation.

Motivational realism differs from the other members of the realist family in terms of the internal
condition of a state. According to Motivational Realists, the shape of the international system
does not matter. Instead, the greedy motive of a state creates a conflictual and competitive
global scenario. State greediness might stem from increasing its wealth or spreading an
ideology.

Liberalism

Liberalism generally takes a positive perspective in developing and securing international
politics. It envisages the development of international politics based on mutual relations,
cooperation, security, and peace. Liberalism is accepted to come to life in the thoughts of John

2 For Classic Realism examples, see Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations; E. H. Carr, The Twenty Years’ Crisis: An
Introduction to the Study of International Relations; Reinhold Niebuhr, Moral Man, and Immoral Society: A Study in Ethics and Politics;
Nicholas John Spykman, America’s Strategy in World Politics: The United States and the Balance of Power; Arnold Wolfers, Discord
to Collaboration: Essays on International Politics.

8 John Hertz first introduced the Security Dilemma in the 1950s. Generally, Security Dilemma means that an increase in security
causes a decrease in the safety of others. For example, while increasing security, an actor knows it wants to harm other actors.
However, this is yet to be discovered by others. As a result, this unknown condition creates ambiguity in the international order.



339 ODUSOBIAD

Locke and Immanuel Kant*. After the First World War, it experienced its peak period under the
political leadership of the President of the US, Thomas Woodrow Wilson (Collins, 2013). It was
essential to consolidate international relations among Western countries during the Cold War.

Along with adopting the state as the most crucial element, liberalism also accepts the existence
of other actors, such as international organizations, non-governmental organizations,
international regulations, and private economic initiatives. It indicates that the behavior of the
state stems from the choices and decisions of the administrators and notables. Thus, it states
that the structure of international politics will be shaped according to the actors’ characters.

Friedrich August von Hayek was a famous theorist and philosopher who played a vital role in
the resurgence of classical liberalism. He claims that liberalism does not promote keeping
things as they are; instead, it advocates adopting the best possible usage of market forces to
coordinate human activities (Hayek, 1945, p. 45). He emphasizes that liberalism is the most
efficient technique not just because it is the only method that does not require the forceful or
arbitrary interference of authority but also because it is the only system that does not need it.

The first tenet of liberalism claims that free trade among actors will decrease the likelihood of a
conflict. According to the second tenet of liberalism, democratic states will not start or engage
in a conflict with other democratic countries, creating inter-democratic peace. Lastly,
international organizations will offer a platform for states to find a solution and evade conflicts.
Liberalism holds a positive perspective on international politics and believes peaceful
cooperation among states is attainable as opposed to realist belief.

Peace studies

Peace Studies goes back to the period after the Second World War. In the 1950s, it covered
subjects such as the nuclear arms race and the consequences of nuclear war. Korean War and
violence in colonial countries forged a pessimistic perspective, which gave birth to Peace
studies®. Theodore Lenz's Peace Research Laboratory®, the oldest operating peace research
center’, was founded in 1945. Afterward, several research institutes were established, as seen
below:

Institut Frangais de Polémologie?,

Peace Research Institute of Oslo (PRIO)?,

The Polemological Institute’®,

The International Peace Research Association (IPRA)'.

The Stockholm International Peace Institute (SIPRI)'?,

The Canadian Peace Research and Education Association (CPREA)'?,
e The Tampere Peace Research Institute (TAPRI)',

e Peace Studies Association of Japan (PSAJ)',

4 Immanuel Kant's Perpetual Peace includes a peace plan and is the first liberal pamphlet in this field (Williams, 2008, p. 30). He
believes a republican government founded on constitutional law is the only form of governance that can be considered acceptable.
He states that a republican government, which abides by constitutional law, is keener on representing peaceful behavior than other
types of governments. On the other hand, Thomas Paine's revolutionary liberalism posits that harmonious preferences assure
cooperation (Walker & Rousseau, 2016, p. 23).

5 Pitrim Sorokin, Quincy Wright, and Lewis Fry Richardson are the other early field pioneers (Collins, 2013, p. 55).

6 First known as Character Research Institute.

7 http://www lentzpeaceresearchassociation.org/

8 It was founded in 1945.

9 Johan Galtung founded the PRIO in 1959. The current aim of the PRIO is to research the relationship between people, groups, and
people for a peaceful condition.

0 Founded in 1962 and ceased activities in 1993. The most prominent contributor was Bert Rélling, a Tokyo War Crimes Tribunal
judge.

TIPRA was founded in 1964. IPRA’s mission is to research the conditions of peace and the causes of war.

12 SIRPI was established in 1966 to provide data analysis and suggestions to policymakers and researchers.

13 CPREA was founded in 1666. It aims to promote and research education on the causes of war and the conditions of peace.

