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1	 Introduction
In contrast to the traditional militarised security of states, the concept of human 
security focuses on security that is human-centred, and which acknowledges 
that many different and complex threats, such as the economic situation, physi-
cal violence, natural disasters, climate change and inequality, can also sometimes 
simultaneously cause insecurity to people. Human security has been particu-
larly central to the EU’s civilian crisis management from the early 2000s. It has 
also been an important concept in the UN, but less so in UN peace operations.  
Furthermore, NATO has recently adopted a human security approach.

In the past years, events like Russia’s war of aggression against Ukraine and 
the return to power politics have changed the European foreign policy view on 
security from a values-driven multilateralist approach to one that emphasises 
defence and pragmatism (Bargués 2025), and therefore approaches to foreign 
policy change as well. As the European security narrative is mainly focused on 
internal and militarised security, is there any room for paying attention to hu-
man security in Europe?

This working paper investigates how the concept of human security is cur-
rently defined in different international organisations, especially in the context 
of civilian crisis management. Through a questionnaire and interviews, data was 
collected on how civilian crisis management experts conceptualise and under-
stand human security. The paper also reflects the relevance and redefinitions 
of human security on the broader level of international security.

2	 History of the concept of “human security” 
It is easy to describe the features of human security but difficult to define it as 
a concept (Gilder 2024). International organisations have approached human 
security differently at different times, and some of them have also formed their 
own definitions of the concept. This section presents the history of the human 
security approaches of the UN, EU and NATO.

2.1 	The UN and global interest in human security

The principles of human security were already being mentioned in terms of 
“freedom from fear and freedom from want” when the UN was founded in 
1945. After the Cold War, a new broader perspective and conceptualisation of 
security was needed after the narrow state-centric view of security. It was seen 
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that during a time of a decreasing amount of inter-state conflicts, focus on the 
security of humans was more important, since many threats also exist within 
countries, such as intra-state conflicts, poverty, environmental degradation, 
crime and repression. Emphasis was put on what makes people feel secure or 
insecure. Therefore, the UN took a human rights and development-focused ap-
proach to the concept of human security.

The term human security was used for the first time in 1994 in the Human De-
velopment Report of the UN Development Programme (UNDP). There human 
security was defined as having two main aspects: “first, safety from such chro
nic threats as hunger, disease and repression. And second, it means protection 
from sudden and hurtful disruptions in the patterns of daily life – whether in 
homes, in jobs or in communities. Such threats can exist at all levels of nation-
al income and development“ (UNDP 1994, 23). The essential characteristics of 
human security were defined as universality, interdependency, early prevention 
and people-centredness. The report also divided human security into seven 
dimensions: economic, food, health, environmental, personal, community and 
political security. All these elements of human security are interlinked, and a 
threat to one of them can affect the other dimensions. 

The concept of human security started to gain interest by the end of the 
1990s and the early 2000s, when its definitions started to be included in more 
research articles in addition to policy papers, leading the concept to have 
several definitions and interpretations, for both academics and practitioners. 
Human security became part of academic debate, international organisations 
started to become interested in adopting it, and even some countries, such as 
Canada and Japan, started using human security as a policy tool. A clear distinc-
tion of interpretations of human security was described between narrow and 
broad definitions. The narrow definition emphasises the security of individual 
people, for example against state violence, which is close to the “responsibility 
to protect” approach adopted by the Canadian Government. A more compre-
hensive, broader, definition was the development-focused definition by the 
UNDP. Kaldor (2007, 178) argued that the best way to describe human security 
is to combine both, as people need to be protected but their human rights and 
access to social welfare must also be ensured. 

