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Abstract 

Europe represents the main source of the emergence of schools of thought, including 

security, as it contributed to expanding the concept of security to include economic, 

social and political aspects in addition to the military, where some of them focused on the 

impact of discourse on security issues and others on the liberation of individuals from 

tyranny and injustice and others on the integration of internal and external security and 

the exchange of roles at the global level, and the activity of these schools increased in 

Europe after the end of the Cold War aware of the position of the European Union in the 

new international political system at the time, in addition to The increase in the number 

of immigrants and the accompanying emergence of problems within Europe are at the 

same time an attempt to break free from the traditional understanding of security adopted 

by American think tanks that support the sole and dominant superpower.  

 

Keywords: Securitization, political discourse, National Identity, Emancipation, 
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Introduction  

Security studies are an important field in political science, especially in strategic studies, 

which occupy the attention of researchers with their various intellectual orientations, and 

the development of the concept of security between traditional theories in international 

relations and modern schools of thought until the concept reached global security to 

include a group of traditional and non-traditional security threats, and this security reality 

is one of the reasons for expanding the concept of security, until the complexities and 

difficulties in the intertwining and interdependence of contemporary security issues such 

as poverty, hunger and health reached terrorism and transnational organized crime. 

Borders and national security of countries, climate and pollution and their link to 

economic growth, development, prosperity, well-being, migration and others. 

The importance of the study: The importance of the study lies in the fact that it helps to 

understand the intellectual developments that have occurred in security studies to reach 

an understanding of global or comprehensive security, which includes new security issues 

that existed in the past, such as environmental, health, community and other security, and 

then, laying the foundations for decision-makers to develop appropriate strategies in the 

face of security threats resulting from those issues. 

Problematic: The subject of research faces the problem of the intertwining of security 

issues, their acceleration and cross-border impact, and fragmented security no longer 

works against the comprehensiveness of these new security threats. 
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Hypothesis: The research proceeds from the premise that the expansion of the circle of 

security issues and their modernity, the failure to keep pace with traditional theories in 

international relations and the different ideas of researchers, helped the emergence of new 

schools specialized in security studies to develop new intellectual foundations and 

foundations from which security analyzes are launched in a scientific and objective 

framework. To prove the validity of the hypothesis, the following questions must be 

answered: 

1- What are the intellectual propositions of modern security schools? 

2- How have the security sectors been expanded?  

3- Have modern security schools succeeded in finding convincing explanations for 

contemporary security phenomena? 

Methodology: To verify the validity of the hypothesis from which the researcher started, 

the theoretical basis on which the research is based depends on the descriptive approach 

used by the researcher in the context of presenting the topic according to his scientific 

development and making comparisons between the ideas put forward in the security 

schools subject of the research. 

The research was divided into three axes: 

The first axis: Copenhagen School 

The Second axis: Wales School  

The Third axis: Paris School 

The first axis: (Copenhagen) School 

Europe has proven to be the focus of non-traditional research in some aspects, 

specifically in security studies, where central schools of thought have been developed 

through the contributions of scientists and self-awareness free from the constraints of 

realism and rational thought, and working away from the mainstream (American) by 

promoting research grants from European funding agencies, and this move represents an 

important step towards global security, and the interest in these studies may have come as 

a result of the end of the bipolar phase and the rise of the European Union in the 

international system New.  

The Copenhagen Peace Research Institute was founded in 1985 and closed in 2004, and it 

was an intellectual platform in the study of security and peace issues, hosting a group of 

researchers such as Barry Buzan, Ole Weaver and others, where these theorists were able 

to develop a research program in security studies as a critical and alternative analysis of 

the prevailing concepts and intellectual frameworks of traditional security concepts. 

The school (Copenhagen) presented three basic ideas on which it was based; expanding 

the concept of security, the idea of community security and the idea of security, for the 

concept of security, we find four main ideas, namely : 

1- The study of security should be both a practice and a process.  

2- - Do not confuse security issues with political problems. 

3-  The reference of security is societies and the state.  

4- Security areas are not necessarily military. 

