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Prologue 
 
 
 
 “I saved Earth from hell. Next, I’ll help her towards utopia,” says Adrian Veidt 

to his fellow watchmen. Then he asks Dr Manhattan whether he has done right. “It all 

worked out in the end,” says Veidt. “In the end?” replies Manhattan “Nothing ends, 

Adrian. Nothing ever ends.”1  

 In 1947, members of the Science and Security Board of the Bulletin of the Atomic 

Scientists created a symbolic clock representing humanity’s proximity to a nuclear 

holocaust. The closeness of such a disaster was symbolised by minutes to midnight. 

Since then the Board has evaluated world affairs and changed the clock accordingly. 

At the height of the Cold War, following the Able Archer crisis in 1983 as the 

conditions escalated significantly, it was three minutes to twelve.2  

 With this in the background, a graphic novel called Watchmen was published 

which was set in alternative 1980s. As a part of its main plot, it plays with the idea of 

an extra-terrestrial attack on planet Earth which, according to novel’s antagonist 

Adrian Veidt, also known as Ozymandias, would unite humanity and therefore end all 

conflict. A perpetual peace based on prudence against a common enemy of 

humankind. The excerpt above is from the novel’s conclusion and it is one of the very 

first images and ideas that come to my mind when thinking about international politics. 

It is a very naïve solution to many complex relations that are manifested in the world’s 

social, political, and economic condition, however, unity against a common adversary 

has been a part of national histories for centuries if not millennia. Yet, this has also 

been one of the causes of war. Before the space aliens, there were human aliens and 

they were and are the ‘others’. 

                                                
1 Alan Moore and Dave Gibbons, Watchmen (New York: Warner Books, 1987), 12/27. 
2 Able Archer 83 refers to a near escalation of the Cold War in Europe. Able Archer was a NATO exercise based 
on a nuclear war scenario which for the first time also included Heads of Governments (Thatcher, Kohl, and 
Reagan). It came so close to reality that the Soviets interpreted it as the preparations of an attack, so they 
prepared to answer it. The crisis ended when Able Archer stopped at 11 November 1983. 
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 It was around the same time I bought Watchmen that I also got my copy of the 

newly published Security Studies: An Introduction, a textbook edited by Paul D. Williams, 

from the university bookstore in Aberystwyth while I was a masters student. Little did 

I know that these two books would affect my future academic endeavours deeply. 
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“Science cannot solve the ultimate mystery of nature.  

And that is because, in the last analysis,  

we ourselves are  part of nature  

and therefore part of the mystery that we are trying to solve.” 

 

Max Planck3 

 

 

“A text is made  of multiple writings, drawn from many cultures  

and entering into mutual relations of dialogue, parody, contestation,  

but there is one place where this multiplicity is focused  

and that place is the reader, not, as was hitherto said, the author.” 

 

Roland Barthes4 

 

 

 

1. Introduction 
 

  

 In everyday life, the term ‘security’ is being used very often and has become an 

essential part of the way we perceive and understand the world around us (be it social 

or physical). Most of the time we do not question what it means to be ‘secure’. 

Sometimes it refers to being ‘safe’ from ‘danger’, sometimes it means keeping 

something ‘locked up’ or ‘put away’. Nonetheless, when delved into deeper one 

recognises that these numerous meanings point to a significant blur. An academic 

investigation requires certain questions to be asked before taking dictionary definitions 

for granted. Who/what is ‘secure’ from/for whom/what? These questions are 

fundamental to any enquiry into the meanings and understandings of security. It is, 

                                                
3 Max Planck, Where Is Science Going? (New York: W.W.Norton & Company, 1932), 217. 
4 Roland Barthes, "The Death of the Author," in Image Music Text, ed. Stephen Heath (London: Fontana, 1977), 
148. 
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obviously, a “contested subject” as even the ‘national’ version of it has been dubbed 

as an “ambiguous symbol”.5  

 Theories in Security Studies often start with answering these questions and 

diverge according to their answers. For example, when we say that the security of a 

state relates to another state’s material capabilities in condition of anarchy we rush into 

the realm of Realist approaches, or when we talk about security of states achieved 

through economic interdependence and bolstered by international institutions (still in 

condition of anarchy) we are in the domain of Liberal perspectives. In the end, each 

theory favours a certain world-view or even an ideology if you will, just as Robert Cox 

has famously put “[t]heory is always for someone, and for some purpose”. 6  This 

proposition led me to ask whether there could be a universal theory. Not universal in 

an objectivist sense, but rather universal in that it could somehow benefit all of 

humanity. Looking for an answer, I had to face more and more questions. This was 

not necessarily disappointing because these questions helped me to get involved with 

Critical Theory much more in detail than the Security Studies textbook allowed. With my 

interest in security as well as a more social philosophical quest I realised that the 

intersection of these two would be a good starting point.  

 It was but by no means sufficient. There are, of course, chapters on critical 

approaches in many security textbooks and even dedicated volumes now.7  These 

critical approaches cover a wide array from neo-Marxism to feminism, from post-

modernism to post-colonialism. Within these critical approaches of international 

security, three relatively distinct schools of thought emerged in Europe after the Cold 

War. They were named after their geographical emergence points although scholars 

                                                
5 Arnold Wolfers, "'National Security' as an Ambiguous Symbol," Political Science Quarterly 67, no. 4 (1952). See 
also: Steve Smith, "The Contested Concept of Security," in Critical Security Studies and World Politics, ed. Ken Booth 
(Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2005). 
6 Robert W. Cox, "Social Forces, States and World Orders: Beyond International Relations Theory," Millennium - 
Journal of International Studies 10, no. 2 (1981): 128. (emphasis in the original) 
7 See for example: Karin M. Fierke, Critical Approaches to Security (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2007); Christopher W. 
Hughes and Lai Yew Meng, eds., Security Studies: A Reader (Abingdon, Routledge, 2011); Craig A. Snyder, ed., 
Contemporary Security and Strategy (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2012); Columba Peoples and Nick Vaughan-
Williams, Critical Security Studies: An Introduction (Basingstoke: Routledge, 2013); Alan Collins, ed., Contemporary 
Security Studies, 4th Edition (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016) 
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associated with them were diverse (similar to the naming of the English School)8. The 

Aberystwyth School’s approach was formulated by Ken Booth and Richard Wyn Jones 

in the University of Wales, Aberystwyth; the Copenhagen School’s perspective was the 

product of cooperation between mainly Barry Buzan, Ole Wæver, and a wide team of 

scholars at the Copenhagen Peace Research Institute throughout the 1990s; and finally 

the Paris School centred on the works of Didier Bigo in Science-Po Paris for the 

journal Cultures & Conflits.9  While getting specialised in the history of philosophy 

literature and political theory, I realised that it was essentially the Enlightenment 

thought that gave birth to Critical Theory and hence critical security studies. 

