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6. Conclusion and Pathways for Future Investigations 

 

 

 This doctoral dissertation aimed at pinpointing the reasons of differentiation 

between the three schools of critical security studies. It tried to show that the three 

schools are all products of Kant’s Copernican revolution in philosophy which formed 

idealism as well as immanent critique. It has been a meta-theoretical comparative 

analysis of post-Cold War critical theories of Security Studies which utilised the three 

critical European schools of security as its focal point.  

 It was argued that philosophically similar schools of thought followed different 

developmental paths as a result of the difference between the German Enlightenment 

and the French Enlightenment as these created somewhat distinct albeit parallel 

philosophical traditions. Continuing from this point, the main problematic put forward 

was whether it was possible to reconcile these schools of thought in a pluralistic way 

to avoid the relativism caused by their different formulations. 

 With its meta-theoretical and genealogical approach, this dissertation intended 

to contribute to the understanding of critical theories in Security Studies. In order to 

understand the place of critical security studies in a wider context of political 

philosophy as well as in the contemporary Security Studies field, I posed two main 

questions: 

 

• Are there practical and philosophical reasons for divergence of critical security schools?  

• If so, how do these reasons affect communication and potential reconciliation of critical 

security schools? 

 

 Answering these question proved more complicated than I first expected, 

however, it allowed the dissertation to dig deeper and provide a more comprehensive 

survey of the three critical security schools. Since such an endeavour has not been 

attempted before it proved to be an intellectually challenging and rewarding 

experience.  The next section will serve as the final culmination of the genealogy 
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and the analyses that have been put forward throughout the dissertation as well as 

providing the answers for these two main questions. 

 

 

 

6.1. The Enlightenment, Critical Thought, and the 
Three Schools 

 
 
 

 The Enlightenment as a historical and intellectual process lies at the core of 

the critical philosophical traditions of the contemporary world. The idea of “critique” 

comes with the Enlightenment commitment to reason and questioning. Rather than 

basing knowledge on the divine and revelations, Enlightenment thought trusted the 

faculties of reason and therefore science. It was humankind’s emancipation from self-

incurred immaturity, as Kant, said.432  An extension of this understanding was an 

association of critique with emancipation and thus enlightenment. Enlightenment-as-

emancipation is, in this sense, both the beginning and the never-ending process. 

 Security Studies is a subfield of International Relations that deals with the 

concept of security. The history of the field has been explored by Buzan and Hansen 

and they provide an important account but it remains superficial, particularly in terms 

of showing the reasons why some perspectives emerged.433 Therefore I sought to 

discover and reveal what actually made the three schools of critical security studies.  

 There have been both practical and philosophical reasons as to why these 

schools emerged. The main philosophical reason was that the proponents came from 

different backgrounds or at least chose to follow certain philosophical traditions. The 

Aberystwyth School emerged because of dissatisfaction with the traditional Realist 

understanding of security. Ken Booth and Richard Wyn Jones discovered the relevance 

of Critical Theory of Frankfurt School to Security Studies. They perceived that 

emancipation was at the core of being secure. Security is, therefore, a positive concept 

for the AS. It is the freedom from oppression, subjugation and such constraints on 

                                                
432 Kant, "An Answer to the Question". 
433 Buzan and Hansen. 
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human life. It is a necessary condition for human survival. This, in turn, makes the 

pursuit of security a normative concern; a call for critique and change. If Kant’s 

argument for enlightenment is at the core of the idea of critique, then critique becomes 

the way for emancipation and hence security. Kant’s role in forming the position of the 

AS is very obvious both because of its numerous references to him and its inspiration 

from the Frankfurt School. However, as I have found out, Figure 1 I proposed in 

Chapter 1 is too simplistic. So now the main picture is represented better in following 

Figure 2. 
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The AS has also been influenced by critical sociology through Norbert Elias’s 

work on civilisation and also depended on Hannah Arendt’s understanding of power 

and political action. But again a certain line of thought valuing freedom as the core 

concept for realising humanity can be seen. Another important figure is Gramsci 

although he is usually associated with the IPE sub-field of IR. His understandings of 

hegemony and intellectuals are the main aspects that have penetrated the work of the 

AS and as such coupled with Habermasian communicative action theory, intellectuals 

role in becoming agents of change and emancipation comes to the fore. The 

philosophical journey, therefore, starts with Kant and continues through Marx, 

Gramsci, then the Frankfurt School with inputs from Elias and Arendt. This is very 

much a line of critical philosophy seen as the result of the German Enlightenment 

(except Gramsci but again since he is a Marxist he lies within this tradition). It is 

interesting that mainly being located in Britain that the AS scholars followed the 

German tradition rather than analytical philosophy that has been dominant in the 

British Isles. The reason for this appeal may be the subject of a different research in 

the future.  

 The Copenhagen School is problematic as I found it to be rather different than 

how I first hypothesised. It has many influences, from very different philosophical 

traditions including those of which are not covered by this dissertation such as 

analytical philosophy. But my findings also showed unexpected relationships such as 

Arendt’s and Bourdieu’s influences on the CS. This, in essence, shows that the three 

critical schools are much more interrelated than I anticipated. Surely, securitisation 

theory is based on the speech act theory and linguistics put forward by analytical 

philosophers like Searle and Austin. However, there are also Habermasian 

communicative perspectives as well as Derrida inspired deconstructionism present not 

to mention constructivist, Neorealist, and Peace Research sources. It does not have 

normativity in its original formulation but is rather presented as an analytical 

framework. However, through applications and influences from normative sources, it 

is not difficult to pinpoint a commitment which I would like to call emancipatory. This 

is due to deconstructing security discourses, revealing hidden interests and power 

structures. So, ultimately the analytical perspective becomes a significant tool for 

inciting emancipatory change in the end. In terms of Enlightenment thought it has 
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proven to be a soft combination of German and French Enlightenment with a slight 

inclination towards the French one as a result of the emphasis on deconstruction.  

