
1 
 

Say Goodbye to National Security 

Chen Yu 
 

[Abstract] This essay critically examines the concept of national security, 
arguing that it is a Western-centric paradigm that often exacerbates insecurity in 
non-Western countries. By tracing the historical evolution of national security, rooted 
in the Westphalian state system, the essay highlights its focus on state sovereignty 
and territorial integrity, which fails to address the complexities of contemporary 
global challenges. Through case studies, it is demonstrated how the United States' 
pursuit of national security has led to insecurity, conflict, and instability in various 
regions, underlining the limitations of a narrowly defined national security paradigm. 
In response, the essay proposes a shift towards new security concepts that reflect the 
interconnected, interdependent nature of today's world. These 
alternatives—Resilience Security, Harmony Security, Interconnected Security, and 
Generational Security—emphasize inclusivity, sustainability, and cooperation. They 
aim to place human well-being, environmental stewardship, and the prosperity of 
future generations at the center of security considerations, offering a more holistic, 
equitable, and sustainable approach to global security challenges. 

[Keywords] National Security, Western-Centrism, Insecurity, Global 
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I. Introduction 

In the contemporary global landscape, the concept of national security stands as 
a cornerstone of international relations, shaping the policies and priorities of states 
around the world. Traditionally rooted in the Westphalian state system, the notion of 
national security emphasizes state sovereignty, territorial integrity, and the protection 
of national interests against external threats. This paradigm, largely developed and 
propagated by Western powers, has dominated global discourse, influencing how 
nations conceive of and address security concerns. 

However, the adequacy and relevance of the national security concept are 
increasingly being called into question. As a non-Western scholar of international 
relations, I argue that the traditional concept of national security is not only 
Western-centered but also contributes to the insecurity of many countries, 
particularly those outside the Western bloc. The national security strategies of 
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powerful nations, especially the United States, often exacerbate global tensions, sow 
instability in various regions, and overlook the broader spectrum of human and 
environmental threats that transcend national borders. 

The pursuit of national security, as it is currently understood and practiced, 
tends to prioritize military might and state interests over global well-being and 
human security. This approach has led to a world where the security of some nations 
is achieved at the expense of others, creating a cycle of insecurity and conflict that 
undermines collective efforts to address pressing global challenges such as climate 
change, pandemics, cyber threats, and social inequality. 

It is within this context that I propose a reevaluation of the concept of national 
security. This essay, entitled "Say Goodbye to National Security," aims to critique the 
traditional national security paradigm and introduce alternative concepts that are 
more inclusive, equitable, and reflective of our interconnected world. By exploring 
these alternatives, we can envision a new framework for global security—one that 
prioritizes human well-being, environmental sustainability, and the collective 
security of all nations over the narrow interests of a few. 

As we embark on this critical examination, it is essential to understand the 
historical context and evolution of national security, recognize its limitations, and 
explore the need for a paradigm shift. The following sections will delve into these 
aspects, ultimately proposing a set of alternative concepts that offer a more holistic 
and forward-looking approach to achieving global security in the 21st century. 

II. Critique of National Security 

A. Historical Context and Evolution 

The concept of national security, as it is known today, finds its roots deeply 
embedded in the Westphalian state system, originating from the Peace of Westphalia 
in 1648. This pivotal moment in history marked the beginning of the state-centric 
international order, emphasizing the principles of state sovereignty, territorial 
integrity, and non-interference in the internal affairs of states. These principles laid 
the groundwork for the modern understanding of national security, focusing on the 
protection of a state's territorial boundaries and its sovereignty from external threats. 

Over the centuries, the concept of national security has evolved, yet its core 
remains tethered to the protection of state interests against external military threats. 
During the Cold War era, the notion of national security was further amplified, 
particularly in the United States and the Soviet Union, where it became synonymous 
with military might, nuclear deterrence, and the strategic balance of power. This 
period witnessed an unprecedented arms race and the formation of military alliances, 
such as NATO and the Warsaw Pact, further entrenching the military-centric view of 
national security. 
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In the post-Cold War era, the concept of national security began to expand 
beyond traditional military threats to include non-military challenges such as 
economic stability, energy security, environmental concerns, and cyber threats. 
Despite this broadening of scope, the underlying framework of national security 
remained state-centric, with a predominant focus on safeguarding the state's interests. 