 

 

 

1.1. Questions and the Enquiry 
 

 

 This doctoral dissertation aims at pinpointing the reasons of differentiation 

between the three schools of Critical Security Studies. If Cox’s previously cited 

proposition holds true, then Critical Theory (CT) must also be “for someone and for 

some purpose”. This purpose, as will be argued, should be the emancipation of the 

people who are oppressed. The objective of this dissertation actually comes from this 

inference. CT as a theory needs to be for all humanity and for emancipation because if it 

were not then this would pose a contradiction. Specific interests for the benefit of the 

self is contrary to Kantian morality and thus behaviours should be rational in a sense 

that they would not be means but ends as a result of “good will”. Details of Kant’s 

philosophy will be elaborated in the next chapter, therefore, for now, it will suffice to 

                                                
8 The English School is a school in IR Theory that is mainly based on the concept of ‘international society’. The 
so-called school consists of many scholars from different places (i.e., a central figure of the school, Hedley Bull, 
came from Australia) who were part of the British Committee on the Theory of International Politics (1959 till 
the 1980s) and at some point in their lives taught at the London School of Economics. (Hidemi Suganami, "The 
English School in a Nutshell," Ritsumeikan Annual Review of International Studies 9 (2010): 16.) See also: Andrew 
Linklater and Hidemi Suganami, The English School of International Relations: A Contemporary Reassessment (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 2006). 
9 Ole Wæver, "Aberystwyth, Paris, Copenhagen: New 'Schools' in Security Theory and Their Origins between 
Core and Periphery," in 45th Annual Conference of the International Studies Association (Montreal 2004). c.a.s.e. 
collective, "Critical Approaches to Security in Europe: A Networked Manifesto," Security Dialogue 37, no. 4 (2006). 
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say that only if CT is for all humanity and for emancipation only then it would have moral 

worth in a Kantian sense.  

 I will show that the three schools are all products of Kant’s Copernican 

revolution in philosophy, which formed idealism as well as immanent critique. 

However, in contemporary Security Studies, they tend to stay away from each other, 

rejecting certain ontological and/or epistemological positions. How is this possible? 

This dissertation seeks to understand the manner in which these schools of thoughts 

emerged from the same source. In other words, it tries to pinpoint the conjunctural 

factors as well as more general tendencies that shaped them. Therefore, this research 

is essentially a meta-theoretical comparative analysis of post-Cold War critical theories 

of Security Studies which will utilise three critical European schools of security as its 

focal point.  

 The central hypothesis is 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. 10  Continuing from this point, the 

dissertation will ask the question whether it is possible to reconcile these schools of 

thought in a pluralistic way to avoid the relativism caused by their different 

formulations. To achieve this end, this research will address the following 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? 

 

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

to contribute to the understanding of critical theories in Security Studies. It will help 

to construct a more comprehensive framework with its findings on the 

epistemological, ontological and methodological origins of the three theoretical 

schools. In other words, this research will constitute a survey of philosophy and 

                                                
10 Parallel in the sense that they were both part of the wider tradition of continental philosophy as opposed to 
analytical philosophy tradition.  
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sociology of IR theories in the security sub-field, which intends to contribute to the 

discipline in general.  

 Some previous works have argued about the compatibility of two of the three 

schools in different orders such as Aberystwyth and Copenhagen or Copenhagen and 

Paris,11 however, there has not been a comprehensive study of all three of them. These 

arguments for the compatibility of two schools open up territory for examining the 

three schools together. 

 

 

 

1.2. The Late Arrival of Critical Theory in International Relations 

and Security Studies 
 

 

 The common narrative found in many  International Relations (IR) textbooks 

and of course the Aberystwyth University’s website on the establishment of the 

discipline is as follows: The first IR department in the world was founded in 

Aberystwyth, a small coastal mining town in Wales, as the “Department of 

International Politics” in 1919. Following the end of the Great War, David Davies, a 

Welsh philanthropist and idealist politician, endowed a generous amount to University 

College Wales in Aberystwyth so that with the academic study of international politics 

another Great War could be prevented.12 It was the optimism and idealism of the 

interwar period that incepted the IR discipline. The first International Politics chair 

was named after the then President of the United States of America, Woodrow Wilson. 

The period between the establishment of the department and the start of the Second 

                                                
11 Rita Floyd, "Towards a Consequentalist Evaluation of Security: Bringing Together the Copenhagen and the 
Welsh School of Security Studies," Review of International Studies 33, no. 2 (2007); Balzacq, Thierry; Basaran Tugba; 
Bigo, Didier; Guittet, Emmanuel-Pierre; Olsson, Christian, "Security Practices," in International Studies Encyclopedia 
Online, ed. Robert A. Denemark (Blackwell Reference Online, 2010); Mark B. Salter and Can E. Mutlu, 
"Securitisation and Diego Garcia," Review of International Studies 39, no. 04 (2013). 
12 "Department of International Politics - History," Aberystwyth University, 
http://www.aber.ac.uk/en/interpol/about/history/. John Baylis, Steve Smith, and Patricia Owens, eds., The 
Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 3rd ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 
2005), 3. 
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World War was later on characterised by the ‘first great debate’ in IR, which was 

between the Realists and Idealists. The debate as such never occurred, but there was a 

clear tension between a search for the ‘basic forces’ behind international relations (a 

core feature of Classical Realism) and ‘moral principles’ that ought to guide 

international relations (a core feature attributed to Idealism, but mostly without 

mentioning who belonged to this mode of thinking).13 It was ironic that Edward 

Hallett Carr was to take up the Wilson Chair at Aberystwyth in 1936 because he is 

considered as one of the major Classical Realists in IR. Carr published his introductory 

textbook of IR while he was in Aberystwyth. It would become one of the classics of 

the discipline’s literature, The Twenty Years’ Crisis.14  The idealistic objectives of the 

department did not materialise and an even more destructive war broke out. This 

caused scholars to focus on human nature through a pessimistic and conservative 

political philosophy. This approach was called Classical Realism which rose against the 

assumed utopian idealism of the interwar period. 