 The Paris School follows the Enlightenment tradition from the French variant 

whereby the ideals of the Enlightenment ended up in the French Revolution which 

proved to be another oppressive form rather than being emancipatory. The French 

enlighteners have seen the violent and non-emancipatory potential of reason more 

than a hundred years before the German critical thought understood the atrocious 

possibilities of instrumental reason. Despite being German himself, Nietzsche was 

influenced by the French Enlightenment (particularly by Voltaire) and has expressed 

his love for the French and disdain for the Germans. Nietzsche’s genealogical method 

and harsh critique guided the post-structuralist thought that emerged in the 20th 

century. Figures such as Foucault and Derrida, as explored in Chapter 3, became 

important sources for analysis of power in International Relations and then Security 

Studies. Bourdieu, who can be considered both as a post-structuralist and critical 

sociologist, provided conceptual tools for security analysis in the contemporary 

international and domestic scenes. 

 The Paris School, as a result of these effects, focused on the analysis of security 

practices that create insecurities in contemporary politics which is essentially a 

deepening of the Copenhagen’s position that understands security as a discursive 

formation. However, despite not being explicitly normative, they call for 

deconstruction and disruption of the fields and power relations that these fields 

sediment so that oppressed identities (i.e. classes, genders, communities) can be freed. 

This, I believe, is a commitment to emancipation and to the Enlightenment ideal. 

 In the analysis of the Global War on Terror, I have provided accounts of how 

each school retold the events. I have found out and shown that each school focused 

on certain aspects, which create a full picture only if they are put together. The 

securitisation of migration (per Copenhagen) and creation of new ‘others’ within the 

framework of the GWoT was done as a result of security professionals’ desire to 

remain relevant and powerful in their fields (per Paris) while some tried to disrupt the 

field through engaging in it attempting at emancipatory change (per Aberystwyth) but 

seemed to fail because engagement in the field assimilated them.  

 The picture may be fuller and better explained, however. It is by no means 

complete. While the three schools open up potentials for emancipatory change, a 
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communication needs to be maintained between them. Since, as I have shown (and 

depicted in Figure 2), they have many connections in terms of philosophical 

backgrounds and the Enlightenment thought as a whole, this is possible. The only 

obstacle is actually the prejudices of scholars as exemplified by Ken Booth’s rejection 

of postmodern understandings or C.A.S.E. Collective’s non-inclusion of the 

Aberystwyth School scholars. In the next section, I will provide possible pathways for 

the emancipatory agency as well as future research.  

  

 

 

6.2. Emancipatory Potentials and Future Research 

 

 
 Richard Jackson’s critique of CTS is very emblematic and important for critical 

theories of emancipatory intent.434 It also serves as a meta-critique for critical security 

studies. It confirms several of my problems and questions regarding the concept of 

‘speaking truth to power’ and agency in the AS school’s framework. Furthermore, I 

believe it also underlines the PS’s analysis of the security field where supposedly critical 

agents become part of the very security politics nexus that is problematic. In other 

words, instead of being emancipatory, scholars become part of the insecuritisation 

praxis. No desecuritisation, no politicisation and no emancipatory practice whatsoever 

are present in this model. Apparently, the field itself assimilates any non-conforming 

agents and therefore change or deconstruction does not occur. What is the solution? 

Jackson argues for an “epistemic reorientation and a value recommitment”. 435 He does 

not, however, elaborate on how this is realised except by engaging in immanent critique 

and assuming an outsider position. Resistance is an important part and surely our 

research should be useful to humanity but how it can be done is not formulated clearly. 

Perhaps, that is the reason scholars choose to be relevant to policymakers as it seems 

to be the only way to attempt at emancipatory change. I do agree with Jackson that 

                                                
434 Jackson,  124. 

435  Ibid., 121. 
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there need to be alternatives to this impasse, but I am not convinced that research on 

its own can be the answer even when it is heavily committed to non-violence, ethics, 

and emancipation. 

 I think it is a significant way forward and it could open up new potentials on 

the road, but it is not enough. I propose that teaching part of academia should be re-

emphasised in this emancipatory orientation. Remembering the university’s emergence 

as a proto-cosmopolitan identity, we must go back to teaching as the core, rather than 

academic publishing and/or policy-relevance.436 It is only by teaching that we can help 

new generations to get acquainted with emancipatory thought and critical approaches. 

That being said, I do not suggest stopping research or publishing but I claim that the 

dominant ‘publish or perish’ understanding has become a serious obstacle to 

emancipatory research. Therefore, focus on teaching and non-academic publishing in 

addition to academic publishing will increase the emancipatory potential at the current 

juncture. In addition, popular contributions in written, visual, and social media, as well 

as NGOs may be better suited for critical scholars with emancipatory intent.  

 For emancipatory academic agency, I would like to propose avenues for future 

research. Firstly, this study would benefit from expansion through other critical 

approaches that the three schools do not encompass, particularly feminist security 

studies, and science and technology studies (STS) as well as looking deeper into 

political developments that lead to the development of new forms of research. 

Secondly, there is still a great potential regarding the Nietzschean interpretation of 

politics and especially Kant-Nietzsche nexus can prove to be very fruitful in 

understanding as well as producing practical consequences. Last but not least, I think 

it would be important to analyse reflections of security policies in literature and popular 

culture and how these can also be used as agents for emancipatory change.  

  

                                                
436 Mustafa Ali Sezal, "'Akademos'un Zeytinlikleri' Beton Karanlığına Dönüşürken," Liber+2017. 
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