 As for societal security, which was presented on the basis that society is determined by 

its identity, but the continuation of this identity is a condition for the survival of society as 

long as it constitutes that identity, including individuals, on their different identities, so 

identity can determine the status of individuals, whether they are essential or non-

essential actors, and here is a reference to the identities of immigrants coming from 
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abroad, which prompted the Copenhagen School to link race to the nation through 

identity, given that the second is an extension of the first. 

Matt McDonald argues that the approach to security is defined by three levels; form 

represents the focus on the dominant actors, context and represents the focus on the 

moment of security intervention, and nature represents the focus on identifying threats, 

and the Copenhagen school has been criticized by proponents of the approach to 

monetary security studies, from Ken Booth's point of view, the Copenhagen school does 

not move towards real people in real places, because it wrongly links security and 

survival, and it is centered around the state and specifically about the elite.   Rita Floyd 

identifies two main trends of ethical criticism; the first explores the inherent deficiency of 

a libertarian project or normative concept of the Copenhagen School, and the second 

focuses on the school's external role in security research, the alleged disregard for the 

school's political consequences (writing and speaking), especially when it comes to 

societal security and its reference topic, identity.   

The concept of security sectors in the Copenhagen School has been expanded to include, 

in addition to the military aspects, political, economic, societal and environmental 

aspects, as the end of the cold war and the end of the conflict between two great powers 

left behind a vacuum that was then filled with previously neglected and marginalized 

issues, leading to a new approach in security studies, unlike the traditional approach that 

focuses mostly on military threats arising from other States. These security sectors that 

refer to a certain logic and type of interaction between units are used as a main analytical 

tool in security studies, where the military sector is linked to power relations, the political 

sector to power, the economic sector to economic relations, the environmental sector to 

the relationship between man and nature, and the societal sector to relations between 

social groups, certainly all these sectors overlap and affect each other as a result of the 

fact that most security issues in real life involve a combination of several security sectors 

that are accurately separated only for analytical purposes. 

Buzan, Weaver and their Copenhagen School partners recommend a reverse process, 

namely desecurity as a path to security, i.e. a situation in which any threats can be dealt 

with through normal policy. 

The theory of safety is the most characteristic of the school (Copenhagen), the process of 

security has tried to understand the discourse about threats, survival and emergency 

measures, safety from the point of view of theorists of this school is a successful process 

if the public accepts such a discourse and agrees to introduce emergency measures. 

Much of the security debate revolved around expanding the concept of security, and this 

was manifested in the resistance of strategic studies to virtue regardless of the concepts of 

strategy and security, and the most common rhetorical defense in this regard was the 

claim that expanding the concept of security is a call for more disciplined chaos, and the 

most widely cited defenses among many traditional defenses was the article (Stephen 

Walt) entitled (Renaissance for Security Studies), one of its main topics was its attack on 

the idea of Broadening the security agenda, and criticizing the perception of non-military 

issues such as poverty and the environment, Walt argued that such an expansion would 

destroy the "intellectual cohesion" of the field, Despite this, he proceeded to present his 

research agenda that proved to be too broad and not entirely compatible with his basic 

argument – his attack on enlargement was also an invitation to join enlargement – and 

included in his agenda the role of domestic politics, the causes of peace and cooperation, 

the power of ideas, the end of the Cold War, economics and security, and the refinement 

of existing theories. At the heart of realism, the more realistic realism tries to become, the 

more inconsistent it becomes, while the more consistent it remains in theory, the more 

deviant it is from reality. 

Buzan categorized the issue areas for an expanded security agenda related to five sectors : 
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1- The political sector: This area is embodied in the relationship between the 

security variable and the constituent elements of the state (sovereignty, territorial unity), 

the political field for national security is the freedom of states from internal political 

pressures resulting from political interaction, so that security is achieved by ensuring and 

imposing respect for political actors and this leads to stability and national unity, either at 

the external level, through the ability of countries to adapt to pressures aimed at forcing 

them to change their positions or adopt positions that conflict with their interests. 

2- The economic sector: revolves around the ability of countries to reach the 

financial resources and capabilities necessary to provide an acceptable standard of living 

and stability of the system of governance and provide protection for the national economy 

from the various threats resulting from the disturbances of the economic system 

internally, the effects of globalization and the subsequent social unrest, the ability of 

countries to compete to access foreign markets and financial sources, and the relationship 

between the economy and security is a complementary relationship.  