 In recent years, there has been an increase in enquiries into the history of the 

discipline telling a different story. Particularly, Robert Vitalis’s exploration of American 

IR is very informative in the sense that it shows how the discipline’s origins are 

embedded in racial relations and white scholarship.15 Furthermore, others delving into 

the sociology of the discipline have depicted several parallels and/or overlapping lines 

in the development of a discipline.16 Therefore, all in all, there are competing claims as 

to where the discipline emerged and how it developed initially. However, with the start 

of the Cold War, it can be said to have assumed an almost monolithic corpus based on 

superpower rivalry and nuclear deterrence especially manifesting itself in the Realist 

                                                
13 Jaap de Wilde, Saved from Oblivion: Interdependence Theory in the First Half of the 20th Century. A Study on the Causality between 
War and Complex Interdependence (Aldershot: Dartmouth, 1991), 38-39. 
 
14 Edward Hallett Carr, The Twenty Years' Crisis: 1919-1939 ; an Introduction to the Study of International Relations, 2nd ed. 
(Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2001). 
15 Robert Vitalis, White World Order, Black Power Politics: The Birth of American International Relations (Ithaca, NY: 
Cornell University Press, 2015). 
16 See for example: Torbjorn L. Knutsen, A History of International Relations Theory (Manchester: Manchester 
University Press, 1997); Brian C. Schmidt, The Political Discourse of Anarchy: A Disciplinary History of International 
Relations (Albany: State University of New York Press, 1998); Jörg Friedrichs, European Approaches to International 
Relations Theory: A House with Many Mansions (Abingdon: Routledge, 2004); Kees Van der Pijl, The Discipline of 
Western Supremacy: Modes of Foreign Relations and Political Economy Volume III (London: Pluto Press, 2014). 
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scholarship. This was also reflected in the study of security through a renewed focus 

on Strategic Studies, which has its roots in the works of Carl von Clausewitz (1780-

1831) as well as Sun Tzu (544-496 BCE). Yet it was still the manifestation of the US 

dominance in the IR academia.  

 Since the 1970s IR scholarship shook up the dust that has been settling over it 

for almost four decades and started to explore new ideas, found new sources in other 

disciplines. Peace Research, which emerged mainly in the 1960s, was an important field 

that encouraged this move. 17  It came about as the questioning and criticism of 

traditional Strategic Studies.18 Although it was pursued globally, Peace Research was 

mainly concentrated in various institutes in Scandinavia, the Netherlands, and 

Germany; although there was also a strong US-based branch, centred on the works of 

Kenneth and Elise Boulding. The main motive was to analyse the causes of war and 

the conditions for peace, and to understand and develop ways to prevent conflicts. 

Based on Johan Galtung’s scholarship and a focus on “human survival”, the corpus 

expanded and has contributed significantly to alternative perspectives in IR and 

Security Studies.19 Ken Booth, for example, claims that Peace Research was one of the 

elements that helped critical security studies develop.20 

 Following the Cold War and the collapse of the Soviet Union proponents of 

these critical perspectives became able to raise their voices more strongly. Especially, 

post-modern and post-structuralist views became popular. In addition, a plethora of 

scholarly work has been produced within what is called the postcolonial (or non-

Western) studies area. This can be best observed in the evolution of introductions to 

IR and IR Theory textbooks. For example, as an undergraduate student, my 

introductory IR course followed the third edition of Globalisation of World Politics. Its 

theory section consisted of Realism, Liberalism, Contemporary mainstream 

approaches: Neo-realism and Neo-liberalism, Marxist theories of International 

                                                
17 The first institution, International Peace Research Institute of Oslo (PRIO) was established in 1959. 
18 Barry Buzan and Lene Hansen, The Evolution of International Security Studies (Cambridge: Cambridge University 
Press, 2008), 104. 
19 Peter Lawler, "Peace Studies," in Security Studies: An Introduction, ed. Paul D. Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 
2008), 81. 
20 Ken Booth, "Beyond Critical Security Studies," in Critical Security Studies and World Politics, ed. Ken Booth 
(Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 2005), 265. 
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Relations, Social Constructivism, and Alternative approaches to International Theory 

chapters.21 The seventh edition of the book, however, reformatted the section to 

Realism, Liberalism, Marxist theories, Social Constructivism, Post-structuralism, Post-

colonialism, Feminism, and International Ethics.22 Similar changes can be seen in many 

IR and Security Studies textbooks.23 This shows the late arrival of critical theory in IR 

and Security Studies. 

 

 

 

1.3. A Note on the Methods and the Structure  
 

 

 This is essentially a study based on genealogical textual analysis. Therefore it 

follows the philosophical roots and development of Critical Theory through the central 

texts and locates different points of divergence which in the end is embodied in the 

formation of the three schools of critical security studies. It is important to note here 

that neither Critical Theory nor its precursors are directly related to International 

Relations. It is their reflections that we see in the IR literature, therefore they are not 

the products of a direct line from those philosophical texts. These schools of thought 

did not evolve in a vacuum but they were informed and affected by political, social, 

economic, and cultural developments as well as the personal lives of their main 

proponents. For this reason, understanding and pinpointing divergence need further 

investigations when possible. 

 It is difficult to draw a line in the history of thought when there are numerous 

connections, disruptions, and re-discoveries. Nevertheless, it is imperative to draw 

some lines for a dissertation that seeks interconnectedness within critical schools of 

security. The central connection that will be elaborated throughout this text is a certain 

                                                
21 Baylis, Smith, and Owens, Globalisation of World Politics, 3rd  Edition. 
22 The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations, 7th ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 
2017). 
23 See, for example, different editions of: Robert Jackson and Georg Sorensen, eds., Introduction to International 
Relations: Theories and Approaches (New York: Oxford University Press, 2003). Paul D. Williams, ed. Security Studies: 
An Introduction, 1st ed. (London: Routledge, 2008). 
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commitment of all the three schools to some sort of emancipation. To paint a picture 

emerging from emancipation, I believe the starting point should be Kant. It is firstly 

related to the Kantian view of enlightenment as getting out of mental immaturity. Then 

through Hegel and Marx that Kantian critique assumes a new meaning, giving birth to 

(Frankfurt School’s) Critical Theory in the end. Moreover, the poststructuralists use 

Nietzschean concepts and understandings to interpret the world. Therefore the linkage 

provided between the Enlightenment, the philosophers and emancipation provide a fuller 

picture in terms of the emergence of these schools of critical thought. Foucault and 

Derrida will be the foci here and their relationship will be explained extensively in 

