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Last Week
· Setting the stage for next few weeks: idea of globalization
· Three broad dimensions: 
· Economic: integration of state markets, rise of multi-national corporations, political economy
· Political: rise of new influential actors that aren’t states, while there’s always been more important non-state actors (ex. Hudson Bay’s Company), there’s an increasing number, a lot of issues that transcend national borders (ex. Environment, health) which you can’t get a grasp on without working with other states
· Cultural: technologies facilitating mass media (ex. Gangnam Style)
· Contested term, not everyone buys into it
· Moving away from theory to hard issues that affect daily lives
Security
What is it? 
· Walter Lippman: A nation is secure to the extent to which it is not in danger of having to sacrifice core values if it wishes to avoid war, and is able, if challenged, to maintain them by victory in such war.
· Arnold Wolfers: Security, in any objective sense, measures the absence of threats to acquired values and in a subjective sense, that absence of fear that such values will be attacked
· Barry Buzan: In the case of security, the discussion is about the pursuit and of freedom from threat.  When this discussion is in the context of the international system, security is about the ability of states and societies to maintain their identities and their functional integrity
· Consensus dictates that security refers to freedom from the threat to one’s core values
· However, there is considerable disagreement over the referent object of security
· Traditional security has been associated with the international level, and the national security of states – misleading to just think of security in terms of state and military
· Human security has been associated with the individual and broad range of issues: politics, economic, society, environment, health and military
National Security: Realism
· Generally, traditional security has been the domain of realism which holds that international politics is characterized by:
· Statism: the assumption that states are the primary actor of international relations
· Survival: the assumption that the aim of all states is to survive under anarchy
· Self-help: the assumption that anarchy forces all states to rely on themselves
· Nuances in the realist assumptions about the tragic nature of national security:
· Classical realists: Hobbes’ view of human nature implies that we are doomed to conflict, though it can be mitigated through the balance of power (Ex. Concert of Europe)
· Neo-Classical/Ethical realists: Human nature may doom us to conflict, but moral factors and the possibility for domestic progress can help limit the propensity for conflict (Ex. Rwanda) 
· Neo-Realists: Reverse of classical realists; the structure of the international system – not human nature – dooms us to conflict because it results in a lack of trust, though changes in the system may alter how security is mitigated (Ex. Cold War) 
· In addition to the problem of anarchy and human nature, realists cite two key factors that impede us from achieving national security through cooperation:
· Cheating: states are rational actors, therefore cooperation may be negated by windows of opportunity that encourage states to cheat (Ex. Italy in WWI and WWII)
· Relative gains: states seek relative gains over others, therefore cooperation becomes difficult as states try to avoid arrangements that allow others to benefit more (Liberal institutionalist follow a different logic because of absolute gains)
National Security: Constructivism
· Mainstream constructivism like Alexander Wendt generally accept key realist assumptions:
· States are the referents of security
· Anarchy
· Offensive capabilities 
· Lack of trust
· Survival 
· Rationality 
· But, mainstream constructivists diverge from realists in at least two ways:
· Interest are socially constructed by structures of the international system (as are the structures themselves)
· The security dilemma serves as a social structure – socially constructed by states to explain international relations 
· A security community as a social structure – states might come together to form a community to increase security 
· Changing the way we think about international relations can bring about more security
· Power politics is perceived as a self-sustaining structure that leads to conflict, because of what it implies (survival and self-help); but this can be changed if the structure shifts to something more optimistic
· Ex. Wendt argues that “Anarchy is that states make of it”
· Note: Material things are also interpreted through social structures
National Security: Towards a human security perspective?