The Commission on Human Security was established in the UN to “promote 
public understanding, engagement and support of human security and its un-
derlying imperatives; develop the concept of human security as an operational 
tool for policy formulation and implementation; and propose a concrete pro-
gramme of action to address critical and pervasive threats to human security” 
(Commission on Human Security 2003, 153). The report of the Commission 
defined human security as protecting “the vital core of all human lives in ways 
that enhance human freedoms and human fulfilment” (Commission on Human 
Security 2003, 4). 
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2.2 	Human security as part of the EU’s foreign 
and security policy

The EU, on the other hand, has not had an official definition of human security, 
regardless of the attention human security attracted in the EU as a possible 
foreign and security policy approach during the first two decades of the 2000s 
(Kaldor and Selchow 2018). Three reports on human security approaches were 
made for the EU by the Human Security Study Group (HSSG) which was con-
vened by Mary Kaldor, professor at the London School of Economics (LSE). The 
first two reports were commissioned by Javier Solana, then the EU High Rep-
resentative for Common Foreign and Security Policy, and the third by Federica 
Mogherini, then the High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and 
Security Policy. 

The first report, A Human Security Doctrine for Europe (2004) was about 
the implementation of the European Security Strategy adopted in 2003. The 
report argued that “Europe needs the capability to make a more active con-
tribution to global security” (Human Security Study Group 2004, 5) and sug-
gested that human security would be the appropriate approach for the EU. 
The report proposed a human security doctrine that also included elements 
of civilian crisis management. The second report, A European Way of Security 
(Human Security Study Group 2007) further proposed that the EU should com-
mit to human security principles in its external operations and operationalise 
this on the ground, talking particularly about the EU’s civilian and military mis-
sions. The third report, From Hybrid Peace to Human Security: Rethinking EU  
Strategy towards Conflict (Human Security Study Group 2016) wanted to use 
the principles of human security to respond to the crises of the 21st century, 
and suggested that human security approaches include: 

•	 Creative diplomacy at all levels, including smart multilateralism
•	 An emphasis on justice across the entire spectrum of abuse and criminality 

prevalent in today’s conflicts
•	 The use of smart sanctions where they involve engagement with civil socie-

ty, impact monitoring and compliance with international law
•	 Conditionality aimed at countering predation, corruption, sectarianism and 

impunity rather than introducing neo-liberal reforms
•	 Civilian-led missions that include some combination of humanitarian work-

ers, human rights monitors, legal experts, police and, where needed, mili-
tary forces, and that involve both men and women.
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The third report on human security by the HSSG is slightly different from the 
first two, and it clearly wants to make a distinction from them based on the 
foreign and security policy environment in 2016. The Global Strategy for the 
European Union’s Foreign and Security Policy from 2016 included several 
themes from the third HSSG report and used human security as a term, which 
suggests that the human security approach found its way into EU policy papers 
even though the EU had not defined the concept itself (Kaldor and Selchow 
2018). 

2.3 	The latest human security approaches of 
international organisations

The latest definition from the UN states that “human security is an approach to 
assist Member States in identifying and addressing widespread and cross-cut-
ting challenges to the survival, livelihood and dignity of their people” (UN 
2012, 1). The right of people to live in freedom and dignity, free from poverty 
and despair, and the notion of everyone’s entitlement to freedom from fear 
and freedom from want are essential parts of the UN approach to human se-
curity. Distinct in the approach is that “human security calls for people-cen-
tred, comprehensive, context-specific and prevention-oriented responses that 
strengthen the protection and empowerment of all people and all communi-
ties” (ibid., 1). It also highlights that human security is based on national owner-
ship. The UN emphasises responding to the interconnected human insecurities 
people and communities face because it is rarely a single issue that causes 
insecurity. The UN Human Security Trust Fund finances various programmes 
in different countries implemented by UN funds, programmes and specialised 
agencies. 

The EU’s Strategic Compass for Security and Defence (2022), the most re-
cent plan of action for strengthening the EU’s security and defence policy by 
2030, does not define the EU’s approach to human security but mentions the 
concept a couple of times and makes it clear that the EU is strongly committed 
to promoting and advancing human security within and outside the EU. 