This historical evolution of national security has been predominantly driven by 
Western political thought and practice. The Westphalian principles, along with 
subsequent adaptations of the national security concept, have been largely shaped by 
the geopolitical interests and philosophical underpinnings of Western powers. This 
Western-centric approach to national security has not only influenced the 
international relations paradigm but has also been exported globally through 
colonization, globalization, and international norms, shaping how security is 
conceived and practiced around the world. 

However, this evolution has not necessarily translated into a more secure world, 
particularly for non-Western countries. The adherence to a state-centric and 
military-focused concept of national security, championed by Western powers, often 
overlooks the complex and interconnected nature of contemporary global challenges. 
Moreover, it fails to account for the diverse security needs and perspectives of 
countries outside the Western bloc, leading to a one-size-fits-all approach that may 
exacerbate insecurity rather than mitigate it. 

B. Case Studies of Insecurity 

The pursuit of national security by powerful nations, particularly the United 
States, has often led to insecurity, conflict, and instability in various regions around 
the world. This section examines several case studies that illustrate how the 
traditional concept of national security, with its emphasis on military might and state 
sovereignty, contributes to global insecurity. These examples highlight the 
unintended consequences of interventions, support for authoritarian regimes, and the 
prioritization of geopolitical interests over human security. 

1. The Middle East and Central Asia: Iraq and Afghanistan 
The United States' military interventions in Iraq in 2003 and Afghanistan in 

2001 were justified on the grounds of national security, with the objectives of 
dismantling weapons of mass destruction (WMD) programs and combating terrorism, 
respectively. However, the absence of WMDs in Iraq and the prolonged conflict in 
Afghanistan have raised questions about the effectiveness and ethical implications of 
such interventions. These actions have resulted in significant loss of life, widespread 
displacement, and the destabilization of entire regions, contributing to the rise of 
extremist groups and perpetuating cycles of violence and insecurity. 

2. Latin America: Supporting Authoritarian Regimes 
During the Cold War, the United States supported authoritarian regimes in Latin 

America under the guise of preventing the spread of communism and protecting 
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national security interests. Countries like Chile, Nicaragua, and Guatemala 
experienced direct or indirect U.S. involvement, which often led to human rights 
abuses, suppression of democracy, and long-term social and political instability. 
These interventions not only undermined the security and well-being of the local 
populations but also contributed to deep-seated resentment and distrust towards the 
United States. 

3. Africa: The War on Terror and Drone Warfare 
In Africa, the expansion of the U.S.-led War on Terror, particularly in the Horn 

of Africa and the Sahel region, has been marked by an increase in drone strikes and 
military operations aimed at combating terrorist groups. While these actions are 
intended to enhance national and global security, they have often resulted in civilian 
casualties, destruction of property, and the displacement of communities. Moreover, 
the militarization of these regions has sometimes exacerbated local conflicts, fueled 
anti-American sentiments, and contributed to the recruitment efforts of extremist 
groups. 

4. Southeast Asia: The Vietnam War 
The Vietnam War serves as a historical example of how the pursuit of national 

security objectives can lead to widespread insecurity and humanitarian crises. The 
U.S. involvement in Vietnam, driven by the desire to contain the spread of 
communism, resulted in millions of deaths, extensive environmental damage, and the 
division of families and communities. The long-term impacts of the war, including 
unexploded ordnance and the effects of chemical agents like Agent Orange, continue 
to pose security and health risks to the Vietnamese people. 

