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INTRODUCTION 
 

 
Outside the United States, in the rest of the world, 

including Mexico, is where the American debate must be 

taken to its logical extremes. It is necessary to insist on the 

fact that the super power must comply with a definition of 

national security compatible with collective security... a 

new definition of national and international security that 

goes further than the military and that includes limitations 

to all in diverse issues.1  

 
 
At present, major debates regarding the meaning of security tend to revolve around two 

main questions: ‘security against what?’ and ‘whose security?’ In general terms, the 

traditional view of national security aims to protect the state’s integrity from external 

aggressions. However, theoretical literature and real-life policymaking are gradually 

shifting to a new tendency. Thorough studies have recently begun to question traditional 

concepts by discussing their suitability to the current international context, especially 

for developing countries. Thus, two major arguments have started to emerge. The first, 

addressing the ‘security against what’ question, emphasizes the internal threats that 

have arisen as a result of a lack of governance and the deficient fulfillment of basic 

human necessities. The second, closely related to the ‘whose security’ question, 

underlines the need to distinguish between national objectives, identified by the citizens, 

and national interests recognized by the ruling classes. 

 

After the end of the Cold War, when the bipolar international system was 

officially declared dead and the United States emerged as the only superpower in the 

world, a global revolution of concepts, structures, institutions and even theories evolved 

                                                 
1 Lorenzo Meyer, ‘El Gran Debate’ [The Great Debate], Periódico Reforma (México D.F. 16 de abril del 
2004) [my translation]. 
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as a result of the new reality states were facing worldwide. Since then, the reformulation 

of the notion of security (national, collective, hemispheric and even global) has 

occupied a main role in national and international academic debates, as well as being on 

the agenda of international politics. 

 

If we go straight to the roots of the problem surrounding security, we find firstly 

that one of the main problems relies on the fact that, as it has to do with the study of the 

people, their behavior, and their institutions, it usually deals with subjective factors that 

cannot always be demonstrated as a unique truth or as a rule to follow. This is perhaps 

the reason why academics and experts can only provide their own points of view and 

trends to be taken into consideration when studying different phenomena in this realm. 

Therefore, the structuring and definition of concepts within this field has tended to be 

quite complex. Few times, if any, have the concepts –considered the basic elements in 

the construction of theories and for research projects– proved to be as specific as needed 

in order to avoid misunderstandings, ambiguities or even different interpretations. 

Security is definitely not one of these few cases. The complexity of this term is that 

although it is used all over the world, there is, in the words of Dr. Sergio Aguayo, “not 

even a remote agreement on its definition or on what parameters it should be 

constructed upon.”2 It follows then, that in practical matters this concept, which is 

normally used to grant legitimacy to fundamental national policies, is based upon these 

kinds of uncertainties.   

 In the Latin American region, the concept of ‘national security’ has developed a 

particularly difficult history, considering that during the years of the Cold War, a large 

number of antidemocratic governments in the region –especially those headed by 

military forces– used this term to justify the destruction and oppression of what they 
                                                 
2  Sergio Aguayo, En busca de la seguridad perdida [In search of the lost security] (México, D.F.: Siglo 
Veintiuno Editores, 1990), 11, [my translation]. 
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called the ‘interior enemy’, which in general terms made reference to all the groups and 

institutions that opposed the totalitarian regime.3 This is perhaps one of the main 

reasons why the words ‘national security’ were usually not included in any of the 

official speeches offered by democratic leaders after the end of the Cold War. This 

could also be a fair explanation of why almost all of the Latin American countries have 

not consolidated a national security policy that could be used to facilitate the 

achievement of their national objectives. 

 These arguments help us start realizing some of the reasons why there is no 

consensus among Latin American countries on a clear definition of security (national 

and hemispheric) and no previous experience on how this concept must be socially 

constructed and how it can be used in order to benefit their own people.  

