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GEC poses threats, crrarrernges, vulnerabilities/
and risks for human security and survival.



1.2, Glehall EnvifenmentalsChange:
Concepts & Research Preogranimes

Since 1970s, 1980s GEC focused on human-induced pertirhations in
environment encompassing many globally significantiSSUEs; on natt=
ral & human-induced changes in environment, & SeECIo-Econ. drVers

IGBP or International Geosphere-Biosphere Pregramme;

IHDP or International Human Dimensions Programme;

World Climate Research Program (WCRP),

DIVERSITAS on biodiversity

IHDP: contribution & adaptation of secieties to changes, sociall, Cullt:,
econ., ethical, spiritual iIssues, our role & responsibility. for the enviren.

GEC deals with changes in nature & society that aifect iuimanikineias
awhole and human beings both a cause and victim, however those
who have caused it and are most vulnerable to are often not identical.

GEC affects & combines ecosphere & anthropesphere.

Ecosphere: atmosphere (climate system), hydrosphere (water),
litho-sphere (earth crust, fossil fuels), pedosphere (soil), biosphere
(life). Anthroposphere: populatlons social organisations, knowledge,
culture, economy & transport
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1. A Classical Deflmrlom RFPElcal

el r@Jaﬁtlons

« Arnold Wolfers (1962), US ofi SwisSs origin;, realist pointed
to two sides of the security concept:

¢ [ESecuifiiy;InsanioECveE S 9838, |
threats: 1o aceUiee= Vel ESS
absence elirFeariieinsiiciinelbE

¢ Absence of [Ihreatsit interest of pic Jer\

+ Absence (\9{ ‘fearsll interest of socie

of contryctivists: [Reality is'socially cor
- Iraq case: WMD: [5ubject. fearllvs. [z

+Accord|ng to Mt ller (2003) Wolferls definiti
Whose values might be threatened? Whi .
values? Who might threaten them? By which means?
Whose fears should count? How might one dlst/g S
between sincere fears and faked ones?
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=ngllsn Scriool: Hobbes

Hobbes,(1588 1679) Grotlus f 4! i (1724~
Security perceptions depencLon Worlaviews; o FrcIIJJFJ
Hobbessian pessimist: power is the key category (narrow Conceg
Grotian pragmatist: cooperation is vital (wide security concept)
Kantian optimist: international law and human rights are crugcial
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2.5. Why de werOnsene & Analysera
Reconcepiualiaien eirSecuiin 2

Political context: Cold \War and! sincer 14990

+ 9 November 1989: unification of Germany & EUrepe: thnggered miegraten
+ 11 September 2001: vulnerability of US to terrerism; USA: triggered revi-

val of Cold War mindset, military build-up, and constraints: en civil liverty:
Impact of laws on homeland security

+ Latin America: Third wave of democratisation;, econemic crisis?
Did the contextual change of 1989 or the iImpact el 11 Sep-

*

tember trigger a global [FreconceptualisationZdel security 2

Political science context: realism constructivism

Kuhn: Scientific revolutions lead to paradigm shifts

Ideas matter: emergence of constructivist approaches, security is socially
constructed (speech acts), constructivism shift, but no scientific revoelution.

Threats matter: evolution of the new worldview of the neo-conservative
iIdeologues in the US & impact on IR.



2.6. Politicalrcontextual chiange
Cold War andfsinece 14990

Cold War (1947-89)

Narrow Wide (EU;, OECD world)

Narrow: non-OECD wWorld
Since 11.9. 2001 in USA

military, political + econoemic, societal,

nation state, alliance + global env. change

Soviet(West), imperialist (East) | Individualite glehal

manifold: 5 dimensions USA: WMID, terrerism
weapons systems,cities, EUC wider spectrun,
ICBMSs, infrastructure climate change

military, ideological 5 dimensions of Sec.




2.0 Widenimae, Deepening
and Sectoralisation o Secuiity,
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+ Widening: Extended security concepts, e.g. I the
German Defence White Paper (1994), frony militainy &
political dimension to econ., societal, envirennmenial

+ Deepening: Shift in the referent frem the state (natie:
nal security) to the individual (human security)

+ Sectorialisation: many international organisations
use security: energy security (IEA), healthr security,
(WHO), food security (FAO, WEP), water security.
(UNEP, UNU), livelinood security (OECD) etc.



2.8. Widening el SeEcuii/ Concepis:lieWants
Envirenmenitall SeEcCUiiLy,

Food/health AlSE Food/health
& water sec. ECNVICTH & water sec.

Human individual

Societal/Community

National In Cold War, | EnRergy.
US since 2001; | SECUFity
Shrinking

Internat./Regional

Global/Planetary
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Label Reference object Value at risk Source(s) of threat

National security The State Territ. integrity  State,substate actors
Societal security Societal groups Mond ldentity: | Nations, migirants

Human security Individ., mankind Survival Nature, state, global.
Envirenmental sec. | Ecosystem Sustainability Humankind

Gender security Gender relations, Equality, identity, Patriarchy, totalitarian
indigenous people, solidarity institutions (governm.,
minorities churches,elites) intoler.