These case studies underscore the limitations and adverse consequences of a 
national security paradigm that prioritizes military solutions and geopolitical interests 
over the well-being of individuals and communities. They highlight the need for a 
reevaluation of what constitutes security and whom it serves. As we move forward, it 
becomes imperative to explore alternative security concepts that address the root 
causes of conflict and instability, prioritize human security, and foster international 
cooperation and peace. 

III. The Need for New Security Concepts 

A. Global Interconnectedness 

In the contemporary world, the notion of security has transcended the traditional 
boundaries of national states, revealing the intricate web of global interconnectedness 
that binds humanity together. This interconnectedness is not merely a matter of 
economic or technological ties but extends to the very fabric of our environmental, 
health, and social systems. The challenges we face today, be they pandemics, climate 
change, cyber threats, or transnational terrorism, do not respect national borders. 
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They are global in scope, necessitating a reevaluation and expansion of our 
understanding of security beyond the confines of the nation-state. 

The COVID-19 pandemic serves as a stark reminder of our global 
interconnectedness and the vulnerabilities it can expose. Originating in one part of 
the world, the virus swiftly traversed continents, affecting millions of lives, crippling 
economies, and laying bare the interconnected and interdependent nature of our 
global society. Similarly, climate change, with its capacity to trigger natural disasters, 
droughts, and mass migrations, underscores the reality that environmental security is 
a shared concern, impacting all nations and peoples. 

This global interconnectedness demands a shift in perspective from a security 
paradigm that is predominantly national and competitive to one that is global and 
cooperative. It calls for an understanding that the security of any one nation is 
intrinsically linked to the security of all. In this light, actions taken by a single nation, 
whether beneficial or detrimental, can have far-reaching implications, affecting the 
global community. Thus, the pursuit of security cannot be a zero-sum game, where 
the security of one nation is achieved at the expense of others. Instead, it requires 
collaborative efforts, mutual trust, and shared responsibilities. 

The acknowledgment of our global interconnectedness also brings to the 
forefront the importance of international institutions and frameworks that facilitate 
cooperation and collective action. These institutions play a critical role in addressing 
transnational challenges, fostering dialogue, and coordinating responses to crises that 
affect the global community. However, for these institutions to be effective, there 
must be a genuine commitment from all nations to uphold the principles of 
international cooperation and to engage in good faith negotiations. 

In proposing new security concepts, it is imperative to integrate this 
understanding of global interconnectedness. Security policies and strategies must be 
designed with a recognition of the complex interdependencies that define our world. 
They should aim not only to protect against immediate threats but also to build 
resilience against future challenges through international cooperation, shared 
knowledge, and collective action. By embracing our interconnectedness, we can 
forge a path towards a security paradigm that is inclusive, sustainable, and capable of 
addressing the multifaceted challenges of the 21st century. 

B. Human-Centric Approaches 

The traditional national security paradigm, with its emphasis on state 
sovereignty, territorial integrity, and military power, often overlooks the most 
fundamental unit of any society: the individual. It is increasingly evident that the 
security of a nation cannot be disentangled from the well-being and security of its 
people. Thus, a critical shift towards human-centric approaches to security is 
imperative. This shift recognizes that true security is not merely the absence of war 
or conflict but encompasses the presence of conditions that allow individuals and 
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communities to flourish. 
Human-centric security approaches prioritize the basic needs and rights of 

individuals, including access to food, water, health care, education, and freedom 
from fear and want. They focus on protecting people from critical and pervasive 
threats, whether they be violence, disease, poverty, or environmental degradation. 
This perspective aligns with the concept of human security, which was introduced by 
the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) in 1994. Human security 
expands the scope of security to include non-military issues that are crucial for 
individual safety and dignity. 

Adopting human-centric approaches requires a reevaluation of how resources 
are allocated within national security strategies. Excessive military spending, often 
justified in the name of national security, must be scrutinized against the backdrop of 
underfunded social services and public health systems. The COVID-19 pandemic, for 
instance, has highlighted how investments in health care infrastructure and early 
warning systems can be as crucial for national security as defense spending. By 
redirecting resources towards addressing the root causes of insecurity, such as 
inequality, injustice, and environmental degradation, states can build a more resilient 
and peaceful society. 