 

 Another issue, perhaps even a problem, related to the concept of hemispheric 

security in the Americas, is the multiple transformations that the world order has 

suffered lately as a result of the end of the Cold War. Globalization and interdependence 

have forced practically all of Latin America to become somehow submissive to the 

United States’ interests. This region has consequently remained somewhat marginal to 

any discussion concerning the creation of a new system of hemispheric security that 

could allow the redefinition of mechanisms and institutions by taking into consideration 

the needs of the majority of the continent’s countries, and not only those of one, or a 

few. 

 Furthermore, after the terrorist attacks the United States suffered in 2001, the 

new foreign policy adopted by this county has obliged it to turn its attention toward 

Latin America exclusively as a means to reduce its vulnerability of a possible attack 

coming from this sphere of influence. This new foreign policy based on a world battle 

                                                 
3 Aguayo, En busca de la seguridad perdida, 13. 
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against terrorism, this country’s power –and willingness– to execute unilateral actions 

and the fragmentation and lack of governance within Latin American countries are also 

important to understand why the current Western Hemispheric Security System has 

been easily shaped by one state in order to protect its own interests, but for the sake of 

collective security as a justification.  

In this way, the Latin American region develops itself within a security system 

that does no longer correspond to its interests and does not satisfy its necessities. The 

shift towards a human security model, based not only on military actions, but that could 

seek the integration of the social, economic and political spheres, has therefore become 

a vital priority in the exercise of hemispheric security in the American Continent.  

The fact that the United States  has  been  an  eager  supporter  of   what  experts  

call  the  traditional  security model, which refers mainly to military power, does not 

necessarily mean that the rest of the countries in the Americas fully agree on 

implementing it as the best way to enhance security in the continent. As a matter of fact, 

the majority of the American countries have recently expressed that, and just as it will 

be argued in this project, the notion of security needs to be reconstructed into a 

multidimensional concept in order to attack new non-traditional threats to the region.4 

All this considers that “the [Western] Hemisphere is characterized as a peaceful region, 

with low incidence of traditional threats to security. South America, particularly… 

[presents] low military expenditures and absence of nuclear weapons.”5

Additionally, it has become evident that the maintenance of any national 

security, and therefore hemispheric security, must no longer be a role exclusive to the 

                                                 
4 It is suggested to the reader to check out the ‘Analysis of the Answers given by State Members to the 
Questionnaire about the New Approaches of the Hemispheric Security solicited by the Presidency to the 
Commission of Hemispheric Security of the Organization of American States’. [OEA/Ser.G. CP7CSH-
430/02. rev 1 add 1]. October the 10th, 2002. 
5 Brasil, Cuestionario sobre nuevos enfoques de la Seguridad Hemisférica [Questionnaire about the new 
approaches of the hemispheric security], Organización de Estados Americanos, 13 de agosto de 2001. 
[my translation] 
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state. It has to be framed under a new scheme of participation in which new national and 

international actors, such as civil society and non-governmental organizations, could 

help in achieving any country’s national objectives and, in this case, the hemispheric 

ones. 

  

 As Gary King and Christopher Murray note, “after the Cold War, many attempts 

to ensure the territorial security of nation-states, through the practical application of 

what the traditional concept of national security involves, have failed to improve their 

total human condition.”6 The current existing concepts and mechanisms are no longer 

suitable for fulfilling the new international demands, especially for developing countries 

in the Americas. Therefore an urgent necessity of redefining the concept of collective 

security (hemispheric security when applied to the American Continent) and 

transforming it into integral measures that may assure the welfare of the people in these 

countries has now arisen. In response to this, the international community has moved to 

combine economic development with military security and social issues to form new 

models and strategies in which the state is no longer the central and unique subject of 

national security policies. It is the conception of the person that has now come to the 

fore in this new perspective. It therefore results that the notion of ‘human security’, 

which will be deeply analyzed in this project, is perhaps the best example of this new 

trend.  