4 TAPRI was founded in Tampere in 1969 by the Finnish government.

15PSAJ was established in 1973 to encourage and develop peace research in Japan.
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e The Pugwash Movement' and Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists'” also contributed to the
development of the field.

Peace studies have sought global solutions that are not state-centred on the main topics of
discussion; it has also considered the North-South welfare/poverty problem and environmental
issues. In the 1970s, socio-economic and ecological issues were within the scope of the field.
Conflict prevention, conflict resolution, and peacekeeping have recently been added to its areas
of interest.

Rogers and Ramsbotham identified some main characteristics of Peace Studies. Finding the
underlying cause of the violence is the first characteristic of Peace Studies. This means that the
root cause lies beyond war and should be defined.

The other characteristic is a search for a mitigation measure after a violent situation, which
concerns humanitarian intervention in the conflict zone. This zone can include individuals,
groups, and states, generating a multi-layered structure. Because of this structure, Security
Studies considers trans-state conflicts (Rogers & Ramsbotham, 1999, p. 750).

Critical security studies

Critical Security Studies is one of the prominent paradigms associated with Liberalism and
Realism within thought systems. According to Critical Security researchers, property ownership
and control of goods and services cause national and international class conflicts. At the same
time, it argues that economic dynamics play a substantial role in social change. This approach
examines security issues holistically within a particular framework since it has political, social,
philosophical, and scientific aspects.

Even though the Critical Security Studies term appeared at the conference'® in 1994, the roots
go back to the early 1980s. Wyn Jones questioned the Realism state-centric approach. He
assesses that Realist arguments are unrealistic because they needed to understand the First
World War. Moreover, he questioned the necessity of internal politics to analyze international
politics.

Ken Booth made his most extensive contribution to Critical Security Studies in the Theory of
World Security (Cavelty & Mauer, 20, p. 50). Booth argued the conservative thinking of security
and promoted individuals and groups to have decent lives in his book. He defined security as a
feeling of security (Booth, 2007, p. 130).

Social constructivism

Social Constructivism claims that International Relations is shaped by socially and historically
constructed ideas as a social theory. These ideas, consisting of factors of collectively held
beliefs, build the behavior and identities of actors (Wendt, 1999, p. 4).

According to Kratochwil, "the human world is not simply given and/or natural but that, on the
contrary, the human world is one of artifice; that is ‘constructed’ through the actions of
themselves" (Kratochwil, 2001). The world is deemed not purely material, and Constructivism
helped offer an alternative way to perceive security. The activities, interests, and beliefs of actors
are at the center of understanding the world, and they have shaped this understanding.

Constructivism has three ontological tenets. First, it differs from neorealism and neoliberalism
regarding structure. Normative and ideational structures, which are at the center and privileged,
are essential. Secondly, the identity of an actor plays a significant role in an actor’s behavior and
gives an idea about the actor's goals. Lastly, the interaction between actors and their
environment occurs mutually.

16 1t aims at a world free of weapons of mass destruction, particularly nuclear weapons, https://pugwash.org/

71t was created after the devastative consequences of Hiroshima and Nagasaki to create awareness and call for an emergency
action plan, https://thebulletin.org/about-us/

'8 Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases
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Therefore, the structure affects the actor and the actor’s actions. In this regard, Constructivism
opposed the idea of the anarchic structure of Realism because an anarchic world is just a result
of actors’ beliefs.

Human security

Human security is a concept that the United Nations' introduced to emphasize funding and
assistance for development and to help individuals in danger, especially those who are the
victims of serious internal conflict. At the beginning of the 1990s, there were concerns about the
conflict in the South rather than a war between major powers. The intervention of the
international community in Rwanda?® and Somalia?’ demonstrated this concern (Collins, 2013,
p. 105).

One of the oldest debates is on "What does human security entail?" Humans are the referent
object, yet there is disagreement on which risks should be given priority or security. The debate
over prioritizing dangers has split proponents from the narrow and broad schools of thought.
While the narrow school was concerned with the threat posed by violence, especially freedom
from fear, the broad movement was concerned with freedom of choice.

According to the narrow school, the threat of political violence towards individuals by the state
or any other founded political actor should be the focus of human security (Collins, 2013, p. 106).
Instead of the lengthy definition labeled "freedom from want," this concept has been condensed
to "freedom from fear" of the threat or the use of political violence. On the other hand, the broad
schools’ members believe that human security entails more than a fear of violence. Human
security encompasses the absence of fear and want, which is the subject of the UNDP Report.

Gender security

Followingthe 9/11 attacks, interest in the intersection of gender and security began to rise. From
a security perspective, the wars in Irag and Afghanistan and the unrest in Pakistan have
witnessed the local and global repercussions of gender. Women's suicide bombings in the
Middle East and Afghanistan and terrorist groups like the ‘Black Widow' in Russia have sparked
attention among scholars.