Moreover, human-centric approaches advocate for the empowerment of local 
communities and the inclusion of marginalized groups in security discussions and 
decision-making processes. Security policies must be responsive to the diverse needs 
and perspectives of society, recognizing that top-down approaches often fail to 
address the nuanced realities faced by different segments of the population. 
Empowering communities not only ensures that security measures are more effective 
and sustainable but also fosters a sense of ownership and responsibility among 
citizens. 

In the realm of international relations, human-centric security approaches 
encourage states to cooperate on transnational issues that directly impact human 
well-being, such as climate change, human trafficking, and pandemics. This requires 
a move away from competitive geopolitics towards a model of global governance 
that prioritizes the collective good. International cooperation should be based on 
mutual respect, shared responsibility, and a recognition that the security of one nation 
is inextricably linked to the security of others. 

In conclusion, human-centric approaches to security represent a necessary 
evolution of the concept of national security. By placing the well-being of individuals 
at the center of security considerations, we can address the root causes of insecurity, 
foster more inclusive and resilient societies, and build a foundation for sustainable 
peace and development. This shift is not only a moral imperative but a strategic 
necessity in an increasingly interconnected and complex world. 
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C. Sustainability and Future Generations 

In the quest for a comprehensive reevaluation of the concept of national security, 
it becomes imperative to integrate the principles of sustainability and the well-being 
of future generations into our security paradigms. The traditional focus on immediate 
threats and short-term policy planning overlooks the profound impact that current 
actions have on the environmental, economic, and social conditions that will be 
inherited by future generations. As such, sustainability and the security of future 
generations must be central considerations in developing new security concepts that 
are fit for the challenges of the 21st century and beyond. 

Sustainability as a cornerstone of security acknowledges that the health of our 
planet and the stability of our societies are deeply interconnected. The degradation of 
natural resources, climate change, loss of biodiversity, and environmental pollution 
pose existential threats not only to the natural world but also to human societies. 
These environmental challenges can exacerbate geopolitical tensions, lead to 
resource scarcity conflicts, and displace populations, thereby undermining global 
security. Therefore, a sustainable approach to security involves policies and practices 
that ensure the responsible use and preservation of natural resources, mitigate 
environmental degradation, and foster a harmonious relationship between human 
activities and the Earth's ecosystems. 

The well-being of future generations is a concept that challenges us to extend 
our ethical considerations and policy planning beyond the immediate future. It 
compels us to question whether the legacy we leave behind will enable those who 
come after us to live in a world that is safe, prosperous, and resilient. This requires a 
forward-looking approach to security that prioritizes long-term investments over 
short-term gains, such as investing in renewable energy, sustainable agriculture, and 
green infrastructure. It also involves creating policies that are adaptive and resilient 
to future challenges, including those that may not yet be fully understood. 

Incorporating sustainability and the well-being of future generations into 
security concepts means redefining what it means to be secure in a holistic sense. It 
involves recognizing that true security is not achieved through military might or 
economic dominance alone but through ensuring that future generations inherit a 
world capable of sustaining life and prosperity. This approach advocates for a shift 
from a paradigm of competition and consumption to one of cooperation and 
stewardship. 

In conclusion, the inclusion of sustainability and the well-being of future 
generations in our security paradigms represents a profound shift in how we 
conceptualize security. By acknowledging our responsibility to both the planet and 
future inhabitants, we can develop security strategies that are not only responsive to 
today's challenges but also proactive in ensuring a secure, prosperous, and 
sustainable world for generations to come. This shift is not only a moral imperative 
but a strategic necessity for achieving lasting peace and security in an increasingly 
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interconnected and resource-constrained world. 