3- The military sector: It is the most important because military threats affect all 

components of the state, as it puts the protection and safety of citizens, which is the duty 

of the state to be tested, and awareness of the intentions of countries and the extent of 

interaction between the offensive and defensive military capabilities of countries, and that 

major industrialized countries can militarize at any time, because their industrial fabric 

and scientific development allow them to do so. 

4- The environmental sector: Security in this sector is based on two units; natural 

threats (such as volcanoes, melting ice, floods, drought and desertification) and social 

threats (everything that harms the environment and its safety from human activities such 

as pollution and depletion of natural resources), and may make human civilization in 

danger, and these threats will not concern one country in itself, but affect all countries. 

5- The societal sector: It is the ability of societies to re-maintain and reproduce their 

patterns of specificities such as language, culture, identities and customs in light of 

competition for the same elements with other patterns as a result of globalization, which 

has created a dynamic escalation of integration within broader entities, phenomena that 

threaten the national and religious identity of society, represented by migration, invasion 

and the large import of foreign goods. 

For Buzan, it was the interests of the state that determined the nature of these agendas, so 

the main text of his book (People, States and Fear) was not so much a call for a radical 

rethinking of security theory as it was a call for mainstream analysts to expand the 

security agenda of states away from their overriding concern with military force.  

The general approach advocated by the Copenhagen School works in parallel with many 

central themes of critical thinking about security; such as emphasizing political power, 

the symbolism of the word "security", appreciating the resources and other implications 

of including issues outside of "normal politics" on the security agenda, understanding 

security as a subjective concept, committing to trying to avoid militarization of issues by 

challenging traditional security thinking that analyzes issues from a zero-sum perspective, 

and finally seeking to resolve security issues without violence. 

There is another less obvious but equally powerful theoretical effect of the Copenhagen 

school in the work on securitization theory that sets it apart significantly from the trend in 

traditional security studies: security in Copenhagen is not just a type of speech, not just 

any form of social construction, it's a certain type of action; what makes a particular 

speech a security act specifically, is its portrayal of the issue as an existential threat, 

which calls for exceptional measures beyond Routine and the rules of everyday politics, 

in the words of school theorists. 

In the security discourse, an issue is presented and presented as a top priority issue for 

securitization, allowing the decision-maker to have more room to maneuver when it 
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comes to vital issues, and this enables him to make urgent decisions without going 

through traditional institutional and oversight channels, especially when obtaining a 

popular mandate that enables him to mobilize the necessary resources, but Buzan places 

restrictions on this process (securityization) by identifying it, Three steps to the success of 

this process are.  

1- Explain how the alleged threat can affect the survival of individuals or states. 

2- Develop emergency measures that can control and control these threats. 

3- The extent to which authoritarian discourse succeeds in gaining public 

satisfaction on certain issues, as a result of violating applicable laws such as transparency 

and oversight. 

Buzan is the first to point out that the term security is a multi-meaning term, explaining 

that it is a controversial term in the first place, not only because of its inclusion in most 

areas of social and daily life, but especially because this term itself is likely to have 

ideological, moral and normative connotations, so it is this ideological tone that precludes 

any consensus on it that makes it a controversial term in the first place. 

        Buzan believes that the definition of security should take into account at least three 

things, from the political context of the concept, through its various dimensions, to the 

ambiguity and difference that accompanies it when applied in international relations. 

     Buzan suggested that security be studied from three separate perspectives: the 

individual, the state, and the international system, pointing to the difficulty of defining a 

reference to security, however, the security of the individual and the international system 

remains subject to state security because it is the most important reference unit, but it is 

not the only subject to understand security behaviors, and the state as seen by Buzan 

consists of three components: the idea of the state (national / national), the physical or 

physical base of the state (people / resources / technology), the institutional appearance of 

the state (political and administrative system), and accordingly, believes By defining the 

state in this way, it is easy to visualize threats to any of these three components. 