Because of women'’s biology, conservative feminists argue that only men should fight in wars,
while women should support them in uniquely feminine ways. Cultural feminists, on the other
hand, are anti-war on a different basis. They argue that women are natural peacemakers who
should avoid conflict and pursue influence in the international system to make the world less
violent.

According to post-colonial feminists, gender subordination is one of the forms of oppression
that women endure. Even if there are naturally restricting elements, liberal feminists argue that
biological differences can be overcome, and women can become more like men with adequate
training. In this regard, women can participate equally in international affairs and military
organizations. Any universal assertions about existence, nature, and capacities of reason,
science, and language attract skepticism among post-structuralist feminists. As a result, they
cast doubt on traditional Security Studies’ entire approach. Furthermore, they consider gender
malleable and socially formed; hence, women joining the military must adhere to institutional
gender stereotypes (Wibben, 2010, p. 88).

Gender and security are written in an empirical low-theory approach and are not theoretical or
directly engaged with the concept of security. As a result, analysis frequently incorporates
aspects from many methodologies. Historical events have driven feminism. Sex trafficking

9 The term "human security” was initially used in the UNDP report (UNDP, 1994).

20 The international community's inability to respond promptly to the Rwandan genocide of 1994 has drawn widespread
condemnation. Interahamwe militias massacred an estimated 500,000-1,100,000 Rwandans, predominantly Tutsi and moderate
Hutu, over the 100 days between 7 April and 15 July 1994.

21 Somalia intervention, a 1992-93 US-led military operation in Somalia, began in 1992 and continued in 1995 as part of a more
considerable multinational humanitarian and peacekeeping effort. On October 3-4, 1993, the intervention peaked in the so-called
Battle of Mogadishu, where 18 US soldiers and hundreds of Somali opposition fighters and civilians were slaughtered.
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across old East-West borders, wartime sexual violence, women and children as combatants and
men as victims of sexual violence, and the influence of UN Security Council Resolution 132572
on gender and security are only a few of the main subjects on the feminist study agenda (Buzan
& Hansen, 2009, p. 212).

Copenhagen school

The Copenhagen School arose in the 1990s from scholars at the Copenhagen Institute for
Conflict and Peace Studies?® (COPRI). As the study progressed, more culture, identity,
environment, economy, and health issues began to be studied. This approach has significantly
expanded security by adding concepts like securitisation-desecuritisation and Regional Security
Complexes to Security Studies.

Securitisation

Theorizing Ole Weaver's concept of securitisation was the first pillar of his theoretical
contributions to Copenhagen School. The securitisation pillar has been one of the most studied
topics and theories in international security analysis by the Copenhagen School. According to
Weaver, the securitisation theory's goal is to give an unorthodox security analysis while
maintaining traditional security building blocks such as existential threats and survival, which
are the cornerstones of the security idea (Waever, 1995, p. 46). While the securitisation theory
presents a new analytical framework, it also advances a theoretical framework incorporating
the Copenhagen School's concepts of new security sectors and security reference objects.
Unlike the traditional approaches, which regard states solely as objects, securitisation has
brought non-state objects, including the environment, people, and society, into international
security discussions.

-——

__POLITICIZED __|
= The state does not = The issue is = The issue is framed
cope with the issue managed within the as a security question
standard political through an act of
« The issue is not system securitization
included in the
political debate. = Itis ‘part of public = A securitizing actor
policy , requiring articulates an already
government decision politicized issue as an
and resource existential threat to a
allocation or, more referent object

rarely, some form of
communal
governance’ (Buzan
et al, 1998, p. 23)

Source: (Emmers, 2013, p. 133).
Figure 1 Securitisation spectrum

In the securitisation theory, any subject can be non-politicised, politicised, or elevated to a
national security concern level, labelled as securitised, as depicted in Image 1. Individuals,
groups, and abstract concepts like national independence, the environment, and the economy
can all be subjects of securitisation (Buzan, Weaver, & Wilde, 1998, p. 42). Threatened individuals
may protect the state, political elites, military establishments, or civil society. The target
audience should be affected by the language used by the actor who will give protection. If a
situation becomes politicised, it is handled according to regular political procedures. It can,
however, be securitised if the politicised security issue necessitates the state to take immediate
action outside of democratic channels. According to this point of view, an issue that has become

22.0n 31 October 2000, the UN Security Council unanimously adopted UNSC Resolution on women, peace, and security. According
to the resolution, the armed conflict disproportionately affects women and girls. It advocates for a gender-based approach to conflict
resolution, repatriation and resettlement, rehabilitation, reintegration, and post-conflict reconstruction, considering women and girls'
unigue needs (UN Press Release SC/6942).

2 Barry Buzan, Ole Weaver, Jaap De Wilde, Morten Kelstrup, Pierre Lamartine and Elzbieta Tromer are the leading researchers of
this school.
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a security problem does not have to be a severe threat. If a problem is not politicised, it is no
longer a problem in the eyes of the people, and the government is not required to take action.