Chapter 3. Also the Critical Theory tradition has a branch that follows the Italian 

thinker Gramsci’s economic re-interpretation of Marx which has also consequences 

for IR and Security Studies. There can be others to include such as post-colonial 

security and/or feminist security as well as other potential theorisations, however, the 

selection of the three schools will be both comprehensive and parsimonious to provide 

a contribution to Security Studies.24  

To elaborate the reason for the selection of these three schools I first need to 

explain what is meant by ‘school’. First of all, despite harsh criticisms and debates, the 

three schools have been actively engaged by security scholars even by those not 

committed to these approaches. Secondly, Ole Waever’s 2004 paper that he presented 

at the annual convention of the International Studies Association (which also became 

a book chapter in 2013) in a sense sedimented a view which I will call the ‘three schools 

approach’. 25  Many scholars including Claudia Aradau, Ali Bilgic, Pinar Bilgin, 

Christopher Browning, Rita Floyd, Tara McCormack, Matt McDonald, João Nunes, 

and Paul Roe (most of whom will be cited throughout the dissertation) all refer to 

these schools. 

 The core of the dissertation attempts at finding out the linkages, whether 

disrupted or not, between emancipation, the three schools, philosophers and 

philosophical tradition as shown in Figure 1 (see the next page). This will, in turn, show 

                                                
24 It needs to be kept in mind that post-colonial and feminist critiques of these schools will be provided and 
Butlerian conception of performativity will be observed in the Copenhagen and Paris schools 
25 Wæver. 
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us the interconnectedness of the schools and their relationship to emancipation which 

will allow a more comprehensive framework for the study of security. 
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As Peoples and Vaughan-Williams point to, mapping out critical studies in 

security through schools may not always be desirable.26 They try to provide a sketch 

without such a mapping which is somewhat reminiscent of the C.A.S.E. collective’s 

attempt at creating a dialogue as the field is much more complex than just the three 

schools.27  

 I do agree that the field is complex and delineations through schools and 

categories may not do justice to many details and nuances as well as connections. It is 

through this research that I was able to realise the difficulties of such an approach. 

However, I have also come to the conclusion that schools as heuristic devices are very 

helpful to deconstruct their intellectual histories and philosophical underpinnings and 

see through generalisations. In other words, thinking these approaches as separate 

schools allows many reconstructions that show continuities and disruptions beyond 

claims of being normative, analytical, or sociological.  

 I have also regarded some scholars as parts of the schools which they might 

not agree to be included. I am sure they have their reasons for this, however, when I 

put them in a certain school it is because their analyses fit in the schools as I have 

interpreted them. This will, of course, be elaborated comprehensively. But it should be 

noted that this research is based on observation from within and without through a 

critical perspective. 

  

 

 

1.4. Outline  
 
 

 While having an underlying Kantian conception of enlightenment and 

emancipation, this dissertation will show how the so-called schools are connected by an 

emancipatory purpose. 28  Furthermore, these connections will lead to a novel 

                                                
26 Columba Peoples and Nick Vaughan-Williams, Critical Security Studies: An Introduction (Abingdon: Routledge, 
2010), 9-11. 
27 c.a.s.e collective. Interestingly enough the collective did not include anyone connected to the Aberystwyth 
School. 
28 Despite, for example, it is very implicit and by implication in the Copenhagen School’s case as it will be shown 
in chapters 4 and 5. 
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interpretation that should give us reasons to rethink Enlightenment and intellectual 

history as genealogical elements of contemporary perspectives and debates. As 

mentioned in the previous section, Figure 1 constitutes the central structure of the 

dissertation which shows the relationship between these philosophers, which are 

themselves products of Kantian revolution in philosophy, the three security schools, 

and emancipation. 

 The dissertation is divided into six chapters. After the current introductory 

chapter, the analysis starts with The Origins of Critical Theory (Chapter 2) which 

comprehensively explains Kantian, Nietzschean, Marxian, Gramscian and the 

Frankfurt School origins through centrals tenets of the thoughts of the philosophers 

that paved way for the emergence of CT. In the next chapter, New Critical Thought 

(Chapter 3) influences from post-structural and critical sociology on CT are 

investigated while pointing at differentiation as a result of distinct traditions of thought 

in the German and French intelligentsia. Chapter 4 focuses on the International 

Relations side of the philosophical developments. It describes the three schools of 

thought as understood in the Security Studies literature and depicts similarities and 

differences with IR language. Chapter 5, Conceptual Analysis: Roots and Differentiations, is 

the main discussion and argumentation chapter that brings IR into contact with the 

philosophical and intellectual backgrounds. Here ontological, epistemological and to 

some extent, methodological comparisons and contrasts are made with reference to 

the political and intellectual developments. The three schools’ analyses of the Global 

War on Terror are elaborated to illustrate how the three theoretical approaches re-tell 

the narrative in a critical manner and how these re-tellings are interrelated. In the 

Conclusion, the arguments are wrapped together and potential avenues for further 

exploration are put forward.  
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2. Origins of Critical Theory 
 
 

 Critical Theory (or Critical Social Theory) is the form of social and cultural 

analysis and attitude which is developed by the Frankfurt School (FS). Even though 

many scholars have been affiliated with the Frankfurt School, the central figures of the 

first generation were Horkheimer, Adorno, and Marcuse. The theory itself, however, 

has deeper roots. Despite the Marxist outlook of the majority of the school, we can 

also reveal a direct lineage from Kantian philosophy. Furthermore, enlightenment, as 

the emancipation of humanity especially from its mental limitations, lies at the core of 

Critical Theory. The tradition of critique initiated by Kant and continued with 

Nietzsche and Marx, essentially engendered Critical Theory in the 20th century. And in 

the 21st century, it is still very alive and relevant as exemplified by its manifestation in 

the Security Studies literature. 

 In order to show the relationship between the Enlightenment and the idea of 

emancipation at the centre of the three security schools, first the meaning of 

‘enlightenment’ needs to be clarified. When this is established it is imperative to show 

what is referred when discussing the French Enlightenment and the German 

Enlightenment. This is very crucial because this dissertation’s premise is that the three 

schools have diverging intellectual backgrounds because of this separation during the 

Enlightenment. In the larger narrative of the dissertation, this distinction assumes an 

important role where the German Enlightenment and its tradition travels to Britain 

through the rediscovery of the CT by the Aberystwyth School; while the Paris School 

follows another tradition which came through the French Enlightenment, enriched by 

Nietzschean critique of Kant and finally culminated in post-structuralism. The 

Copenhagen School is interesting in this sense as it is a combination of both traditions 

with a bit of Anglo-Saxon analytical philosophy.  