NATO has only recently adopted the concept of human security as “a mul-
ti-sectoral approach that focuses on the protection of people and communities 
from a range of threats and vulnerabilities” (NATO 2024, 5). An interesting dif-
ference to the previous approaches and definitions of human security is that 
“for NATO the term human security refers to the risks and threats to civilian 
populations which may arise in all that the Alliance does” (ibid., 6). This means 
that the risks to human security arise from the actions of NATO rather than 
from somewhere else, and therefore the Alliance must keep civilians secure. 
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However, NATO’s approach also has some more common features with the 
UN approach, such as it being people-centred, gender-responsive and protec-
tion-oriented. In the work of NATO, human security encompasses five areas 
of work: protection of civilians, preventing and responding to conflict-related 
sexual violence, combatting trafficking in human beings, children and armed 
conflict, and cultural property protection. 

3	 Human security in civilian 
crisis management

To better understand the perceptions and definitions of human security in the 
context of civilian crisis management a questionnaire was sent to 103 Finnish 
civilian crisis management secondees, and 14 of them (14 %) answered the 
questionnaire. They worked in mission, field office and secretariat positions at 
the UN, EU, NATO, OSCE, ICC and Council of Europe. Many of the respondents 
defined human security more or less similarly, the focus being on humans in-
stead of the state. It was also common that individual needs and different di-
mensions of human security were highlighted when the respondents gave their 
personal definitions of human security. Individual needs also create different 
types of security needs, along the lines of the 1994 UNDP definition, such as 
personal, community and food security. However, many respondents did not 
seem to know if their operation, secretariat or international organisation had 
a definition of human security, and the term human security was not highly 
present in the everyday life of the operations and secretariats. Five Finnish 
and non-Finnish experts working at the UN, EU, NATO and ICC were also in-
terviewed. They described how human security is present in their work and in 
their organisations. Here the questionnaire and interview data are presented 
organisation by organisation together with the current human security context 
in civilian crisis management. 

3.1 	UN

There has been discussion as to whether the increased militarisation of UN 
stabilisation missions harms the human security of local people. Physical pro-
tection in a form of protection of civilians has therefore been given more im-
portance, and it has become the core focus in UN peace operations in terms 
of the human security approach (Gilder 2024). The protection of civilians in 
UN peacekeeping is defined as “without prejudice to the primary responsibil-
ity of the host state, integrated and coordinated activities by all civilian and 
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uniformed mission components to prevent, deter or respond to threats of 
physical violence against civilians, within the mission’s capabilities and areas of 
deployment, through the use of all necessary means, up to and including dead-
ly force” (UN 2020, 3). Therefore, the concepts of human security and protec-
tion of civilians are different, because human security is more comprehensive 
and cross-cutting, whereas protection of civilians aims to protect civilians from 
physical violence. 

Enhancing human security should be much more than protection from physi-
cal violence. Different human security dimensions, such as community, political 
and environmental security, could also be addressed. UN peace operations 
should address the root causes of insecurities together with communities 
and individuals, which then creates more human security. (Gilder 2021, 2024) 
The United Nations Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK) was an implementing agency 
in several human security programmes of the UN Human Security Trust Fund1 
years ago, but otherwise UN peace operations have not been implementers of 
programmes. However, human security in the UN approach overarches all the 
pillars of the UN, so it should also be part of the peace and security pillar of 
which peacekeeping is part.

The personal human security definitions of the questionnaire respondents 
seconded to the UN were close to the UN definition of human security. Dignity 
and different security needs were highlighted. The protection of civilians as UN 
peace operations’ approach to human security was also present in the answers. 
Human security could be seen in the respondents’ work by their supporting 
and training rule of law state actors in protecting civilians, human rights and 
how to treat the victims of crime. 