Valuesét risk: survival of human beings and their quality @
M aj or-sour ce of threat: nature (global environmental change), globalisation, n

with its ability to cope with this dual challenge.
Environmental Security: Referent: ; Valueat risk is

Major challenges: global environmental change & humankind, mgm/
Focus: I nteractions between ecosystem & humankind, impact of global environ al

change on environmental degradation, of increasing demand on environmental scarcity &
environmental stress.
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3.1. Changingl Referents oir SecUiby:

In World War Il = Hemerged intU.S, Ho
explain Americals relation-ship to therest el the weirdk

[National securitylda guiding principle fer U.SE policy:

During Cold War: concepts of internal, natienal; allizan=ce &
international security were used for a bipelarintermatienal
order where deterrence played a key rele to prevent a
nuclear war.

[NationalJand [&lliance securityldfocused omn military and
political threats posed by the rival system.

National’'security legitimated the alloecation: off major
resources and constraints on civil liberties.

IS a new concept that has been used since
by social scientists and international erganis.(UNDP 1994);
[1 Man scientific definitions
[ Four pillars:
[1 Different policy goals



3. 2. Whiat ISTHUmaRESECUIARZ

Human Security: putsiindividual, hisior her envirenment andiliveliheodiat
the centre as the main referent. The individualiis regardedias imest Impoitant:
and to protect his/her security, an analysis Is,empleyed that invelvesinany
interrelated variables such as economic, secial; political; envireRmental;
technological factors.

HS recognizes that [lasting stability: cannet be achieved i people are noi
protected from a wide variety of threats to their lives andiiveliheodsEi(EA of
Canada)

Human security concept emerged in 1990s: change of interm. pel. order
Decline in traditional security threats [Demergence of intra-state CORIcts
Recognition of unrelenting cost of human lives in violent cenilict.

New Security Agenda: intra-state violent conflict, economic secunity, enengy,
water, human rights, epidemic diseases, poverty, inequality, enviro:
degradation etc.

UN Security Councit extended meaning of [international peace and security/d
to cover conflicts that are more domestic

Move towards international humanitarian interventions through Peace-
keeping: Somalia, Sierra Leonne, East Timor, Haiti, Ivory Coast, etc.




3.3. Eour Plllars efif Human Secuii/, Concep

+~[Freedom from' fieardy reducing therpronaniii that
nazards may pese a survivalldiliemmea e mest aifiec-ied
people of extreme weather events (UNESCO; HSN);
Canadian appreach: FumanrSEecuiiyARERuHNZ005)

+« Freedom from wantldby reducing secietal Vulneranili=ty;
through poverty eradication pregrams (UNDE ©45CHS
2003: Ogata/Sen: Human Security Noew), Jepciese
approach;

+«[Freedom to live in dignityd(Kofi Annan i Ais report:
n Larger Freedom (March 2005)

+[Freedom from hazard impactiby reducing vulRerani-
ity & enhancing coping capabilities ofi SOCIeties coniron-
ted with natural & human-induced hazards (UNU-EHS
2004; Bogardi/Brauch 2005; Brauch 2005a, 2005h).
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Mnan SeEcULy INEWBIKIVIEMIESS

NATO Third World

Canada Chile
Greece I Jordan
Nether- Mali
lands Thailand

Slovenia South Africa
MIMEVES Switzer-  (phserver)
land

L

Anti-pet;gs‘.)_ahdmines, Intern. Criminal Court, pro-
tection of children in armed conflict, control of
small arms & light weapons, fight against transnat *
organized crime, human development, human &
rights educat., HIV/AIDS, implement. of intern. hu-
manitarian & human rights law, conflict prevention ,

So far no environmental security issues #

on the agenda of this HS-Network.
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\ OWNZ005

Commission on Human ‘F‘LJ-P]"F/ (CHS) JI ISEd (" Januany: 20012
initiative of Japan. The Commission rons]s [ tWelve Persons, chaired
by Sadako Ogata (former UNHCR) Amartya (UD NOLel ECONOMICS).

CHS goals: a) promote public understanding, engagement and SUpRe of
human se\CU“mty b) develop the concept o 'mﬁ; Security’ as: an opera-
tional tool fo'r pollcy formulation and implementation; c) Propose 2 concre:
te program /of action to address critical and pervasive threats torHS

Human Securlty Now (2003) proposes a people-centered security fra-
mework that focuses [®n shielding people from critical and-pervasive
threats and empowering them to take charge of their lives. It cJe namnads
creating genuine opportunities for people to live in safety and dignity.
and earn their livelihood. Its final report highlighted that:

More than 800,000 people a year lose their lives to violence. Ca. 2.8
billion suffer from poverty, ill health, illiteracy & other maladies