IV. Proposing Alternatives to National Security 

A. Resilience Security 

In the face of an increasingly unpredictable global landscape, marked by rapid 
environmental changes, technological advancements, and interconnected economic 
systems, the traditional concept of national security falls short. It is within this 
context that the concept of Resilience Security emerges as a critical alternative, 
focusing on the capacity of communities, nations, and global systems to anticipate, 
adapt, and recover from a wide array of shocks and stresses. This section delves into 
the essence of Resilience Security, highlighting its importance, components, and 
implementation strategies in the modern world. 

Definition and Principles 
Resilience Security is predicated on the understanding that security cannot 

solely be about defense against immediate threats or maintaining the status quo. 
Instead, it emphasizes the importance of building adaptive capacities, fostering 
sustainability, and strengthening the social and ecological systems that underpin 
global stability. This approach recognizes that shocks and stresses can be natural or 
man-made, ranging from climate disasters and pandemics to economic crises and 
cyber-attacks. The goal of Resilience Security is not just to survive these challenges 
but to emerge stronger and more adaptable. 

Key Components 
1. Adaptive Capacity: Central to Resilience Security is the ability of 

systems—be they communities, nations, or global entities—to adjust their practices, 
processes, and structures in response to evolving circumstances and threats. This 
includes the flexibility to change course when certain strategies prove ineffective or 
when new challenges arise. 

2. Sustainability: This component emphasizes the need to manage natural, 
economic, and social resources in a way that meets current security needs without 
compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own. It involves a 
long-term perspective that values ecological balance, economic stability, and social 
equity. 

3. System Strengthening: Resilience Security advocates for the fortification of 
social and ecological systems that form the backbone of global security. This 
involves protecting biodiversity, ensuring equitable access to resources, and fostering 
social cohesion and inclusion to prevent conflicts and ensure collective well-being. 

Benefits 
Adopting a Resilience Security framework offers several advantages. It 

encourages proactive rather than reactive measures, focusing on preventing crises 
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and mitigating their impacts rather than merely responding to them. By building 
resilience, societies can reduce their vulnerability to a wide range of threats, thereby 
enhancing their overall security. Moreover, this approach promotes collaboration 
among different sectors and levels of governance, recognizing that the interconnected 
nature of modern challenges requires a coordinated response. 

Implementation Strategies 
To operationalize Resilience Security, several strategies can be employed: 
●Integrated Risk Assessment: Regularly assess and map potential threats and 

vulnerabilities across different sectors and scales to inform policy and planning. 
●Investment in Infrastructure and Technology: Allocate resources to build 

resilient infrastructure and invest in technologies that enhance adaptability and 
recovery capacities. 

● Community Engagement: Foster community participation in security 
planning and implementation, leveraging local knowledge and ensuring that 
resilience-building efforts are inclusive and equitable. 

●Cross-Sectoral Collaboration: Encourage collaboration across governmental, 
non-governmental, and private sectors to pool resources, share knowledge, and 
coordinate actions for resilience building. 

●Education and Training: Promote education and training programs focused on 
resilience, including disaster preparedness, sustainable resource management, and 
adaptive leadership. 

Conclusion 
In a world characterized by complexity and uncertainty, Resilience Security 

offers a comprehensive and forward-looking approach to safeguarding global 
stability. By focusing on adaptability, sustainability, and system strengthening, this 
concept provides a robust framework for addressing both current and future security 
challenges. As such, Resilience Security not only redefines what it means to be 
secure in the 21st century but also sets a path toward a more resilient and sustainable 
global order. 

B. Harmony Security 

In the quest for a paradigm shift away from the traditional, often militaristic 
approaches to national security, the concept of Harmony Security emerges as a 
compelling alternative. Rooted in principles of peace, cooperation, and mutual 
understanding, Harmony Security seeks to transcend the adversarial and competitive 
nature of international relations, advocating for a world where security is achieved 
through dialogue, empathy, and collaborative problem-solving. This section explores 
the essence, benefits, and implementation strategies of Harmony Security, 
underscoring its potential to foster a more peaceful and secure global community. 