According to an informant working in a UN police mission, protection of ci-
vilians is in the mandate and at the heart of everything. For individual police 
officers, it is mainly training and awareness-raising. The foreign police unit also 
carries out physical protection. The mission cooperates with other UN entities 
and local organisations. However, this does not mean this is a UN human secu-
rity project, but indicates cooperation with stakeholders and the importance of 
local ownership. Even though the UN has a distinct human security approach, 
human security as a term is not mentioned in the mission, but protection of 
civilians is talked about, according to the informant. The respondents to the 
questionnaire also related that human security was not mentioned anywhere in 
the UN peace operations where they worked. The informant worked in another 
UN peace operation earlier and related that there the presence and visibility of 
the UN enhanced the feeling of security of the local people. 

1	 https://www.un.org/humansecurity/country/kosovo/

https://www.un.org/humansecurity/country/kosovo/
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3.2 	EU

Human security has been especially apparent in the EU’s civilian crisis manage-
ment. It seems that the human security approach and EU civilian crisis manage-
ment were built to be very much alike because they have both been developed 
simultaneously since the early 2000s. As civilian crisis management also works 
as a preventative tool and, for example, builds capacities and state security 
structures, it enhances human security. Because the HSSG essentially deve
loped the concept for European security and defence policy, they managed to 
enable “a learning process among EU decision makers and actors” to be able to 
move the focus of crisis management “from stabilisation of a conflict area to a 
sustainable human security” (Tamminen 2008, 3). CMC Finland also published 
a training manual on human security in peacebuilding in 2009 and supported 
the HSSG in making the second report.

However, the current documents on the civilian Common Security and De-
fence Policy (CSDP) do not include a definition of human security, nor do they 
mention the term “human security” much. For example, the Civilian CSDP 
Compact (2023) does not mention human security explicitly, but some of its 
themes can be identified as advancing human security:

•	 Local ownership, assessing needs of the host country and enhancing coop-
eration with civil society at all levels

•	 Acting throughout the entire conflict cycle
•	 Addressing security challenges of climate change and environmental degra-

dation
•	 Promoting and mainstreaming human rights systematically in all activities 

and exercise human rights due diligence, conflict sensitivity and the do-no-
harm approach, to ensure compliance with international law

•	 Promoting protection of civilians
•	 Strengthening implementation of the women, peace and security agenda
•	 Protecting the EU and its citizens
•	 Promoting the rule of law and accountability in host countries

It is possible that the human security approach was mainstreamed to the EU’s 
civilian CSDP structures during the first two decades of the 2000s and is, 
therefore, no longer widely referred to as a concept. Instead, the principles and 
themes are still part of the civilian CSDP, which could inform about the main-
streaming. Also, the EU’s security environment and the foreign and security 
policy focus have shifted, which could mean that human security has no longer 
been seen as an important topic to emphasise. 
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Half of the questionnaire respondents in EU civilian crisis management mis-
sions and secretariat positions defined human security as individual security 
that focuses on humans rather than on a state. One respondent defined it as 
the overall security of a mission member, which indeed focuses on a human, 
but quite narrowly on a mission member. Two respondents did not know how 
to define human security. Regardless, everyone saw that human security is part 
of their work. However, the understanding of the concept could affect their 
other answers and not everyone described how human security is part of their 
work. This indicates that the human security concept is not clear to all experts.

The EU Mission in Armenia (EUMA), established in 2023, is the only civilian 
CSDP mission that currently has the term “human security” in its mandate. One 
of its mandated tasks is to contribute to “human security in conflict-affected 
areas, inter alia by gathering information through ad hoc patrolling and repor
ting on situations where, due to direct or indirect consequences of the conflict, 
life and basic human rights are endangered” (Council of the European Union 
2023). In this task, protection of civilians and the principles of protecting and 
promoting human rights are in focus. 