Buzan also differentiated between strong and weak states as a condition for security at the 

state level, states need strength to enhance the legitimacy of ruling elites at the local and 

international levels, if the strength and weakness of states in the analysis of (Walts) is 

measured only by the extent of their material capabilities and their ability to interact 

between actual offensive and defensive capabilities of the actual armed forces, and on the 

other hand the perceptions of states for the capabilities and intentions of each other, and 

that (Buzan) sees that it depends on the level of institutional stability and the extent of 

internal political and social harmony, and the complex interdependence of contexts, make 

Internal and external issues It is difficult to determine whether the threat to government 

security emanates from within or outside, which further complicates the problem of 

security analysis.  

Ole Weaver believes that with the end of bipolarity and the escalation of phenomena such 

as globalization, European construction and the expansion of the focus on nationalities in 

Eastern Europe, society has become more interested in the threat than the state as 

individuals, and they have become busy and their fear is linked to issues such as 

migration, loss of cultural values, loss of lifestyle and others, and believes that the 

concept of societal security is the most consistent and harmonious theoretical concept to 

analyze these new challenges, the societal dimension that symbolizes one of the sectors of 

the state in the perception of (Buzan) was considered a subject and a security reference in 

Thus, the important point in reconstructing security studies is the distinction between 

state and society, as security studies need to adopt a dual understanding, security that 

mixes state security, which revolves around sovereignty, and the security of society linked 

to identity. 



651 Modern Schools of Thought in Security Studies  
 

The Cpenhagen school formed a middle ground between traditional state centralism and 

traditional peace research studies on the one hand, and monetary and global security 

studies on the other.  Security was developed as a way to limit the excessive expansion of 

security, and it was a successful concept, at least in Europe, so there was no criticism at 

first, especially those with curricula that call for a further expansion of the concept of 

security, but the criticism later came from the owners of critical security studies, where 

(Booth) argued that the school (Copenhagen) does not move far enough in the direction 

of real people and in real places, and that it mistakenly links security and survival, 

because it is centered on the state, and centered around The most prominent criticism of 

societal security has been that of identity as fixed rather than organized, that is, as in 

traditional constructivism, a focus on the (causal) consequences of identities rather than 

on the discursive and political processes through which these identities are (unstable). 

Although both Buzan and Weaver question the individual as a security reference entity, 

the Copenhagen school framework allows the individual as an auxiliary reference element 

in analysis. 

The Second axis: (Wales) School 

The Wales School, or what is sometimes called the Aberystwyth School after the name of 

a city located on the west coast of Wales, is one of the projects of critical security studies, 

and its most prominent theorists are (Ken Booth) and (Richard Wyn Jones), who have a 

positive perception of the concept of security, for them security means emancipation or 

emancipation, according to their view that the focus of security studies should not be in 

security as claimed by (Weaver) in the school (Copenhagen), but should be Emancipation 

of individuals, and trying to stand self-consciously outside the internal system of the state 

or even the world, and then discover the latent and driving forces of this system in order 

to provide ideas that help in the emancipation of people from situations of tyranny, such 

as illiteracy, racial and sexual discrimination, poverty and others, and the school (Wales) 

sought to develop what he called (Booth) as (global ethics) as an alternative to traditional 

security, and (Richard Wyn Jones) believes that critical security studies rethink from the 

bottom up in order to promote a more humane humanity. 

The first critical security studies of the Wales School were through the article (Booth) in 

1991 and was developed in 1997, where (Booth) asserted that security should be 

understood as the liberation of people - individuals or groups - from physical or other 

constraints such as poverty, violence and political repression, and security analysts should 

avoid monitoring security through the lenses of the state, because often the state itself is 

the root of the problem, so the best way to visualize security is to link it to individuals 

and explain the conditions for emancipation. 

The Wales School stipulated the redefinition of security as an existential condition for 

individuals, away from the traditional security concepts of order and power in reality, 

which is the need for individuals to insure from threats and risks that exceed national 

survival and interest, so the school's supporters decided to move security from the state to 

individuals, and says (Booth) "The heart of emancipation is the heart of the critical theory 

of global security". 