Essence of Harmony Security 
Harmony Security is predicated on the belief that true security cannot be 
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achieved through force or domination, but rather through the cultivation of mutual 
respect, understanding, and cooperation among nations and within societies. It 
envisions a world where conflicts are resolved not on the battlefield, but at the 
negotiating table, and where differences are bridged through dialogue rather than 
deepened through division. This approach recognizes the interconnectedness of all 
human beings and the shared destiny of our global community, advocating for 
policies and practices that promote the common good. 

Principles and Components 
1. Conflict Resolution through Dialogue: At the heart of Harmony Security is 

the commitment to resolving disputes through peaceful means. This involves 
prioritizing diplomacy, negotiation, and mediation as the primary tools for addressing 
conflicts, whether they are between or within nations. 

2. Mutual Understanding and Empathy: A fundamental component of 
Harmony Security is the effort to foster a deep understanding of diverse perspectives 
and experiences. This requires active listening, cultural exchange, and education 
initiatives that promote empathy and reduce prejudices. 

3. Collaborative Problem-Solving: Recognizing that many of the challenges 
facing the world today are global in nature, Harmony Security emphasizes the 
importance of international cooperation and joint efforts to address issues such as 
climate change, poverty, and pandemics. 

4. Non-violence and Demilitarization: A radical departure from traditional 
security paradigms, Harmony Security advocates for reducing reliance on military 
solutions and instead investing in non-violent means of protection and conflict 
prevention. 

Benefits 
Adopting Harmony Security offers several advantages. It reduces the likelihood 

of violent conflict and the human and financial costs associated with war. By 
focusing on dialogue and understanding, it helps to build trust between nations and 
communities, laying the groundwork for more stable and cooperative international 
relations. Furthermore, by addressing the root causes of conflicts and promoting 
social justice, Harmony Security contributes to a more equitable and peaceful world. 

Implementation Strategies 
Implementing Harmony Security requires a multifaceted approach, including: 
●Strengthening International Institutions: Enhancing the role and effectiveness 

of international organizations such as the United Nations in mediating conflicts and 
facilitating dialogue. 

●Investing in Peace Education: Integrating peace education into national 
curricula to cultivate a culture of non-violence and mutual respect among future 
generations. 

●Promoting Cultural and Religious Dialogue: Encouraging exchanges and 
dialogues among different cultural and religious groups to foster understanding and 
reduce tensions. 
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●Supporting Civil Society Initiatives: Empowering civil society organizations 
that work towards peacebuilding, conflict resolution, and community reconciliation. 

●Adopting Peaceful Foreign Policies: Reorienting national foreign policies to 
prioritize diplomacy and international cooperation over military intervention and 
unilateral actions. 

Conclusion 
In a world fraught with conflict and division, Harmony Security offers a 

visionary and transformative approach to achieving global security. By prioritizing 
peace, cooperation, and mutual understanding, it presents a pathway to a world 
where security is not about dominance or fear, but about living together in harmony. 
As we say goodbye to the outdated concept of national security, embracing Harmony 
Security becomes not just a choice, but a necessity for a more peaceful and secure 
future for all. 

C. Interconnected Security 

In a world where global challenges do not respect national borders, the 
traditional concept of national security, with its focus on the sovereignty and 
territorial integrity of individual states, falls short in addressing the complexities of 
contemporary threats. This section of the essay introduces and elaborates on the 
concept of Interconnected Security as a vital alternative that acknowledges the 
deeply intertwined nature of global security challenges and advocates for 
collaborative solutions that promote the collective well-being of the global 
community. 

Essence of Interconnected Security 
Interconnected Security is premised on the understanding that the security of 

any single nation is inextricably linked to the security of all nations. It recognizes 
that challenges such as climate change, pandemics, transnational terrorism, and cyber 
threats cannot be effectively addressed through unilateral actions or isolationist 
policies. Instead, these challenges demand cooperative efforts and shared strategies 
that transcend national boundaries. 