 

The current conditions I established earlier require the hemispheric security 

system in the American Continent to develop a new approach. I will argue that this new 

approach should be focused on the nation’s protection and no longer concerned solely 

with assuring the state’s survival.  I will show that the concept of human security, still 

                                                 
6 Gary King and Christopher Murray, “Rethinking Human Security,” Political Science Quarterly 16, no.4 
(2001-2002): 585-610. 
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in process of development, stands out as the most viable approach. This is because, as I 

will argue throughout this study, it is better able to provide developing nation-states 

with territorial security and guarantee their people an adequate level of welfare. After 

all, “[s]tates will not be safe if their citizens are not.” 7

  

In order to come up with an integral research project, it will be divided into two 

parts, a conceptual segment and a practical one. The first half, consisting of two 

chapters, will have as a central purpose to discuss and analyze the most recent 

information obtained from the current international debates surrounding security. The 

latter, consisting of only one chapter and some final considerations, will try to provide 

the framework and conditions under which the previous information finds its field of 

practice.  

Chapter I will explore some of the parameters concerning the notion of security 

and will also provide a definition of some of the most important security-related 

concepts.  It will analyze the contestability and complexity of the concept of security. 

Chapter II will focus on examining the strengths and weaknesses of the human 

security conception and will compare it to the traditional one. This chapter’s relevance 

relies on the fact that it will provide the justification of why a hemispheric security 

system based on the concept of human security might bring more benefits to the nations 

of the American Continent, specifically those in Latin America, than the current 

traditional one. 

In the second section, Chapter III will present the socio-political background that 

gave birth to, and eventually consolidated, the Inter-American Security System. It will 

also describe the evolution of the security-relations framework in the Americas and the 

                                                 
7 Comisión sobre Seguridad Humana, Universidad para la Paz y el Instituto Interamericano de Derechos 
Humanos, Relación entre Derechos Humanos y Seguridad Humana [Relation between Human Security 
and Human Rights] (San José, Costa Rica: Documento de Trabajo, 2001), 4, [my translation]. 
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current debates surrounding this topic in the continent, including the possibility of 

adapting the human security approach in the hemisphere and the standpoint of four of 

the leading countries in the Americas. 

Final conclusions and considerations including justifications and some 

recommendations for promoting the study and implementation of human security in the 

Americas will be explored in a last segment.  

 

The methodology that conforms this discussion consists of compiling and 

examining information from diverse sources and developing a critical analysis of the 

different perspectives and circumstances under which the Western Hemispheric 

Security System has been built during the last decades until the present time. Although 

it will follow a deductive process, going from the general aspects of security to the 

assessment of human security and finally to the importance of adapting it to the Inter-

American Security System, it will focus on rather general aspects. In this way this 

project’s methodology will concentrate in scope rather than selectivity. 

In opposition to other methodologies, such as the ones used in exact sciences, 

this one is deficient in terms of providing irrefutable quantitative data as to prove a 

hypothesis. Nevertheless, the fact that the object to be studied corresponds to a social 

phenomenon reinforces the necessity and importance of a methodology in which the 

main tools will be interpretation and analysis. This methodology has been chosen 

because it allows providing links between different concepts, filling the gaps left by 

experts and scholars, it is more sensitive to an interdisciplinary approach and finally, 

and most importantly, it lays some conceptual foundations for making further research 

on diverse and specific issues in the field. This methodology also faces weaknesses 

because to take a broad focus leaves the analysis of relevant issues aside and does not 

treat some issues with enough depth. Nevertheless, my defense on these points would be 
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that there are authors who have addressed many specific aspects of the concept and that 

this thesis is concerned with being consistent in providing the basic knowledge on the 

topic so that further research can be made in the future.  

 

My arguments hope to contribute to a better understanding of the concept of 

human security, which could then allow someone else to construct a new model of 

hemispheric security based on it. 

 My arguments will also attempt to show that the current mechanisms are not 

designed to meet this region’s security needs as they should, especially in the Latin 

American region. I will therefore demonstrate that it is crucial, from my conclusions on 

this, that someone should take the notion of, and the need for, restructuring the current 

Western Hemispheric Security System seriously.   

 It is hoped that the importance of this thesis lies in its attempt to provide 

alternatives to a situation that no longer holds in today’s circumstances and needs a new 

interpretation, or at the very least, contribute to an academic debate in which such 

alternatives might later be formulated.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