A successful securitisation process involves three steps:

e Identifying a critical threat,
e Accepting the threat's elimination as an emergency,
e Admitting that extraordinary actions are required to eradicate the threat.

Only some securitisation processes are successful. Because even so-called state-of-emergency
measures might be implemented in the third stage, the success of the securitisation process is
dependent to some extent on public support.

The securitisation theory of the Copenhagen School is built on the theory of speech act?#, which
philosopher J. L. Austin developed. According to this theory, when people use language, they
convey information and perform actions, such as making requests, giving orders, or making
promises. These actions are called "speech acts". Speech act theory states that some people
with particular abilities can perform extraordinary things, such as declaring war with words.
Saying the words does not guarantee that the action will be carried out successfully. In this
regard, ordinary citizens cannot declare war in this situation; only rulers of the state have the
authority to realize the security discourse.

Regional security somplexes

The Regional Security Complex is the second pillar introduced to the literature by the
Copenhagen School. The theory was mainly created about the political and military sectors’
dynamics. The formation of regional security complexes is influenced by distance because
dangers in these areas spread more quickly over short distances than long ones. In 2003, Barry
Buzan and Ole Weaver proposed a detailed Regional Security Complex theory, which provides a
conceptual and analytical framework for performing international security analysis at the
regional level. It allowed for analyzing post-Cold War regional security concerns and regional
security regimes. According to the Copenhagen School, standard points, security priorities, and
security dynamics must coincide with establishing a region in the security realm. These
elements bind states together. A unified danger perception across states is required to create a
regional security complex. This fear of being threatened will lead to collaboration among
mutually interdependent governments. While geographic closeness is essential in establishing
regional security complexes, other considerations exist. The first condition is that the complex
states’ needs are parallel. The long-term friendship-enmity ties, the common threat perceptions
of the regional governments, the actors they designate as the adversary, and any previous
conflicts in the region, if any, are all crucial factors to consider when looking at regional security
complexes.

In Security Studies, the Regional Security Complexes paradigm emphasizes regional dynamics.
According to Buzan, states are interdependent regarding security. This dependence was
assessed in a geographical context, emphasizing the importance of proximity. It has been
asserted that states close to one another cannot have the same level of dependency as those
far apart. According to this theory, the world was divided into distinct regional groupings. It was
highlighted that intra-regional dynamics should be considered in any analyses.

Buzan underlines three perspectives on the post-Cold War structure: neorealist, globalist, and
regionalist approach. The neorealist one is state-centric and rests on an argument about power.
In neorealism, the distribution of material power within the international system establishes the
framework for world security and how balance-of-power theory interacts with it, which is the
topic of this argument. The globalist?® perspective is the antithesis of realism’s and neorealism’s
static, power-political understanding of international system structure.

2 Speech act theory states, “to say something is to do something”. In securitisation theory, speech acts are used to securitise the
environment. See Austin's 1962 book "How to Do Things with Words" for more information on speech act theory.
25 Globalist perspective is called globalisation (Buzan & Waever, 2003, p. 7).
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The regionalist perspective, which is used in the framework of Regional Security Complex
Theory, is based on two presumptions;

e “The decline of superpower rivalry reduces the penetrative quality of global power interest in the
rest of the world.

e Most of the great powers in the post-Cold War international system are now ‘lite powers’, meaning
that their domestic dynamics pull them away from military engagement and strategic
competition in the trouble spots of the world, leaving local states and societies to sort out their
military-political relationships with less interference from great powers than before” (Buzan &
Weever, 2003, p. 11).

Both neorealism and globalism are presented from the regionalist perspective because
territoriality and security are at the core of both the neorealist and regionalist views.

Security sectors

The third pillar in the Copenhagen School’s contribution to the international relations theory is
to enrich the international security agenda by integrating economic, political, environmental,
social, and human security sectors into the discussion. With the publication of Security: A New
Framework for Analysis in 1998, Buzan and his colleagues introduced the concept of security
sectors to the literature on international relations and security. In this context, economic,
political, environmental, social, and human security have appeared in international security
literature, including the traditional military security sector. One of the most contentious security
sector distinctions throughout the Copenhagen School has been social security. The security
sectors are comprised of all these sub-expansions. According to the Copenhagen School, the
security area should be developed and broadened to cover personal, non-state, and group
security concerns. The Copenhagen School's human security approach addressed concerns
that traditional state-centered and military approaches ignored.

In his research Man State and Fear, Buzan avoided providing a broad definition of security, even
claiming that doing so would be counterproductive. Similarly, he has yet to find a solution to the
security contradictions. Instead, he created a broad security framework regarding levels and
sectors, pointing out some of the ignored inconsistencies and delving into crucial topics like
anarchy, the defense conundrum, threats, security complexes, and the essence of the state. The
following are the sectors:

Political sector

The state’s organization is affected by political threats. Like the military threat, the state and its
sovereignty are reference objects for the political threat. The stability of a state, its political
system, and the beliefs that give it power are all tied to political security.