 After establishing the main tenets of the Enlightenment and its diverging 

intellectual traditions, section 2.2 will explore and elaborate main elements of Kant’s, 

Hegel’s, Nietzsche’s, and Marx’s thought as the origins of CT as well as their places in 

the mainstream IR literature. It needs to be noted here that the most important part of 

Hegel’s philosophy for this dissertation is his dialectics which will be explored briefly 
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and then discussed through Marx as its relevance to the CT is depicted via Marxian 

critique .  

This section serves two important objectives. First, Kant is considered to be 

the originator of critique and as such he starts a cycle of meta-critique that travels 

through Hegel, Nietzsche, and Marx through the 19th century. Secondly, with 

Nietzsche’s antagonism towards Kantian philosophy, an important disruption in the 

Enlightenment traditions becomes visible which is also mentioned in the previous 

paragraph.  

 Then, section 2.3 will be an overview of the Frankfurt School’s formulation 

and development of the corpus we know as the CT. It is also important to discuss 

Gramsci’s line of thought which inspired a different branch of critical thought which 

is located deeper in the Marxist tradition and manifested in the IR literature through 

Robert Cox and partly in the Aberystwyth School.  

 

 

 

2.1. Enlightenment Thought: Siècle des Lumières vs. 
Aufklärung 

 
 

 Encyclopædia Britannica defines Enlightenment as “a European intellectual 

movement of the 17th and 18th centuries in which ideas concerning God, reason, nature, 

and humanity were synthesised into a worldview that gained wide assent in the West 

and that instigated revolutionary developments in art, philosophy, and politics.”29 This 

definition summarises what the Enlightenment thought is about in a nutshell, however, 

there are certain details and intricacies which are needed to be explored to make sense 

of one of the significant arguments of this dissertation. Without delving into every 

aspect of Enlightenment thought, the relevant parts to the theoretical discussions in 

                                                
29 Enlightenment, (Encyclopædia Britannica), https://www.britannica.com/event/Enlightenment-European-history. 
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this dissertation will be explored to locate and establish connections otherwise less 

intelligible.30  

 There is no consensus as to exactly when the Enlightenment started and 

finished, but it is generally accepted, as Encyclopædia Britannica states, as a period that 

has begun sometime in the 17th century. The main driving force of the Enlightenment 

was scientific developments or more aptly dubbed as the Scientific Revolution. 

Depending on the sources, the beginning of the scientific mind and the way it paved 

for the Enlightenment can be traced to Italy with Galileo Galilei (1564-1642), to France 

with René Descartes (1596-1650), or to Britain with Sir Francis Bacon (1561-1626). 

The scientific revolution, particularly through the Cartesian method and Newtonian 

theory of gravitation, which put forward the understanding of a mechanistic universe, 

as well as the realisation of the value of empiricism, influenced many thinkers across 

the English Channel/la Manche and vice versa producing a period of intellectual 

vitalism throughout Europe.  

 While the positions of scientific method and scepticism are mostly uncontested 

in the start and spread of the Enlightenment, the rest of the story is complex and 

changes according to who tells it. For example, Henry Martyn Lloyd argues that 

philosophically it was essentially German, whilst Dan Edelstein claims that the 

Enlightenment was a product of the French academia in the 17th and 18th centuries.31 

Jonathan Israel, on the other hand, focuses on the Dutch philosopher Baruch Spinoza 

(1632-1677) as the key figure of the Enlightenment.32 Other debates include whether 

it was a pan-European intellectual movement as during the 18th century “the idea of 

                                                
30 There are huge volumes of works on Enlightenment and the account given here is close to what is explored 
within the mainstream literature mainly based on Cassirer’s interpretation, although not completely (Ernst 
Cassirer, The Philosophy of the Enlightenment, trans. Fritz C.A. Koelln and James P. Pettegrove (Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1951).). For a different reading of Enlightenment see works of Jonathan Israel. As an 
introduction: Jonathan Israel, "Enlightenment! Which Enlightenment?," Journal of the History of Ideas 67, no. 3 
(2006). and Radical Enlightenment: Philosophy and the Making of Modernity 1650-1750 (Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 2002). 
31 Dan Edelstein, The Enlightenment: A Genealogy (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2010), 21; Henry Martyn 
Lloyd, "What Is It to Rethink the Enlightenment?," in Rethinking the Enlightenment: Between History, Philosophy, and 
Politics, ed. Geoff Boucher and Henry Martyn Lloyd (Lanham, MD: Lexington Books, 2018), 8-9. 
32 Jonathan Israel, A Revolution of the Mind: Radical Enlightenment and the Intellectual Origins of Modern Democracy 
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2010). 
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nation was uncertain”.33 As Jaap de Wilde puts convincingly “[h]istory does not show 

what happened, but how we think about the past”. 34  Thus, accounts of the 

Enlightenment reflect the biases of how, why, and where they are written. Let us not 

forget, in this vein, that until 1900 the concept of ‘Scottish Enlightenment’ as a separate 

term did not exist, but today it is an almost inseparable part of the Enlightenment 

narrative.35 

 In geographic terms, it is possible to make distinctions but not national in 

terms as understood in contemporary terms and actually it is how this section will 

continue with its take on the ‘German’ and ‘French’ enlightenments. Furthermore, 

looking with a hindsight it can be seen that the national narratives that dominated the 

history after 19th century provide a useful way to understand certain lines of thought 

as well as traditions that differ in their details. It will serve as a device to show 

contingencies and disruptions between particular traditions rather than an absolute 

division. As the history shows most of these contemporary thinkers have read or was 

aware of each other’s works. So, these developments did not occur in isolated areas 

but were contingent upon each other.   

 Known by his nom de plume Voltaire, François Marie Arouet (1694-1778) spent 

three years in England as an exile which allowed him to be familiarised with the British 

thought in science and philosophy.  Voltaire, after he returned to France became the 

leading figure of the Enlightenment. It needs to be understood that political and social 

conditions were very different in Britain, France, and Germany during this period and 

thus what is called the Enlightenment differed accordingly. Special attention should be 

given to France and Germany. As a matter of fact, there was no Germany in the 18th 

century (till the second half of the 19th century). What is called Germany for the sake 

of clarity in this section, actually consisted of numerous German-speaking city-states, 

kingdoms, princedoms, and duchies largest of them being the Kingdom of Prussia.  