The roots of the critical school are derived from the works of both (Antonio Gramsci) and 

theorists of the school (Frankfurt)(*) (Jurgen Habermas) and (Max Horkheimer), this link 

produced a certain set of contents: theoretical, methodological, and normative, where 

these contents require expansion, deepening, extension and focus of security studies, 

where the expansion refers to the concept of security studies to include a range of issues 

beyond military power, while the deepening includes a theoretical approach to security 

linking the understanding of security with basic assumptions about the nature of political 

life where states and the state system appear As a natural response, the extension refers to 

the expansion of the security studies agenda not only to recognize the multiplicity of 

issues, but to the plurality of actors such as the state, the deepest location of security, 
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where critical security studies claim to adopt a security approach that focuses on the 

emancipation of individuals as a normative goal. 

Emancipation means freedom from all restrictions that may hinder individuals and 

peoples from embodying their choices, it is the pursuit of material well-being and a 

decent living, freedom from the constraints of nature and scarcity and freedom from 

ignorance and superstition, and it seeks justice and freedom from tyranny in its various 

forms of politics and economic exploitation. 

Proponents of the Wales School believe that the security of individuals cannot be framed 

from the perspective of national security, as there are many cases in which the state 

enjoys security while individuals live inside it under conditions of insecurity, and 

therefore, limiting the security reality to individuals may be shady if they are not 

perceived outside the state, that is, as individuals in themselves, so the subject of truth or 

security knowledge is not the individual in the context of the state, but the insecure 

individual in his subjective dimension. 

Wales proponents also argue that going beyond the traditional perspective of security 

requires more than just criticizing the background of traditional security studies, but also 

criticizing the institutional framework in which it was produced, this means investigating 

how the field of knowledge is formed within institutional contexts, i.e. research centers, 

universities, institutes, government departments, organizations, etc. 

There are two sources of knowledge within the institution; the first is scientific 

supervision, where we find most students withdrawing in the style of their professors or 

following the prevailing trend, and the second funding and financial support, there has 

been a strong influence of institutions and institutes in addition to the increasing public 

interest in national security led to the doubling of financial and technical support by many 

institutions such as the Carnegie Foundation for International Peace and the Mac Arthur 

Foundation and others. 

In summary, the Wells School's contribution to critical security studies was revolutionary 

by all accounts; defining security as a policy of emancipation, considering the individual 

as a subject of reference, and putting the relationship between the academic institution 

and security knowledge under scrutiny, helped to build a critical theory of security that 

expanded rather than shrinking the concept of security, explored common humanity rather 

than national sovereignty, and emancipation rather than security. 

From the point of view of Ken Booth, there is a need for a critical theory of security, in 

order to rise to the challenges of the times and pursue political ethics, and satisfy 

empirical curiosity, which is a driving force for all students, however, those who study 

international politics are often taught only the concepts to be taught according to the 

questions posed, so the (epistemology) provided by critical theory is the most convincing 

in order to get the right answers. 

 As for political ethics, all social, political and economic theories have ethical 

connotations, and therefore there must be the ability to express the reason for thinking 

and feeling this thinking, and finally enlightened social and political values are threatened 

as a result of unsustainability and keeping pace with natural and human developments in 

the era of globalization, so security must be global to respond to these variables . 

During the Cold War, the security studies specialist was seen as a specialist in nuclear 

deterrence, the state of strategic equilibrium, the control of the weapons of the great 

powers and so on. In the context of global politics, Booth argued that security may be an 

emergency concept and not a fundamentally controversial concept, as the concept of 

security begins in conditions of insecurity for individuals or groups, and it is wrong to 

consider security synonymous with survival, because safety is always relative. 
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Proponents of the Wales school argue that theory should not be separated from its 

political/social/historical context, so attention should be focused more on the search for 

meaning than on the continuous accumulation of knowledge, that political and social 

science is inseparable from life just as it cannot be separated from critical discourse and 

political and social practice, that theory is more formative than explanatory, that the quest 

to create a libertarian/emancipatory future is more urgent than the quest to discover 

fundamental philosophical foundations. The role of the academic is not and cannot be that 

of a neutral observer, but that of an organic thinker, so politics at the global level should 

be based more on the logic of moral choices than on the logic of natural instincts. 

The link between the concept of emancipation and the human dimension indicates the 

extent to which the school's supporters are preoccupied with human security with its 

multiple contents, individual and social, and therefore, the list of threats to human 

security is not determined by reference to the state, because it is no longer the only 

reference subject for security, nor is it determined by evoking the enemy's discourse 

(external and/or internal) lurking in the security and stability of the homeland, because it 

is no longer the only source of threats for them. 