Even though human security is not mentioned in the mandate of the EU Moni
toring Mission in Georgia (EUMM Georgia), the mission has human security 
teams in all field offices. According to an informant from EUMM Georgia, during 
patrols, the human security teams talk to people living along the Administrative 
Boundary Lines (ABL), checking on their human security by asking about their 
basic needs and feeling of security. In short, the team’s work is to find informa-
tion on all the issues that human security includes and report on them. Human 
security is directly linked to the normalisation of everyday life of the people 
along the ABL and internally displaced people, for example. The teams are al-
so trying to find information about human security in the occupied territories, 
but they can only monitor the Tbilisi-administrated side, so information-gath-
ering can be difficult sometimes. One way to follow this is through immediate 
response mechanism meetings OSCE and EUMM hold with both sides of the 
borderline. Gender mainstreaming also easily falls under the human security 
team, which they do for example by organising events. Cultural heritage is also 
part of the team’s work, by checking if people have access to cultural heritage 
sites along the boundary line or access to churches. They also ask people about 
the use of languages in schools. 

Human security teams’ reporting is used for immediate response mechanism 
meetings where their practical information about human security needs, such 
as the potable water situation, is shared. The human security team also coop-
erates with organisations working with conflict-affected people. The human 
security team, however, is slightly unstructured according to the informant 
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because they do not have a particular aim. Sometimes the team is requested 
by a special report by the mission headquarters, and the reporting section of 
the mission often chooses human security issues for their reports sent to Civil-
ian Operations Headquarters. Therefore, the informant told they feel the work 
of the human security team is important. The presence of the EUMM monitors 
also sometimes makes local people feel safe:

“What I do feel is important if we’re not talking about reporting, but if 
we’re talking about us and being present along the ABL is that people very 
often they say thank you for being here. We like you, we feel safe when 
you’re around.” Informant 1

The informant from a UN police mission made a similar observation that the 
visibility of peace operation personnel can contribute to the feeling of security 
of the local population. 

Even though EUMM Georgia has human security teams, the introduction 
presentations to new personnel do not include a definition of human securi-
ty, which can leave mission members uncertain about what the term means. 
Therefore, it is important to explain to new mission members what human se-
curity is. However, the practical work of the teams goes along the UN approach 
of human security.

Some respondents to the questionnaire said that human security is part of 
their EU mission or secretariat’s work, but most often not explicitly. Only one 
concrete example was given, that human security is mentioned in the mission 
statement of their secretariat division. Respondents were generally sure that 
the EU has a definition for human security, but they did not know what the 
definition is because it has not been visible or talked about anywhere.

3.3 	NATO

In the context of NATO’s core task of crisis prevention and management, it 
mentions that integrating the human security approach “promotes long-term, 
sustainable peace, security and stability through cooperation with the local au-
thorities, population and civil society” (NATO 2024, 17), making it almost refer 
to national ownership. NATO does not have civilian crisis management mis-
sions, but it is useful to examine how the concept has recently been perceived 
in the political and military alliance, and how it could change the human security 
approach in crisis management, but also more broadly in the discussion around 
international security. 



13

The questionnaire respondent working at NATO defined human security 
along the lines of NATO’s human security definition and emphasised the focus 
on a human instead of a state. NATO’s specific human security approach was 
new for one of the informants when they started to work at NATO, even though 
the concept of human security was not new to them. 

Because NATO has adopted a human security approach, the implementation 
of the approach is also operationalised there. As human security is one of the 
cross-cutting themes at NATO, the staff in advisory tasks should also imple-
ment it across their actions, according to an informant working in NATO. There 
is also a human security advisor whose primary task is human security imple-
mentation by advising others to integrate the topic in their work and to directly 
advise partners on the topic. Human security is still mainstreamed in all the ac-
tivities of the organisation because it is a new concept for NATO. However, for 
example, one informant said that human security is not especially mentioned 
in the basic induction training for the new staff. Furthermore, because NATO’s 
human security approach is wide, one informant said that there is not an equal 
focus on all the five perspectives of human security. 