Principles and Components 
1. Global Solidarity: The cornerstone of Interconnected Security is global 

solidarity, which emphasizes the importance of international cooperation and 
collective action in tackling global challenges. 

2. Shared Responsibility: This approach advocates for a shared sense of 
responsibility among all nations, regardless of their size, wealth, or power, 
acknowledging that the actions of one can have significant repercussions for others. 

3. Holistic Approaches: Interconnected Security calls for holistic and 
multi-dimensional strategies that consider economic, environmental, social, and 
political factors, ensuring that solutions are comprehensive and sustainable. 

Benefits 
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Adopting an Interconnected Security framework offers several benefits. It 
encourages the pooling of resources, knowledge, and expertise, leading to more 
effective and efficient responses to global challenges. It also fosters a sense of global 
community and mutual respect, reducing the likelihood of conflict and enhancing 
international stability. By prioritizing collective well-being over narrow national 
interests, Interconnected Security contributes to a more equitable and peaceful world. 

Implementation Strategies 
Operationalizing Interconnected Security requires a concerted effort at multiple 

levels, including: 
●Strengthening International Institutions: Enhancing the capacity and authority 

of international organizations and institutions to coordinate global responses to 
security challenges. 

●Building Multilateral Alliances: Forming and strengthening multilateral 
alliances and partnerships that facilitate dialogue, cooperation, and coordinated 
action on security issues. 

● Promoting Global Governance: Advancing the development of global 
governance mechanisms that can effectively address transnational challenges, 
ensuring that all voices are heard and considered in the decision-making process. 

● Fostering Cross-Border Collaboration: Encouraging cross-border 
collaboration on research, intelligence sharing, and joint operations to address 
challenges that transcend national boundaries. 

● Enhancing Global Norms: Working towards the establishment and 
reinforcement of global norms and legal frameworks that support collective security 
efforts and hold actors accountable for actions that threaten global security. 

Conclusion 
In the face of increasingly complex and interconnected global challenges, the 

concept of Interconnected Security emerges as a critical and timely alternative to the 
outdated paradigm of national security. It offers a vision of a world where nations 
recognize their shared vulnerabilities and interdependencies, and where security is 
understood as a collective endeavor that benefits all. By embracing Interconnected 
Security, the international community can move towards a more secure, just, and 
sustainable future, where the well-being of the planet and its inhabitants is the 
paramount concern. As we say goodbye to the narrow confines of national security, 
the adoption of Interconnected Security stands as a bold step forward in reimagining 
how we approach the security challenges of the 21st century. 

D. Generational Security 

The concept of national security, traditionally rooted in the protection of a 
nation's sovereignty and territorial integrity, often overlooks the imperative of 
safeguarding the well-being of future generations. This oversight is particularly 
critical in an era marked by rapid environmental degradation, climate change, and the 
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depletion of natural resources. As we delve into the alternatives to national security, 
it becomes essential to propose a framework that not only addresses the immediate 
threats but also ensures the longevity and prosperity of future generations. This leads 
us to the concept of Generational Security. 

Defining Generational Security 
Generational Security shifts the focus from short-term, often reactive, security 

measures to a long-term, proactive approach that seeks to preserve the planet's health, 
resources, and the well-being of its future inhabitants. It is predicated on the 
understanding that the actions and policies of today's societies have profound 
implications for the security, prosperity, and survival of future generations. 

Core Principles 
1. Sustainability: At the heart of Generational Security is the principle of 

sustainability, which calls for meeting the needs of the present without compromising 
the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. 

2. Environmental Stewardship: This principle emphasizes the responsibility of 
current generations to manage and protect the environment, ensuring that future 
generations inherit a world that is not only livable but thriving. 

3. Long-term Planning: Generational Security advocates for policies and 
strategies that are designed with a long-term perspective, considering the potential 
impacts and challenges that might arise in the future. 