The organization of social order is what political security is all about. State sovereignty threats
are at the heart of the political sector. Although military threats to sovereignty can be addressed,
non-military risks to sovereignty are dealt with by the political sector. The political sector is the
most puzzling because it may fall into an area between the military and society sectors (Buzan
& Little, 1996). Furthermore, among the other sectors, it is the most diverse and the hardest to
define regarding national identity and military security.

Military sector

The state remains the most crucial referent object in this sector, and state ruling elites are the
most prominent securitising actors. This position emerges because nations have significantly
more military resources than other actors, and ruling elects have emerged politically and legally
as the primary claimants to the legitimate right to employ force inside and beyond their territory.
The concept of sovereignty over a defined territory and population defines the modern state. As
a result of the state’s inherent territorial nature and the fact that force is a particularly effective
means of acquiring and retaining territory, this fixation with using force has historically taken
precedence.



345 ODUSOBIAD

The fundamental causes of military security issues stem from internal and external procedures
to establish and maintain governmental processes. The use of force is only one aspect of the
governance process. Military considerations are the political legitimacy terms and conditions
and how those criteria are accepted by rulers and ruled. The military security agenda is built on
a government'’s ability to defend itself against internal and external military threats (Buzan et al.,
1998, p. 50). However, it can also include military force to defend states or governments against
non-military challenges, such as immigration or alternative ideologies.

In many developed democracies, the state’s defense is becoming primarily one, if not the only,
de facto purpose of the military forces. Their military might be more frequently called upon to
support normal international order activities like humanitarian intervention or peacekeeping,
which cannot be regarded as urgent aid in breaking existing rules or even existential threats to
their states. (Buzan, Weaver, & Wilde, 1998, p. 70). Military threats are the most common source
of national security concerns. Like other security sectors, military risks threaten all government
components. Military threats, unlike other types, include the use of force. The present structure
can disintegrate, and diplomatic channels can be barred due to the use of force.

Economic sector

The discussion of economic security is currently dominated by the liberal agenda’s dominance
and the results of efforts to implement it in trade, production, and finance. Because of the
characteristics of the liberal ascendency, worries about instability and inequality dominate
today’s discussion on economic security (Buzan et al., 1998, p. 97). As the economy has become
more integrated and liberalized, concerns about instability have arisen regarding the relative
economic fluctuation of the United States as a hegemon and the problems with international
and domestic management. The issues of domestic and international state functions and the
poor economic standing of many Third World nations are brought up by concerns about
inequality.

The simplest way to understand economic security is regarding people’s fundamental needs.
People either survive or die depending on their access to necessities such as adequate food,
water, clothing, housing, and education (Buzan et al., 1998, p. 104). Firms frequently need more
essential elements for economic securitisation if their failure threatens the economy, as with
major banks. "Global security" is commonly employed in economic interactions, particularly
regarding investment. Investing entails risks on both the political and economic fronts.

States possess the characteristics required for securitisation. They are anticipated to be long-
lasting, rooted constructions. The perception of their unity complicates states’ function as
global rivals. States, unlike corporations, cannot dissolve as economic players if they fail to win
the game and go bankrupt. The financial and market resources required for the state to continue
to exist and sustain its intended degree of well-being are referred to as economic security. Using
the state as a reference point is analogous to using an individual as a reference point. Its basic
form ensures the state’s survival by ensuring adequate economic conditions. States need
enough agricultural production to support their population and enough resource production to

keep the industry afloat.
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Figure 2 The Structure of Economic Security
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Another issue to consider when guaranteeing a country’s economic security is the economy’s
internal structure. In this respect, the state differs from the individual due to the complexity of
its internal structure. Accepting the most advanced and successful procedures in another region
by the international system is critical to the state’s survival. The structure of economic security
is shown in Image 2.

Societal sector

Political security is strongly tied to societal security since it concerns state organizational
stability, government institutions, and the ideologies of governments and states. Identity and
community self-concept are essential aspects of society. These identities are different from, but
frequently linked with, the explicitly political groups involved in governance (Buzan et al., 1998,
p. 119). In the societal sector, identity is the organizing notion. Societies experience societal
insecurity in the event of a threat to their existence. Extensive, independent identity groups are
crucial to societal security, but these identification groupings are empirically varied by time and
location.

Significant external dangers at the societal level in interstate relations imply attacks on national
identity. Threats in this field can quickly spill over into politics. Because conditions to form social
values, traditions, and patterns are linked to social security. It is important to avoid two common
misunderstandings about the phrase social (Buzan et al., 1998, p. 120). To begin with, societal
and social security are not the same. Individuals are the focus of social security, which is
essentially economic. Collectives and their identities are vital to societal security. Second, the
term "societal" has problems because it is usually used to describe a larger, more ambiguous
population, which could refer to a group that does not always have a clear character.