                                                
33 Charles W. J. Withers, Placing the Enlightenment: Thinking Geographically About the Age of Reason (Chicago: The 
University of Chicago Press, 2007), 6. 
34 Jaap de Wilde, "The Globalisation of the Monroe Doctrine," (2004), 6. 
35 Withers, 7. 
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 Enlightenment, as previously mentioned, cannot be pinpointed to a specific 

moment, however, it is widely acknowledged that the launch of the Encyclopédie36 by 

Denis Diderot (1713-1784) and Jean-Baptiste le Rond d’Alembert (1717-1783) in 1751 

boosted the momentum of dissemination of new ideas. Thus, one may say, it was the 

peak moment of the French Enlightenment or as called in French (Le Siècle des) 

Lumières. This movement rejected traditional notions of authority particularly 

embodied in the Catholic Church and focused on the place of humans in the society 

as well as the universe.37 The French intellectuals within this movement were called 

philosophes (French for ‘philosophers’). Philosophes, inspired by the scientific 

developments, emphasised reason and rationality as opposed to divine inspiration, 

which therefore brought forth materialism.  Here it must be noted that the French 

philosopher René Descartes’ rationalism and mechanism were also influential in the 

rise of reason and science. 

 Philosophes sought a peaceful structured change through reforms, yet lack of 

sufficient reforms and increasing abuse of power by the sovereigns dawned the idea of 

revolt that was legitimised by these abuses.38 It is almost a consensus in the literature 

that, the French Enlightenment stagnated with the French Revolution of 1789 and 

consequentially ended with the ‘Reign of Terror’.39 The thought, the ideas, and its 

legacy, however, would be immortalised and remain relevant even to the 21st century.  

 The German Enlightenment or Aufklärung in German has a different trajectory 

albeit it is highly influenced by the British thinkers and the French philosophes. It 

should be kept in mind, however, that it was Hegel in his Phenomenology of Spirit that 

framed the Enlightenment as a core category in the Western political thought and 

paved way for the mainstream Enlightenment narrative. 40   In a sense, despite 

                                                
36 Encyclopædia Britannica was actually published as a British (Scottish) response to the Encyclopédie, hence the 
beginning of the section with a quote from it. 
37 Peter Jimack, "The French Enlightenment I: Science, Materialism and Determinism," in Routledge History of 
Philosophy Volume V: British Philosophy and the Age of Enlightenment, ed. Stuart Brown (London: Routledge, 2004), 
186. 
38 "The French Enlightenment Ii: Deism, Morality and Politics," in Routledge History of Philosophy Volume V: British 
Philosophy and the Age of Enlightenment, ed. Stuart Brown (London: Routledge, 2004), 220-21. 
39 Graeme Gerard, Counter-Enlightenments: From the Eighteenth Century to the Present (Abingdon: Routledge, 2006), 59. 
40 Lloyd, 9. 
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discussions of what enlightenment was, the categorical understanding appeared after 

it.  

 In the first instance, the German Enlightenment was sparked by the disputes 

between the followers of Christian Thomasius (1655-1728) and Christian Wolff (1679-

1754) at the University of Halle near Leipzig. According to Kuehn, this was essentially 

a religious dispute in which Wolff and his followers argued for a rationalistic 

philosophy while Thomassius and his followers had a mythical understanding of nature 

and therefore argued in favour of sensationalism and subordination of philosophy to 

theology.41 Wolffian rationalism was based on Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz’s (1646-

1716) philosophy that distinguished knowledge on the basis of ‘truth of reason’ and 

‘truth of fact’. Despite the real impetus came later on with the works of Gotthold 

Ephraim Lessing  (1729-1781) and Moses Mendelssohn (1729-1786), Leibniz’s 

influence was ever-present in the German thought. This phase was predominantly 

influenced by Locke’s and Hume’s philosophies as well as Newtonian science. 

Nonetheless, it was not just translation of the British thought or the French ideas, the 

movement was marked by a genuine search for German responses to the philosophical 

problems of that age.  

 Freedom of thought was also central in the Aufklärung, however, it was a means 

to further knowledge and truth, which in turn would liberate humanity from 

prejudices.42 Since Germany was not a unified political entity, political underpinnings 

of the Aufklärung was much softer than the French lumières. Rejection of both the 

political and the religious authority was limited in a way just to promote freedom of 

thought. While the Germans were reformist, ideas of the French Enlightenment turned 

into a revolutionary movement.  

 German perspective was built upon an understanding of ‘culture’ (Kultur) in 

which individuality is deeply connected to social networks and historical and social 

roots, as opposed to the French notion of ‘civilisation’ based on material wealth and 

                                                
41 Manfred Kuehn, "The German Aufklärung and British Philosophy," in Routledge History of Philosophy Volume V: 
British Philosophy and the Age of Enlightenment, ed. Stuart Brown (London: Routledge, 2004), 253-56. 
42 Hugh Barr Nisbet, ""Was Ist Aufklärung?": The Concept of Enlightenment in Eighteenth-Century Germany," 
Journal of European Studies 12, no. 46 (1982): 80-81. 
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individuality at the expense of the common identity.43 Therefore, German thought did 

not solely depend on reason alone but realised the importance of creativity and 

imagination as well as intuition44. Furthermore, unlike France and even Britain, the 

German universities became the key institutions of the German Enlightenment. The 

reformed universities modernised the study in almost all disciplines and became the 

focus of free thought while universities in the rest of Europe remained in bondage 

with the church and the state.45 Withers argues, with reference to Mendelssohn and 

Voltaire, that there was also a juxtaposition between culture and enlightenment 

whereby culture was “everyday practices of civility” and enlightenment was a process 

to achieve peace, freedom, and intellectual development which varied even from city 

to city.46 

 In the final analysis, while the French Enlightenment began with empiricism 

and Cartesian rationalism and rejected traditional authorities of the church and the 

state, the German Enlightenment started with religious motives that developed into 

reformism and sought a balance between rationalism and empiricism. Radical thought 

that the Enlightenment engendered resulted in the French Revolution which did break 

the authorities of the church and the monarchy, however, itself turned into another 

oppressive regime becoming anti-emancipatory. The ideals, hence did not translate 

into politics. The Aufklärung, on the other hand, became deeply embedded in the 

German society which gave birth to German Idealism which dominated the 19th 

century German thought. One last point regarding the difference between Lumières and 

the Aufklärung is the way they approach history. While the French saw themselves as 

intellectual descendants of previous generations’ thoughts, the Germans recognised 

the particularity of the time they were living and the intellectual endeavours they 

embarked upon.47 This awareness, perhaps, was best seen through the question posed 