The first analytical step taken by the theorists of the Wales School of Security Studies is 

to deepen the understanding of security by revealing the politics behind scientific 

concepts and political agendas that allow analysts to consider other actors who are above 

and below the state level, and the second step is to broaden the understanding of security 

in order to consider the range of insecurities faced by these actors, and in this sense, they 

do not believe in the issues, but politicize security, in order to reveal the political 

character. Structural security thinking and reference to simple experiences that threaten 

individuals, so that they are able to dismantle military and state-focused threats that 

dominate traditional security agendas.  

The first is strategic, arguing that existential threats to security should be abandoned to 

traditional forms of military thinking and action that result in zero? If taken in this way, 

the politicization of security facilitates questioning the uses of security by the elite in the 

state, and the second argument is political morality, and here security should not remain 

related to the state and its concerns and according to the description and understanding of 

the political elite in the state, but the definition of security must include anything and 

everything depending on their policy agenda and on the historical and political context, 

and security is likely to be conceived globally and practiced locally with regard to the 

future effects of current thinking and practices. The third argument is analytical: fears of 

new threats such as communicable diseases and illegal migration have become global 

security issues, reflecting the fears of some about political and social engagement with 

migrants who pose a risk and dealing with them more difficult. 

From the point of view of the theorists of the school (Wales), the perception of security 

contradicts logic, and in order for security to have value at the international level, it must 

first be logical at the individual level, existential security is a natural subconscious motive 

inherent in everything - the individual since childhood is a necessity to feel safe and 

control his social relations - and the Wales school does not hide its normative agenda, but 

seeks to present a security concept that will help improve people's lives and maximize 

their security through integration instead From isolation, through opportunity rather than 

need or necessity.  

The Wales School starts from the critique of traditional security studies, especially realist 

theories of security, where it begins its critique by saying that post-Cold War state-

centered global realism cannot satisfactorily explain or analyze the complex web of 

global politics, and in a 1991 Booth article predicted the end of the Westphaly system of 

state sovereignty, arguing that it is better to view the post-Cold War world order as a 

transitional phase from the old system (the state system) to a new one ( A global society 

emerging without borders), so the concept of the Wales School and its conception of 
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security as liberation, and liberation must begin from within the Academy from the ideas 

of traditionalists keen to secure their position and status, and their vision of security as the 

state and the army.The theorists of the Wales school sought to reformulate the concept of 

emancipation (emancipation) outside the traditional and revolutionary constructivist 

understanding of the concept as stated in Marxism, liberalism and postmodernism, which 

led to the development of a concept through the article (Ken Booth) published at the 

beginning of the nineties of the twentieth century entitled (Emancipation and Security), in 

which he focused on liberating people from material and human restrictions such as 

poverty, poor education and political repression, and has contributed to expanding the 

concept of security by giving it a concept related to the individual as a unit of analysis, 

which is Threatened by non-military sources related to human, political, food security and 

others. 

The Third axis: School (Paris)  

The Paris School focused within the context of critical security studies on the new and 

changing nature of political violence, and instead of paying attention to the issue of war, 

which goes beyond the traditional representation of violence at its minimum and least 

overt levels such as crime, liquidation, torture and kidnapping, while also focusing on 

threats resulting from societal insecurity such as migration issues, organized crime, 

protest and riot phenomena, border control and crossing points, this led to the emergence 

of a new knowledge map of global security with overlapping and complex dimensions. 

This security globalization forces the abolition of national borders and commits all actors 

in the international community to the need to cooperate. 

The supporters of the school (Paris) in the development of a new concept of the concept 

of security to the need to abandon the traditional distinction between internal security and 

external security, where there is the origin of this distinction in the idea of the sovereign 

state and the method of bureaucratic organization associated with it, the nature of the new 

security threats made the concept of the state in their view unable to adapt to the tense 

atmosphere between political professionals, judges and police, and accordingly the Paris 

School believes that the integration of internal and external security is a necessary 

condition for the exercise of the security field The merger of the two would expand 

internal security activities by exporting policing methods to world politics, while the local 

character of external security would be eliminated by the routine nature of military 

operations in the national arena. Proponents of this school believe that the security field is 

not based on the exercise of force or coercion only, but on the ability of actors to produce 

data and information on which security facts and strategies are based. 