Environmental sector

Earthquakes, fires, droughts, and infectious diseases can all be as destructive to a country as
war. Throughout history, the environment has been perceived as a background rather than a
driving element. However, environmental issues have become more prominent because of
increased human activity. Environmental security refers to preserving the environment as a life
support system on which all actors rely to live.

This debate has existed since the 1972 United Nations Conference on the Human Environment
(Buzan et al, 1998, p. 71). It has gained enough traction over the past years to make the
environment a useful political analytical tool. The most prominent feature is the existence of
two distinct agendas in the environmental sector: a scientific agenda and a political agenda
(Buzan et al,, 1998, p. 72). The scientific agenda is usually anchored in the (primarily natural)
sciences and non-governmental action, even though they somehow overlap and shape each
other. It is built outside of politics, primarily by scientists and research institutions. It presents a
list of environmental problems currently impeding or may do so. Governmental and
intergovernmental issues are primarily on the political agenda. It entails the public decision-
making process and public policies dealing with environmental issues. The political agenda
reflects the total level of politicization and securitisation where the two agendas overlap.

Despite their evident interconnectedness and overlap, the two agendas follow different cycles.
Academic standards must be adhered to when developing the scientific agenda. Short-term
events can alter the political agenda by influencing governmental, media, and public standards.

Conclusion

According to Realism, there is no higher authority above states to enforce agreements and
regulate the use of force. Additionally, when a state increases power, other states will develop
security policies against it. Nearly all realist writers discuss balancing ways to prevent states
from constantly attacking each other to solve security problems in the anarchic international
system. Liberalism consists of free trade, democracy, and international institutions. Even
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though some empirical studies?® give examples of liberal thought in reducing conflict, it faces
intellectual criticism. The future of liberalist theory may remain unclear within security studies
due to the recent widening and broadening of the field.

Due to the nature of the multi-faced conflict, Peace Studies has an interdisciplinary approach.
For this reason, research institutes tend to draw their human resource from fields such as
political science, economics, anthropology, and psychology. A group of researchers adopted
post-Marxist Critical Theory to question security. This questioning has made a severe impact
on widening the discussion of security. Social Constructivism appeared at the end of the
1980s?” and influenced international politics and relations. Specifically, its impact on security
and security threats started with questioning the orthodoxy of rationalist approaches. As other
post-Cold War approaches, the Human Security approach broadened the debate of security
perception in the literature, and the approach has begun to acquire momentum, growing and
developing.’

Women's security has been discussed among feminist scholars, who have sought
improvements and recognized it as a topic in international security studies. They cautioned that
those women'’s experiences with the state, military systems, and combat varied from men’s.
Women are deployed on the front lines of combat in Western countries, and their assistance in
the battle against terrorism is acknowledged.

With the book published by Barry Buzan in 1983, the existence of non-military subjects was
recognized. Security Studies started to widen and deepen its content by introducing novel
approaches to traditional ones. The debate between traditionalists and novel approaches
continued until the end of the Cold War. Novel approaches continued to gain ground after the
end of the Cold War, and the effect of Constructivism began to take place in the Security Studies
literature. The context of the studies became wider by including new subjects.

The Copenhagen School has contributed to the academic literature on
securitisation/desecuritisation theory, regional security complex theory, and sectoral security
approach in international security studies. The securitisation theory of the Copenhagen School
is built on the theory of speech act, which is often used to analyse how political actors use
language to construct and negotiate security issues. By examining the types of speech acts
used, researchers can gain insights into the power dynamics at play and how actors attempt to
shape the security agenda.

The formation of Regional Security Complexes is influenced by distance because dangers in
these areas spread more quickly over short distances than long ones. There are three reasons
why the Regional Security Complex Theory is practical. First, it sheds light on the appropriate
degree of analysis for security studies; second, it can arrange empirical research; and third,
theory-based scenarios may be produced based on recognised forms and alternatives of the
Regional Security Complex.

Another contribution of Copenhagen School is to enrich the international security agenda by
integrating economic, political, environmental, social, and human security sectors into the
discussion. Military security, in general, is concerned with the two-level interaction between
governments’ armed offensive and defensive strength and perceptions of their intentions.
Political security concerns a state’s organisational stability, management system, and ideology
that give it legitimacy. Economic security comprises resources, funds, and markets required to
keep welfare and governmental power manageable. Traditional linguistic patterns, culture and
language, national identity, and customs benefit from social security, encompassing evolution
and sustainability. Environmental security includes the preservation of the local and global
biospheres, which serve as the foundation for all other humanitarian endeavours. It should be
emphasised that these five sectors cannot exist apart. Each sector denotes a point of attention
and importance within the theory and is intimately linked. With the Security Sector approach,

2 See Liberalism: A Theoretical and Empirical Assessment (Walker & Rousseau, 2016).
27In his seminal book World of Our Making from 1989, Nicholas Onuf provided the term's first comprehensive definition.