According to the informants from NATO, there are several other topics that 
are closely linked with human security. For example, human security is often 
mentioned alongside international humanitarian law, and the NATO concepts 
of human security and women, peace and security are interlinked. 

Contrary to the perception the NATO documents can give on human security, 
human security in NATO does not only mean maintaining human security in NA-
TO’s own actions even though it is also part of it: 

“It’s not only ensuring that the adversary can do harm, but also provides 
access to basic needs and creates secure environment. So, that is more 
broad societal support to human security.” Informant 5

3.4 	Other organisations

The OSCE respondents defined human security in the questionnaire mainly 
from the UN perspective. However, one of them described that human security 
is military strategic security and the responsibility of the state to protect the 
security of its people, which is closer to the NATO approach to human security. 
One of the OSCE respondents related that human security is part of their work 
through working with local state security authorities, which comes close to the 
protection of civilians. One respondent said that human security is not part 
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of the language of the OSCE because the discourse of the organisation is on 
comprehensive security, which consists of the politico-military dimension, the 
economic and environmental dimension and the human dimension. 

One respondent from the ICC defined human security in a comprehensive 
manner which emphasised complementarity of human security to state-cen-
tredness, human rights and “constructing the kind of transnational internation-
al institutions that can protect them”. However, human security as a concept 
has not been considered or mentioned at the ICC. The informant who worked 
there explained that at the ICC, human security is most apparent in the work 
with victims of international crimes. The human security of the victims has been 
compromised, and the combination of international criminal justice, human se-
curity and human rights have been violated:

“The ICC works to advance human rights. And human security’s approach, 
that also has the same cause in a way. So, there is this connection between 
human security and International Criminal Court, and human rights is sort 
of a combining factor between the two.” Informant 3

The personal human security definition of the respondent from the Council of 
Europe placed emphasis on a person’s feeling of security in their everyday life. 
Human security is indirectly part of their work through advancing democracy 
and civic space. 

4	 Different approaches of the 
international organisations 

The UN, the EU and NATO all have a comprehensive and wide approach to 
human security, but it is demonstrated in different ways in practice. The UN 
might have the most comprehensive approach, which is also rooted in human 
rights and is development-focused. The UN describes that responses to threats 
should be people-centred, comprehensive, context-specific and prevention-ori-
ented, but does not define how to respond on an operational level because it 
should be context-specific. Human security in the EU’s civilian CSDP structures 
is quite comprehensive as well, but the approach seems to be more tied to the 
operations, such as through human security teams and how to advance human 
security comprehensively in other operations of the missions. The EU is the only 
organisation that does not have an official document defining its approach to 
human security. NATO calls its human security approach multi-sectoral and has 
five areas of work related to human security. However, these are not as com-
prehensive as the UN approach, for example. Also, specific to NATO’s approach 
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in its human security document is that human security refers to the risks and 
threats to civilian populations which may arise in all that the Alliance does, even 
though an interviewee mentioned that it does not only concern NATO’s own 
actions. 

Even though the UN was the first to adopt the concept and places much em-
phasis on it in the organisation, when concerning (civilian) crisis management, 
UN peace operations emphasise human security the least and is not very com-
prehensive, as the concept is most apparent in the form of the protection of ci-
vilians in UN peace operations. It seems that it is the work of other UN agencies 
to work with human security. In contrast, the EU, despite its lack of an official 
definition, has human security mainstreamed in its civilian crisis management 
structures and has human security related tasks in the form of patrolling and 
reporting in couple of missions, such as EUMM Georgia and EUM Armenia. In 
NATO, human security is gaining attention on an operational level and the con-
cept is still being mainstreamed.

The approaches differ because of the different natures, goals and ambitions 
of the organisations. For example, the responsibilities and strategic objectives 
of the UN and NATO are different: “NATO is a security organization tasked with 
keeping its member states secure, while the UN is a collective forum supporting 
broader pre- and post-conflict programming, including peacebuilding and de-
velopment” (Meharg & Okros 2025, 9). Therefore, the organisations approach 
human security from their own points of view.