These developments, which affected the concept of security, were accompanied by other 

views that the concentration of security in the sovereign State has become incompatible 

with the international environment, since the threat is no longer directed at the survival 

and independence of the State, but at social groups such as minorities, migrants, refugees 

and other sub-State actors. 

The Paris approach modifies the prevailing perspective on security in three ways : 

First, rather than analyzing security as an imperative concept, it proposes to address 

security as a "government technology." 

Second, rather than investigating the intentions behind the use of force, this approach 

focuses on the effects of power games. 

Third, rather than focusing on speech acts, it emphasizes practices and contexts that 

encourage or hinder the production of specific forms of governance. 

The Paris School was able to introduce many new analytical concepts and tools to the 

field of security studies, and contributed vitally to the redefinition of security, and the 

most important contribution was to visualize the concept within the framework of police 



655 Modern Schools of Thought in Security Studies  
 

practice, or in a more comprehensive sense, the practice of governance, security is no 

longer just protection from objective threats, but a continuous process of surveillance and 

societal control, reflected in the security discourses and the accompanying technological 

logic, and thus the Paris School has transformed security from a defensive position of 

protection From the threat, to the site of an attack, where the threat is anticipated and 

anticipated by exercising strategic logic on suspects or potential sources of insecurity.  

The attacks of September 2001 constituted an explicit confirmation of the studies, 

methodological approaches and theorizing at the Paris School, especially those related to 

the effects of security practices on the future of freedom, and in this context (Didier Bigo) 

in 2002 established a research working group known as "European Liberty and Security", 

through which it seeks to know the negative repercussions and effects of the fight against 

terrorism on public freedoms, as the legalization of immigration issues and the 

criminalization of migrants through the exceptional case made them incompatible with 

security practices.   The United States of America may often be responsible for the 

escalation of terrorist threats as a result of its brutal foreign policy, on the one hand, and 

its use of these threats by creating a more obscure enemy through which to strengthen its 

global position and hegemony.    

The phenomenon of illegal immigration has become a global phenomenon, as it comes in 

view of its criminal seriousness after the trafficking in drugs and weapons, and it has 

expanded after the end of the cold war because of technological development in the field 

of communication, means of transportation, inserious border control and deplorable and 

difficult living conditions. 

The achievement of security is the essence of governance policies and their first, basic 

and permanent goal, each system of government seeks on the one hand to achieve its 

security by ensuring its stability and then its continuation away from the sources, causes 

and forms of threats all, and seeks on the other hand to achieve the security of its society 

by ensuring its stability and then its continuation away from the sources, causes and 

forms of threats.  

Didier Bigo argues that non-traditional security threats have made the concept of the state 

unable to adapt to the growing tension caused by transnational bureaucratic ties between 

political professionals, the judiciary, the police, intelligence agencies and the military, and 

that the integration of the internal and external security fields due to globalization, the 

activities of cross-border security bureaucracies and the nature of non-traditional threats, 

which constitutes the security field, which involves the various security actors, mentioned 

above, that have been excluded in traditional security studies, despite their influence. and 

its efficiency in dealing with current security threats and challenges. 

Didier Bigo defines the basic characteristics of the security field as follows  : 

1- The security field as a field of forces that exert pressure on the actors to which they 

belong, due to the gathering of a group of actors with a minimum degree of homogeneity 

in their bureaucratic interests, in the similarity of their way of defining a potential enemy.  

2- The security field as a field for conflicts between actors, each according to its location, 

in order to maintain or transform power arrangements.  

3- The security field as a field of domination in relation to other social fields, it is a 

struggle for the authority to impose their definition about what can be considered a source 

of fear, and the authority to define threats recognized as legitimate threats. 

The Paris school focuses on practical application rather than rhetoric, as can be inferred 

from their representation to institutionalize security. In fact, after the end of the Cold War 

and the disappearance of the enemy, and what was called the "triumph of liberalism", the 

process of role-playing began as a means of maintaining security, for example, the army 

began to focus on inside borders to track down the enemy and internal security services 
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such as police forces looking for enemies outside the borders, and despite the claim that 

the September 11 attacks caused this change, The structural developments of the various 

agencies specialized in security and their relationship with political professionals, 

whether internal or external, have led to insecurity, allowing for the legitimization of 

practices and the interdependence between internal and external security. 