ODUSOBIAD 348

Copenhagen School has significantly expanded security by adding concepts like securitisation-
desecuritisation and Regional Security Complexes to Security Studies. It is concluded that the
Copenhagen School occupies a significant position among security studies methodologies and
offers a helpful framework for examining contemporary global security concerns.
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Genigsletilmis Ozet

Guvenlik terimi, sahip oldugumuz degerlerin korunmasini ifade eder. Bireysel diizeyde glvenlik, mevcut kosullarda
korkusuzca yasarken olusabilecek tehditlere karsi glvenli olarak gorilebilir. Bu baglamda glvenligin temel
dinamiginin tehdit ve tehlikeye karsi hayatta kalmak oldugunu sdylemek yanlis olmaz. Bu tanim daha genis anlamda
devletlere ve toplumlara uygulanabilir. Bununla birlikte, degerlerin givenligi veya korunmasi olan temel glvenlik
kavramini degistirmeyecektir.

Buzan'a gore guvenlik, devletlerin ve toplumlarin kimliklerini ve islevsel bttnltklerini bagimsiz olarak koruma yetenegi
olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Buzan, 1991, s. 432). Ayrica Baldwin, givenlik kavraminin gesitlenmesini sorgulamis ve
tartismayi yeterince agiklamadigini vurgulamistir. McSweeney, givenligin tanimlanmaya direnen bir kavram oldugunu
belirtmistir (Baysal & Luleci, 2015).

Guvenlik Galigsmalari, referans nesnelerinin, bireylerin veya durumlarin guivenligini kapsar. Guvenlik Galigmalarinin
tarihi 20. ylzyllin baslarina kadar gitmektedir. Profesyonel akademik arastirmanin konusu olarak Guvenlik
Galismalarina ilgi nispeten yenidir ve esas olarak Ikinci Diinya Savasi'ndan sonra Anglo-Amerikan zihniyeti tarafindan
sekillendirilmistir.

ikinci Dinya Savasi’ndan bu yana Giivenlik Calismalarinin énemi ve derinligi artmistir. Bazi arastirmacilara gore
Guvenlik Caligmalari alani 1950 ile 1960 yillari arasinda altin ¢agini yasamistir (Baldwin, 1996, s. 119). Caglar
arasindaki temel fark, nikleer silahlar ve silahlarin kontrolt gibi yeni konularin tanitiimasiydi. Bu ¢agin en bariz sorusu
kitle imha silahlarinin siyasette bir iktidar araci olarak kullaniimasiyla ilgiliydi. Bununla beraber, Altin Caga ait yapilan
arastirmalarin  bulgularini destekleyecek ampirik c¢alismalardan yoksundu. Bilgilerin godu siniflandirildi, fakat
calismalarda kullanilamadi. Bu gagda, rasyonel aktor caydiricilik teorisinin merkezinde yer aliyordu. Ne yazik ki bu
yaklasim, devlet davranisini sekillendirmeye katkida bulunabilecek diplomatik, bilgilendirici ve ekonomik gibi diger
faktorlerin goz ardi edilmesine neden oldu. Guvenlik Calismalarinin Altin Gagdi, calismalarin ¢ikmaz sonuglara
ulasmasi, devamliligi saglayacak arastirmacilarin eksikligi ve Vietnam Savasi'nin sonuglari ile sona erdi.

Soguk Savas doneminde Realizm yaklasimi agirlikli olarak kabul gérmustir. Realizmin akademik destegiyle Amerika
Birlesik Devletlerinde Ulusal Glvenlik Calismalari olarak, ingiltere'de ise Strateji Galismalari olarak ortaya ¢iktl. Daha
sonra Baris Calismalari, Strateji Calismalarini elestirmek icin gelisti. ikinci Diinya Savasindan 1980'lere kadar, Ulusal
Guvenlik Calismalari ve Strateji Calismalari, glivenlik konularini tzerinde baskin duruma geldi. Sonug olarak guvenlik
konusunda meselelere dar bir pencereden bakildi ve askeri boyuta odaklanildi.

Soguk savas sonrasi doneme kadar Giivenlik Galismalari tamamen askeri bir alan olarak gorilmdus ve devletlerin glic
politikalari kapsaminda ele alinmistir. Soguk Savas sonrasi donemde ok boyutlu bir form olarak ortaya ¢ikmistir.
Ozellikle dikey eksende bir birey-grup-devlet olarak; yatay eksende politik-ekonomik-sosyal-cevresel-insani;
derinlemesine, ulus-devlet ve bdlgesel-yerel yonetimlere, uluslararasi kuruluslara, sivil toplum kuruluslarina,
kamuoyuna, basina, piyasaya ve ¢evre sorunlarina kadar geniglemistir.