Benefits 
Adopting a Generational Security framework offers several benefits: 
●Preservation of Natural Resources: By prioritizing sustainable practices, we 

can ensure the conservation of natural resources, making them available for future 
generations. 

●Mitigation of Climate Change: A focus on Generational Security necessitates 
aggressive action against climate change, aiming to leave a healthier planet for those 
who come after us. 

●Social and Economic Stability: By ensuring that future generations inherit a 
stable and prosperous world, we contribute to the prevention of potential conflicts 
and crises that arise from resource scarcity and environmental disasters. 

Implementation Strategies 
To operationalize Generational Security, several strategies can be employed: 
● Incorporating Future Impact Assessments: Policies and projects should 

undergo rigorous assessments to evaluate their long-term impacts on the environment 
and future generations. 

●Investing in Renewable Energy: Transitioning to sustainable energy sources 
reduces our dependency on finite resources and mitigates the effects of climate 
change. 

●Education and Awareness: Cultivating a culture that values long-term 
thinking and sustainability, through education and public awareness campaigns, is 
crucial for the success of Generational Security. 
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●International Cooperation: Addressing global challenges such as climate 
change requires coordinated efforts and shared commitments from the international 
community. 

Conclusion 
In the quest for alternatives to the traditional concept of national security, 

Generational Security emerges as a vital framework that extends the horizon of our 
security considerations to include the well-being of future generations. By adopting 
this forward-looking approach, we not only address the immediate threats facing our 
world but also ensure that the legacy we leave for future generations is one of 
prosperity, peace, and sustainability. As we say goodbye to the narrow confines of 
national security, embracing Generational Security represents a commitment to a 
future where the security and prosperity of all generations are interwoven and 
safeguarded. 

V. Conclusion 

The journey through the critique of the traditional concept of national security 
and the exploration of its alternatives brings us to a crucial juncture in our 
understanding of what it means to be secure in an interconnected, rapidly changing 
world. The concept of national security, deeply rooted in the Westphalian state 
system, has shown its limitations in addressing the multifaceted challenges of the 
21st century. This essay has argued that the pursuit of national security, particularly 
by powerful nations such as the United States, often contributes to the insecurity of 
other countries, perpetuating a cycle of conflict and instability. It has also highlighted 
the Western-centric nature of national security, which fails to accommodate the 
perspectives and realities of non-Western countries. 

In response to these challenges, this essay has proposed a set of alternatives that 
reconceptualize security in broader, more inclusive terms. Concepts such as 
Resilience Security, Harmony Security, Interconnected Security, and Generational 
Security offer a vision of a world where security is not zero-sum but shared; where 
the well-being of individuals, communities, and the planet is prioritized over 
territorial integrity and state sovereignty; and where the future is safeguarded for 
generations to come. 

These alternative concepts represent a departure from the traditional paradigms 
of power politics and military might. Instead, they emphasize the importance of 
cooperation, sustainability, resilience, and mutual respect. They recognize that in an 
increasingly interconnected world, the security of one is inextricably linked to the 
security of all. Therefore, policies and actions must be guided by a sense of collective 
responsibility and a long-term perspective that considers the impact on future 
generations. 

The transition to these new security concepts will not be easy. It requires a 
fundamental shift in mindset, from competition to collaboration, from short-term 
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gains to long-term sustainability, and from national interests to global well-being. It 
calls for the strengthening of international institutions, the forging of global 
partnerships, and the active participation of all segments of society. Most importantly, 
it demands a recognition of our common humanity and a shared destiny on this 
planet. 

As we say goodbye to national security, we open the door to a more just, 
peaceful, and sustainable world. The alternatives proposed in this essay are not mere 
theoretical constructs; they are practical imperatives for survival in the 21st century. 
By embracing these new concepts of security, we can build a world where all people 
can live free from fear, in harmony with each other and the Earth that sustains us. 
The task ahead is daunting, but the stakes could not be higher. It is time for a bold 
reimagining of what it means to be secure, for the sake of our present and for the 
generations to come. 
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