In other words, agencies and security professionals maintain their relevance and ensure 

their survival by managing and obsessing with insecurity, perhaps the best example of 

this is the security of migration, in fact it is a political technique used as a method by 

governments by various institutions to play with discomfort to reassert their role as 

providers of protection and security, and when there is no concern, these institutions 

create anxiety and use techniques to manage fear and turn migrants into groups that pose 

threats, in the sense instead of From providing reassurance to society through unified 

internal and external security, individual and collective security, citizens worry so that 

they have no choice but to trust the authorities that are usually under the auspices of the 

state and who actually cover the weakness of its public policies, and this is not only 

problematic for individuals, states and their peoples but also for the world as a whole, and 

when internal and external security is integrated, the field of safety begins to globalize 

automatically, in other words, this security convergence through institutions, 

professionals and their international cooperation generates a process The globalization of 

insecurity, especially in the context of universality, such as the war on terror. 

The Paris School of Security Studies, focusing on the internal and external dimensions of 

security practices with a focus on the process of insecurity, is also a reflexive school with 

a practical orientation, relying on post-structuralist and critical epistemology represented 

by Michel Foucault and Pierre Bourdieu and Jacques Derrida, who attempts to 

systematically deconstruct elements using discourse analysis through texts, interviews 

and other possible manifestations of practical application. 

Her view of security (Paris School is the lack of separation between security in its 

internal and external aspects, and her theorists believe that there is a merger between the 

internal and external factors of security, and the reality is the merger of the two). 

The main perception in the school (Paris) came from the ideas of (Pierre Bourdieu) and 

other sociologists such as (Michel Foucault), and the basic ideas were put forward in this 

school; that there is a close link between security studies, security policy and security 

analysts, and theorists had a direct impact on the policies of countries from the same 

concept in the field, and they also sought to clarify the activities of various governmental 

and non-governmental agencies related to security, they are interested in those practices 

and processes that occur outside the boundaries of official discourse, which are not It 

distinguishes between internal and external security, and that the security services in the 

state compete for security functions, whether political or military, and that the insecurity 

felt by society is a direct result of the traditional security policy carried out by the security 

services, which, unlike the school (Copenhagen), is concerned with the experimental 

practice of security and not discourse, from a methodological point of view, despite its 

complexity. 

Supporters of this school emphasize the necessity of analyzing security, insecurity and 

various limits of danger or fear or response to violence or the relationship to freedom as a 

process in security and on the basis of security practices, these practices are forms of 

social interactions derived from objective relationships and rules of play, which are not 

directly visible or conscious, and try to integrate other disciplines in the study of security 

and conflict, and aim to analyze security issues using conceptual and practical tools in the 

fields of international relations and sociology, and the practices It is framed by the nature 

of the individual, which can be compared to how routine is framed by identity according 

to an existential security approach.Didier Bigo believes that safety sometimes leads to 
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unwanted side effects, particularly in EU countries through migrants, as they are seen as 

threatening indigenous dynamics.  

 

Conclusion 

Perhaps it is useful to emphasize, that the schools of thought that have been presented in 

this research are focused on the European continent and provide effective solutions to 

meet the security challenges, most of which are internal represented by immigrants, social 

cohesion and cultural identity of the nation, as they described, and neglected the positive 

side of immigrants from the competencies and manpower because the European continent 

complains about the lack of young people compared to the elderly, and that cultural 

diversity in societies is a positive feature, so those schools did not shed light on 

developing countries and did not It gives solutions to address the causes of migration in 

those countries and did not seek to achieve lasting peace and did not seriously seek to 

stop the wars in them and double standards in the aspects of human rights and 

interference in internal affairs under humanitarian pretexts. 

It is not possible in security studies to build a general and comprehensive theory capable 

of explaining all security phenomena and issues at all times and places, all the security 

theories or schools mentioned in the research faced several criticisms because modern 

security challenges are characterized by interdependence, and complexity on the one 

hand, and on the other hand characterized by universality, that is, they include everyone. 
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