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Security of an individual can be defined as the satisfaction of basic human needs, which is a condition sine qua non for life.  The psychologist Abraham Maslow established a hierarchy of human needs [1].  The two most basic needs in Maslow’s list fall into two categories: the matter-energy-information resources, and the body-mind health and integrity.  Examples for vital resources are clean air, water, healthy food and information.  Examples for vital health and integrity needs are shelter and protection from physical, chemical, biological, or psychological injury.  

Nations, and other social entities have similar security requirements. -- Satisfaction of resource needs, and structural integrity are fundamental for the well being of nations.  The resource needs of a nation can be satisfied by a healthy ecosystem.  The structural integrity of a nation depends, apart from uncontrollable cosmic events, on appropriate societal structure, and interactions.  

There are several ways to secure the structural integrity of a nation. 

1. National security derived from superior strength 

Traditionally, sovereign entities in conflict applied the law of force. The mind frame was: ‘If you want peace, prepare for war’.  Unfortunately, in the struggle for survival, the combatants tend to ignore even rudimentary, international rules, and revert to chaotic interaction according to the law of the jungle.  In this scenario might makes right, and the fittest, or the lucky ones have a chance of securing survival.  Peace and disarmament are unlikely events in this mode of international relations.

2.  Security derived from cooperation

Security inside a nation, or inside an alliance of nations is achieved by willing submission of all members to the rule of mutually agreed-upon law.  A constabulary enforces the law within a civilized social entity.  When the rule of law is established in the worldwide community of nations, civility, non-violent international relations, world peace, and disarmament can be achieved.  

The nature of modern weapons necessitates cooperative security 

Military strength is a multidimensional, and complex concept, which is not easy to measure.  Apart from the merely physical force, there exist psychological factors of strength such as motivation, and intelligence; the use of weapons, and of disinformation generates a technical and communication dimension of the concept of strength; in this complex sense of strength, David was stronger than Goliath.  Forming alliances with others adds a social dimension to strength.  It is clear, that the complex and multidimensional concept of military strength is difficult to quantify.  Therefore, in order to feel secure, nations or blocks had to have a substantial military advantage over the opponent, and that fuelled vicious arms races in the past.  

In the second half of the 20th century, the effort of military blocks to achieve security through strength reached a point where it became absurd.  Two powerful blocks of nations, the Warsaw Pact, and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization were vying for security through world dominance, trying to outgun, or outsmart the other.  The strength and number of weapons, the speed, the accuracy, and the sophistication of the delivery systems were advanced immensely.  The overall improvement factor of weapon systems during this ‘cold war’ period outpaced by far the progress of defensive measures.  The defense against such destructive power became impossible, and the two blocks were paralyzed by the firm knowledge of mutual assured destruction.  

Today, the cold war has ended, but unfortunately, the idea of security through military strength still exists.  The complexity of the war system has even increase by fragmentation of political power.  In addition to the devastating power of readily available weapons, the vulnerability of our civilization has increased.  Nuclear power stations, for example, cannot be defended against an attack by nuclear suitcase bombs.  The high density of our settlements, the need for long distance transfer of information, energy and materials, make technology based civilization vulnerable.  In addition, the exploitation close to the sustainable limits of the life-supporting ecosystem has created a fragile state of the world.  In this vulnerable state the military might of blocks, nations, and even of terrorist organizations is such as to create an unacceptable degree of insecurity.  Nuclear weapons are still on trigger alert, and human civilization is in great danger of perishing by the decision of a sick or incompetent mind, or even by a technical or human error.  Unconstraint application of military strength is far from offering security; on the contrary, it is self-destructive, suicidal, and it is no longer a rational policy option.

Sound Security Policy

Today, the only rational, and humane security policy is based on cooperation.  An Irish proverb says: “It is in the shelter of each other that people live”.  The world community of nations must establish the global rule of law.    This is a logical next step in the historical process of the evolution of humankind’s political structures, which started with tribes, and evolved via city-states, to nations, to continental unions, and to a global union of all nations: the United Nations.  However, the UN needs change, it needs the authority, and sufficient means to enforce international law.  As we have municipal, provincial or state, and national police forces, the global community of nations needs a global constabulary.  A police force is quite different from an army; it is constraint by the law, benevolent by design, and only as strong as necessary to bring malevolent fringe actors to justice before the International Courts.  If nations support a UN controlled multilateral police force, their security will cost much less than the security derived from their own military strength.  Thus, the basic need for individual and national security becomes an internal challenge of a world community of nations.     

It is now the time to abolish the power-based security notion of sovereign nations; the present notion of full spectrum sovereignty of nations is detrimental to the ethical conduct of international relations.  Sovereignty literally means not being subjugated to any rules.  Therefore, each sovereign nation is potentially a ‘rogue’ nation that may ignores international rules.  Power corrupts, and often the strongest succumb to the temptation.  We have observed in recent years that democratic nations disregard international rules, violate human rights, kill suspects including innocent bystanders, and even plan and execute preventive wars for the sake of ‘homeland security’.  Some nations may even do these things for the sake of profane, commercial advantages.  Noam Chomsky [2] gives a long list of examples of terrorism committed by the most powerful nations.  

Clearly, it is the mandate of the world community of law-abiding nations to find, and to bring to justice the perpetrators of heinous crimes such as the one on September 11, 2001 in New York and Washington, or to bring to an end the disgraceful violence and brutality in the Middle East.  Serving justice is not an act of war.  A proper course of action for the victims of wars of aggression, or international terrorism is to enable the United Nations to enforce global laws, and to protect threatened nations.  The national armies must be converted from instruments of war, into multilateral, continental, and global, law-abiding police forces, which can protect human individuals and nations from international crimes, and keep the peace between nations.  This route to security is sound, and recommended for all nations. 

1. Abraham Maslow, hierarchy of needs,  http://www.wynja.com/personality/needs.html
2.  Noam Chomsky, “The New War Against Terror”, The Technology and Culture Forum at MIT, October 18, 2001.  http://www.zmag.org/GlobalWatch/chomskymit.htm.
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