Human security can also be used as “an agenda-setting concept” for an or-
ganisation to bring the most important needs of individuals onto the agenda of 
action that have been excluded from the traditional concept of and discussion 
on international security (Gilder 2024, 7). This means that an international or-
ganisation can also be context-specific and focus on specific threats to human 
security. In the EU, this could be seen as going along the lines of the political 
views of the EU and its member states. For example, while a human security ap-
proach in EU foreign and security policy was initially created to address security 
risks outside the EU, now that the EU is experiencing threats from inside, the 
security narrative is also changing (Bargués 2025). 

It seems that the UN approach to human security is the most widely known 
and used approach, and the EU and NATO apply it in their own approaches. 
It has been argued that because NATO’s approach is new, there is a good 
opportunity for the organisation to take a lead and “develop sophisticated 
mechanisms for the detection of human security threats and military and civ-
il responses” (Gilder 2024, 9-10). This could lead to NATO’s human security 
approach becoming the leading approach for many, especially in the field of 
military and defence, with people and different organisations understanding 
the concept in different ways. It can be a positive aspect that human security 
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thinking is applied in different international organisations and in their own 
contexts of work. However, if the NATO approach starts to contest the more 
comprehensive human security concept of the UN, this can become a risk for 
multidimensional human security thinking where all the security needs of peo-
ple are addressed. 

5	 Conclusion
While human security has become a term used in civilian crisis management, 
the definition is not widely explained to experts working with human security 
themes, according to the questionnaire and interviews of this working paper. 
Therefore, several competing understandings and definitions of human securi-
ty exist. Furthermore, the concept of human security is not much talked about 
in operations and secretariats unless they have specific structures or tasks 
involving the concept. When looking at the mandates and work of civilian cri-
sis management of the EU, UN, NATO and others, they have elements of the 
comprehensive UN human security approach. For example, the work of civilian 
crisis management towards good governance, sustainable institutions, security 
sector reform and gender equality enhance human security. 

When considering what the views on human security look like in the larger 
field of international security and politics, it initially seems that the concept has 
not received much attention recently because of the emphasis on militarisation 
and power politics. One exception is NATO’s new approach to bring human se-
curity into the field of military and defence.2 

In the context of the EU and the environment of new security threats, the 
response to them will not be sustainable if the principles of human security 
approach are not considered. There is a real need in the EU for investing in 
defence, but in the end, it is humans who live within and outside the EU, and 
the thinking should also concern their security and what makes them feel se-
cure, as opposed to approaching security solely from the state perspective. On 
the other hand, threats to human security are generally interdependent and 
therefore, “human security and state-centred security are not opposite terms; 
instead they, if anything complete on another. Threat to a state can also be 
considered to be a threat to human security and vice versa” (Korhonen 2011, 
22).

2	 Although, for example the Ministry of Defence of the United Kingdom published an 
authoritative policy on human security in defence in 2021:  
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/human-security-in-defence-jsp-985

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/human-security-in-defence-jsp-985
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It has been suggested that a new term for human security should be invent-
ed (Bargués 2025) which will better describe how security is needed. Recently, 
new initiatives in redefining human security back to the older comprehensive 
approach have emerged. The recent report of the UN Secretary-General, The 
Security We Need (2025, 7), which addresses sustainable alternatives for mili-
tary spending, “calls for a fundamental shift in how we understand and pursue 
security”. The report talks about human-centred security as an alternative to 
traditional state-centric military security. Furthermore, the United Nations 
Trust Fund for Human Security and the Stockholm International Peace Re-
search Institute have been organising a series of Nordic Dialogues on Human 
Security which explore how a human-centred lens can help navigate an evolving 
global landscape.3 These developments suggest that there are also ongoing 
assessments and discussions on how to ensure the security of people in the 
national, foreign and security policies and how to redefine security. 
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