                                                
43 Thomas Nenon, "Introduction," in Kant, Katianism, and Idealism: The Origins of Continental Philosophy, ed. Thomas 
Nenon (Durham: Acumen, 2013), 13. 
44 Peter Hanns Reill and Ellen Judy Wilson, eds., Encyclopedia of the Enlightenment (New York: Facts On File, 2004), 
27-28. 
45 Preserved Smith, The Enlightenment 1687-1776: Volume Ii of a History of Modern Culture (New York: Collier Books, 
1966), 350-51. 
46 Withers, 14. 
47 Giorgio Tonelli, "The "Weakness" of Reason in the Age of Enlightenment," Diderot Studies 14 (1971): 221-26. 
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in the Berlinische Monatsschrift in 1784, “what is Enlightenment?”, which was answered 

by both Moses Mendelssohn and Immanuel Kant. Kant, who answered by saying that 

it was “the human being’s emancipation from its self-incurred immaturity”48, was an 

Enlightenment thinker, conceiver of the age of German Idealism, and the father of 

critical philosophy which in the 20th century gave birth to the Critical Theory.  

 As a final note before investigating the Critical Theory, Enlightenment’s 

relationship and value can be observed in Hobsbawm’s assertion that “its object was 

to set all human beings free. All progressive, rationalist and humanist ideologies are 

implicit in it, and indeed came out of it.”49 I also argue that, as Kant implied but 

formulated differently, Enlightenment was indeed emancipation. And this redefinition 

lies at the heart of this dissertation. But before that, I need to finish my account and 

timeline of how the Critical Theory came to be. 

  

 

 

2.2. Forefathers: Kant, Hegel, Nietzsche, Marx 
 

 

 

 Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) has been considered as the first political 

philosopher to underline the importance of the ‘international’ in understanding 

politics.50 As put forward by Roger Spegele and the edited and collected volume on 

Kant’s political writings by Pauline Kleingeld, as well as my own understanding, 

implications of Kant’s philosophy for international politics are best exemplified 

through his three articles/pamphlets: Idea for a Universal History from a Cosmopolitan 

                                                
48 Immanuel Kant, "Toward Perpetual Peace" and Other Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, ed. Pauline Kleingeld 
(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2006), 17. 
49 Eric J. Hobsbawm, The Age of Revolution: Europe 1789-1848 (London: Cardinal, 1973), 35. 
50 Howard Williams and Ken Booth, "Kant: Theorist Beyond Limits," in Classical Theories of International Relations, 
ed. Ian Clark and Iver B. Neumann (Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1996), 71. 
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Understanding, On the Common Saying: This May Be True in Theory, but It Does Not Hold in 

Practice, and Toward Perpetual Peace: A Philosophical Sketch51.  

 Since Kant’s moral and political philosophy needs to be considered as a whole, 

his understanding of politics appears to be a natural extension of his moral arguments. 

Therefore, in order to fully comprehend Kant’s vision and philosophy, his moral 

philosophy, particularly laid in detail in Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals52, needs 

to be recollected and understood. A thorough discussion of Kant’s philosophy would 

be too ambitious for this dissertation and beyond its scope. Thus, key elements and 

concepts of his philosophy that have direct implications for International Relations 

and Critical Theory will be at the core of this section regarding Kant. Before delving 

into the intricacies of this philosophy, a brief explanation of Kant’s place in the 

mainstream IR literature would be useful so that the links between philosophical roots 

and the main subject of this study is not lost. This style will be maintained for all 

philosophers discussed in this dissertation. 

 In traditional IR, Kant is mostly known for being the precursor of the 

‘democratic peace theory/thesis’ which is considered as a sub-theory under liberalism. 

Michael Doyle adapted Kant’s argument that the republican constitutions would be 

one of the three bases for a perpetual peace and came up with a thesis that liberal states 

would not go to war with other liberal states.53 This theory/thesis has been widely 

discussed as well as tested by numerous positivist and post-positivist scholars.54 Due 

                                                
51 Roger D. Spegele, Emancipatory International Relations: Critical Thinking in International Relations (Abingdon: 
Routledge, 2014). References for these texts of Kant are from the edition:  Immanuel Kant, "Toward Perpetual 
Peace" and Other Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, ed. Pauline Kleingeld (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 
2006) . 
52 Immanuel Kant, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002). 
53 Michael W. Doyle, "Kant, Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs," Philosophy & Public Affairs 12, no. 3 (1983); 
"Kant, Liberal Legacies, and Foreign Affairs, Part 2," Philosophy & Public Affairs 12, no. 4 (1983); Cornelia Navari, 
"Liberalism," in Security Studies: An Introduction, ed. Paul D. Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2008); Bruce Russett, 
"Liberalism," in International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity, ed. Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith 
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010). 
54 For more comprehensive explanations and discussion of democratic peace see: Zeev Maoz and Bruce Russett, 
"Normative and Structural Causes of Democratic Peace, 1946-1986," The American Political Science Review 87, no. 3 
(1993); Christopher Layne, "Kant or Cant: The Myth of the Democratic Peace," International Security 19, no. 2 
(1994); John M. Owen, "How Liberalism Produces Democratic Peace," ibid.; Scott Burchill, "Liberal 
Internationalism," in Theories of International Relations, ed. Scott Burchill, et al. (Basingstoke: Macmillan, 1996); Zeev 
Maoz, "Realist and Cultural Critiques of the Democratic Peace: A Theoretical and Empirical Re-Assessment," 
International Interactions 24, no. 1 (1998); Bruce Russett and John R. Oneal, Triangulating Peace: Democracy, 
Interdependence, and International Organizations (New York: W.W. Norton, 2001); Michael W. Doyle, "Three Pillars of 
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to the scope of this dissertation, Doyle’s thesis will not be elaborated but briefly 

explained. Based on David Singer’s Correlates of War (CoW) Project at Michigan 

University, Doyle argued that almost no liberal state waged war against other liberal 

states and when they did engage in war liberalism of the said states were somewhat 

arguable.55 The usual dyadic and monadic explanations depend on limited data or 

unsubstantiated claims. Even though neighbourhoods in which democratic regimes 

are predominant are generally peaceful, dyadic relations are never only between two 

established liberal democracies. Therefore a definite causality is difficult to establish. 