· Critical theorists:
· Argue that there is too much of a focus on the state, and that this must shift towards a focus on the individual as a the referent object of security
· Through this shift, emancipation must become a key goal to generate domestic and international security:
· Robert Cox explains this through his distinction between: 
· Problem solving theories: Which take the structures of world as given and examine how to operate within this stationary environment
· Critical theory: Which aims to understand how the structures of the world arose, and what might be done to change them
· Feminists:
· Because of a focus on states, gender is often left out of the equation in traditional IR theory; this despite the impact of conflict on women
· Feminism seeks to incorporate gender into analysis to confront patriarchy and to highlight the “hidden” impacts of conflict on women (how many of you think of a woman when we speak of national security?)
· Female combatants: in the Eritrean war of independence, women composed 25-30% of combatants, yet, we usually associate conflict almost exclusively with men
· Rape: 250-500 thousand women rapid during 1994 Rwandan genocide
· Refugees: In an average population, women and children account for 73% of it, but women and children account for 80% of refugees today
· In light of these ‘hidden’ relationships, the UN Inter-Agency Committee on Women and Gender Equality (1991) highlighted five key relationships between gender and human security:
· [image: ]Violence against women and girls
· Ex. Rape
· Gender inequalities in control of human resources
· Ex. Material power
· Gender inequalities in power and decision-making
· Ex. Political power
· Women’s human rights
· Ex. Reproductive rights and the MDGs
· Women as actors, not as victims
· Ex. Female combatants
· I would humbly submit the issue of discrimination and the LGBT community
National Security: Alternatives
· Post-structuralism 
· Look deeply at language, identities, etc. 
· Carol Cohn and nuclear strategic language – language adopted in regards to nuclear war was highly sexualized
· David Campbell and ‘writing security
Human Security: Inception
· The Human Security agenda grows out of the 1994 Human Development Report, which shifts the referent object of security from the state and to the individual
· In part, the move is made possible with the erosion of the Cold War and a greater awareness of human issues that has been masked by the superpower stand-off
· Human security “rises” because of growing awareness that:
· Economic growth does not serve as the main path to development 
· Ex. The failure of IMF policies
· Rise of internal conflicts, like civil wars
· Ex. Rwanda
· Impact of globalization, like diseases
· Ex. HIV/AIDS
· Growing emphasis on human rights/humanitarian intervention
· Ex. Rwanda
· “Behind the blaring headlines of the world's many conflicts and emergencies, there lies a silent crisis-a crisis of underdevelopment, of global poverty, of ever-mounting population pressures, of thoughtless degradation of environment. This is not a crisis that will respond to emergency relief. Or to fitful policy interventions. It requires a long, quiet process of sustainable human development. Sustainable human development is development that not only generates economic growth but distributes its benefits equitably; that regenerates the environment rather than destroying it; that empowers people rather than marginalizing them. It is development that gives priority to the poor, enlarging their choices and opportunities and providing for their participation in decisions that affect their lives. It is development that is pro-people, pro-nature, pro-jobs and pro-women.” 
· Security has become linked to the development of gender (no longer to development of military security but rather individual security)
· The 1994 Report identifies seven key areas of human security:
· Economic security (ex. Basic income – affects healthcare, etc.)
· Food security (ex. Adequate nutrition)
· Heath security (ex. Health life styles)
· Environmental security (ex. Global warming)
· Personal security (ex. Freedom from abuse)
· Community security (ex. Cultural sustainability)
· Political security (ex. Basic human rights)
Human Security: Content
· The concept of human security thus broadens the traditional concept of security both vertically and horizontally (i.e. Deepens and widens its meaning) 
· In this sense, human security is characterized by three key features:
· The referent object of security moves from the state to the individual
· Security assumes a multidimensional nature, encompassing a range of different issues
· Security becomes universal in scope, in that everyone can make a claim to security
Human Security: Criticisms
· External Criticism:
· The concept of human security is too broad to be useful for policy-making
· Ex. How does one create targeted interventions?
· Human security creates false expectations for victims of violence that cannot be delivered 
· “Speaking loudly  about human security but carrying a Band-Aid only gives false hopes to both the victims of oppression and the international community” – Khong
· Ex. Kony 2012
· Human security ignores the role of the state in providing security
· NGOs cannot do it all!