Arastirma, Realizm, liberalizm, baris, elestirel glivenlik galigmalari ve en son temel teoriler gibi one gikan yaklagimlari
anlatmaktadir. Bu nedenle Sosyal insacilik, insan Giivenligi, Toplumsal Cinsiyet Giivenligi ve Kopenhag Okulu'nu igerir.
Dikkat cekici bir sekilde Sosyal insacilik Givenlik Calismalar tizerindeki etkisi 1980'lerden sonra artmistir. Sosyal
insacilik tek tip bir yaklasim olmasa da arastirmacilara alternatif bir bakis agisi sunmaktadir. Ayni donemde, asker,
siyasi, toplumsal, ekonomik ve gevresel glvenlik gibi farkl sektorleri de dahil ederek Givenlik Caligsmalarinin tanimi
genislemistir.

Kopenhag Okulu, uluslararasi glivenlik galismalarinda guivenliklestirme/guvenliksizlestirme teorisi, bolgesel givenlik
kompleksi teorisi ve sektorel guivenlik yaklasimu ile ilgili akademik literatire katkida bulunmustur. Kopenhag Okulu'nun
guvenliklestirme teorisi, s6z edimi teorisi Uzerine insa edilmistir. S6z edimi teorisi, belirli yeteneklere sahip bazi
kisilerin, kelimelerle savas ilan etmek gibi olagantstu seyler yapabilecegini belirtir. Sozleri sdylemek, eylemin basariyla
gerceklestirilecegini garanti etmez. Bu bakimdan siradan vatandaslar bu durumda savas ilan edemezler; gtivenlik
soylemini gerceklestirme yetkisi sadece devletin yoneticilerine aittir.

Bolgesel Guvenlik Komplekslerinin olusumu mesafeden etkilenir gtinkl bu bolgelerdeki tehlikeler kisa mesafelerde
uzun mesafelere gore daha hizli yayilir. Bdlgesel Glivenlik Kompleksi Teorisinin pratik olmasinin tic nedeni vardir. ilk
olarak, glvenlik calismalari icin uygun analiz yaklagimlarina isik tutar; ikincisi, ampirik arastirma dizenleyebilir ve
dglinct olarak, Bolgesel Glvenlik Kompleksinin taninmis formlari ve alternatiflerine dayali olarak teoriye dayali
senaryolar Uretilebilir.

Kopenhag Okulu'nun bir diger katkisi, ekonomik, politik, cevresel, sosyal ve insani glvenlik sektorlerini tartismaya dahil
ederek uluslararasi giivenlik gtindemini zenginlestirmektir. Genel olarak askeri glivenlik, hikimetlerin silahli saldiri ve
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savunma glgleri ile niyetlerine iliskin algilari arasindaki iki seviyeli etkilesimle ilgilidir. Siyasi guvenlik, bir devletin
orgutsel istikrari, yonetim sistemi ve ona mesruiyet veren ideolojisi ile ilgilidir. Ekonomik glvenlik, refahi ve hikimet
gliclnU yonetilebilir tutmak igin gereken kaynaklari, fonlari ve pazarlari ifade eder. Geleneksel dil kaliplari, kiltur ve dil,
ulusal kimlik ve gelenekler, evrim ve surdurtlebilirligi kapsayan sosyal guvenlikten yararlanir. Cevre guvenligi, diger
tdm insani gabalarin temeli olarak hizmet eden yerel ve kiresel biyosferlerin korunmasini icerir. Bu bes sektor
birbirinden bagimsiz olarak var olamaz. Her biri glvenlik kavrami iginde bir odak ve dncelik sirasi belirtir ve ayriimaz
bir sekilde i¢ icedir (Buzan, 2015, s. 38). Glvenlik Sektori yaklasimi ile Kopenhag Okulu, Givenlik Calismalarina
guvenliklestirme-guvenlik disilastirma ve Bolgesel Guvenlik Kompleksleri gibi kavramlari ekleyerek givenligi onemli
Olglde genisletmistir. Kopenhag Okulu’nun glvenlik ¢alismalari metodolojileri arasinda énemli bir yere sahip oldugu
ve gagdas kuresel guvenlik endiselerini incelemek igin yararli bir gergceve sundugu sonucuna variimistir.



	Introduction
	Approaches to security concept
	Realism
	Liberalism
	Peace studies
	Critical security studies
	Social constructivism
	Human security
	Gender security
	Copenhagen school
	Securitisation
	Regional security somplexes
	Security sectors
	Political sector
	Military sector
	Economic sector
	Societal sector
	Environmental sector



	Conclusion
	Conflict of Interest Statement
	Bibliography