· Most problems based on capacity of the state?
· Internal Criticisms
· Human security does not adequately distinguish whether it is about freedom from fear or freedom from want (see page 483)?
· Freedom from fear: Protecting people from violent conflict
· Ex. Canada as a leader of the landmines ban and UN peacekeeping
· Freedom from want: The broad aim of reducing threats to the well-being of people
· Ex. Addressing the social determinants of health
Human Security: The World Today
· [bookmark: _GoBack]2005 Report out of UBC indicates that rends in armed conflict have declined around the world since 1991.  This decline is fuelled by:
· Democratization
· Ex. Democratic Peace Theory
· Declining economic utility of war
· Ex. Resources are more accessible through the market
· Growing number of international organizations 
· Ex. Multilateralism is promoted, and power is curtailed
· Impact of new international norms
· Ex. Human rights
· The end of colonialism
· Ex. Decolonization empowers former colonies and reduces calls for independence
· The end of the Cold War
· Ex. The thaw in political tensions opens a space to address unconventional security issues
· Criticism of the report indicate:
· Decline in conflict is reported from 1991 onward, but from 1960 to 1991 conflicts actually increased.  This means that the number of conflicts today is actually about as high as the number in the late 1970s (see page 485)
· Though the number of conflicts since 1991 may be down, costs associated with modern conflicts are enormous
· Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC) casualties have surpassed those suffered by Britain in WWI and WWII combined
· 2 million displaced people in Sudan
· Some 655,000 more people have died in Iraq, if the invasion had not occured
· Civilian causalities have increased since WWII
· WWI: 10% of casualties
· WWII: 50% of casualties
· In an ‘average’ conflict today: 80-85%
· Serious issues associated with armed conflict have yet to be overcome
· Unexploded landmines/ordinance kills 15-20,000 people a year
· There are still an estimated 80,000,000 unexploded landmines
· Approximately 75% of armed conflicts today use child soldiers
· In addition to the human costs of war, non-conflict-related issues affect our security:
· Health: Pandemic disease
· 30 new infectious diseases over  the past thirty years
· AIDS as the leading cause of death in Africa (4th in world)
· Ex. UN Security Resolution on AIDS
· SARS, H1N1 and H5N1 as potential pandemics
· Indonesia and virus sharing
· In addition to the human costs of war, non-conflict-related issues affect our security:
· Health: Pandemic disease
· 30 new infectious diseases over  the past thirty years
· AIDS as the leading cause of death in Africa (4th in world)
· Ex. UN Security Resolution on AIDS
· SARS, H1N1 and H5N1 as potential pandemics
Human Security: Where to from here?
· Generally, human security issues can only be tackled through multilateralism, due to there complex and multi-faceted nature
· Amongst the most comprehensive attempts has been the Ottawa Process, an effort to ban landmines in which Canada played a lead role
· Romeo Dallaire, Ted Talk, connecting human security 


Discussion Group
Paper
· Very clear discussion of why this topic is very important today 
· Ex. It is very important because of human protection […]
· Describe the debate on the issue – briefly explain both sides 
· Thesis statement (your position)  
Human Security 
· Why has it become important? 
· After WWII, more of an emphasis on abuses on the individual 
· Although awareness might be rising, action isn’t necessarily rising either (Ex. Rwanda, Kony 2012) 
· Taking away from the state and focus on individual, but state is still more powerful (ex. Individuals can’t be represented in the ICJ)
· How is it different than others?
· Is intervening in a country justifiable?
· To a certain extent yes, but it is abused 
· Another mean to intervene 
· Difference between national and human security 
· Who should be protected?
· National – state borders (self-help situation)
· Human – values, culture, human rights, individuals
· What should be protected against what? 
· National – from fear
· Human – human rights violations, genocide, from the state
· How should we be protected? 
· National – militarily
· Human – multilateral negotiations, responsibility to protect, 
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