Another explicit reference to Kant can be found in the English School. Kant is 

presented as a leading figure in ‘revolutionism’ which is one of the three traditions in 

IR, the others being ‘realism’ and ‘rationalism’.56 A more contemporary approach, 

however, regards Kant as a ‘radical rationalist’ rather than ‘revolutionist’. 57 

Revolutionism as a label is problematic because Kant’ own position was actually highly 

critical of revolution.  

 Contemporary debates in critical theory, it has been argued, have been inspired 

by Kant’s understanding of the relationship between morality and politics as well as 

the potential of political progress.58 Also Kant’s ‘critiques’59 have opened territory for 

critical theory but this will be explored in section 2.3. In this section, Kant’s political 

philosophy will be briefly explained using his moral philosophy as the main building 

stone of perpetual peace which I think is conceptually another rendition of emancipation. 

To understand the relationship between these two aspects of Kantian philosophy, one 

needs to grasp the core notions that Kant has introduced starting with the ‘categorical 

imperative’. 

                                                
Liberal Peace," The American Political Science Review 99, no. 3 (2005); Gil Friedman, "Commercial Pacifism and 
Protracted Conflict: Models from Palestinian-Israeli Case," Journal of Conflict Resolution 49, no. 3 (2005); Tim 
Dunne, "Liberailsm, International Terrorism and Democratic Wars," International Relations 23, no. 1 (2009). 
55 Navari, 36. 
56 Martin Wight, International Theory: The Three Traditions (New York: Holmes & Meier, 1992). 
57 Linklater and Suganami. 
58 Kimberly Hutchings, "Immanuel Kant," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 219. 
59 Critique of Practical Reason, Critique of Pure Reason, and Critique of Judgement 
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 In the Groundwork, Kant describes the ‘categorical imperative’60 through a two-

dimensional formulation: “Act only on that maxim by which you can at the same time 

will that it should become a universal law” and “[a]ct as though the maxim of your 

action were to become by your will a universal law of nature”.61 This has certain 

implications for the practical world, but for the time-being it will be less distracting to 

continue in the theoretical realm. In order to understand this formulation one must go 

back to Kant’s understanding of ‘duty’ as well as ‘good will’. ‘Good will’ is essentially 

the only universal good because it is unconditional. It is unconditional, because, as 

Kant argues, everything else is a means. A brief example is in order here. Helping the 

poor may seem an act good in itself, however, helping the poor out of pity, or to feel 

good, or as a religious task makes it actually a means and these motivations do not 

qualify for universality. The moral worth of an act has nothing to do with its objective 

or consequence, but its relation to duty as “good will is manifested when we act of 

duty rather than inclination”.62 This gives us the deontological nature of Kant’s moral 

philosophy meaning that the consequences of actions are more or less irrelevant 

whereas intent (or rather ‘duty’) is important. 

 The moral worth emanating from ‘good will’ thus ‘categorical imperative’ is 

actually the core of a Kantian commonwealth. The civil condition is grounded on 

‘freedom’, ‘equality’, and ‘independence as a citizen’.63 The ideal form of government 

is a republic based on these principles.64 However, it is important to note that this is a 

rather different formulation of republic. In mainstream contemporary political theory 

republic is merely defined as a “system of government that does not entail monarchy, 

nor (…) aristocratic or oligarchic rule.65 For Kant, ‘form of sovereignty’ and ‘form of 

government’ are two distinct classifications. The form of sovereignty can be autocracy, 

aristocracy, or democracy based on the position of the highest authority, while the 

form of government can be republican or despotic based on the manner the state is 

                                                
60 ‘Categorical imperative’ is also dubbed as Kant’s formulation of universal law. 
61 Kant, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, 222. 
62 Ibid., 199-203. 
63 "Toward Perpetual Peace" and Other Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, 74. 
64 “The First Definitive Article of Perpetual Peace: The Civil Constitution of Every State Shall Be Republican.” Ibid. 
65 David Robertson, The Routledge Dictionary of Politics, Third ed. (London: Routledge, 2004), 425. 

 



18A_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

35 
 

ruled.66 Kant believes that democracy is essentially a despotic form of government 

because it puts executive above all.67 Therefore it can be inferred that a representative 

republican system establishes a sort of separation of powers and Kant’s reservations 

concerning democracy resemble the notion of ‘tyranny of the majority’. Nevertheless, 

it should be noted that Kant’s argument for republicanism and against democracy is 

one of the least developed parts of his philosophy. That being said, we must go back 

to his moral philosophy to understand his position and propositions regarding the 

condition of an endless international peace, namely ‘a perpetual peace’.  

 In Perpetual Peace, the categorical imperative comes up in the discussion of 

‘political moralist’ vs. ‘moral politician’ in a somewhat implicit manner. The former 

refers to a person who uses morality to fit her/his political interests while the latter 

refers to a person who interprets politics to be in line with morality.68 Kant contrasts 

these two characters to show the morality that the practical political system should be 

based to achieve perpetual peace.69 Kant argues that perpetual peace may only be 

achieved as a result of rational moral behaviour70, which in essence is behaviour that 

comes out of duty and therefore good will. In other words, through a universal morality 

manifesting itself in categorical imperative, moral politician seeks perpetual peace 

through reason and out of duty.  

 Now I will get deeper into the premises of perpetual peace by scrutinising the 

three levels of rights. People are required to enter a civil condition to escape from the 

state of nature (war). Although I think that this state of nature is not a Hobbesian one 

as exemplified by Kant’s further account of the civil condition, there are some like Ben 

Holland who interprets Kant’s view as a Hobbesian one. 71  The civil condition 

proposed by Kant may take forms on different levels: ‘right of citizens of a state’, 

                                                
66 Kant, "Toward Perpetual Peace" and Other Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, 76. 
67 Ibid. 
68 Ibid., 96. 
69 Williams and Booth, 92-93. 
70 Ibid., 93. 
71 Ben Holland, "The Perpetual Peace Puzzle: Kant on Persons and States," Philosophy & Social Criticism 43, no. 6 
(2017): 601. 
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‘international right’, and ‘cosmopolitan right’72. It can be read in a way that actions with 

moral worth that come out of duty in each of these levels would eventually lead to a 

perpetual peace. One must, however, always keep in mind that Kant does not give a 

deterministic prediction, but instead purports a foundation for politics which would 

achieve peace in some unknown future. It is a proto-meta-critique which resembles 

the emancipatory politics understanding present in modern Critical Theory. A never-

ending peace should be our objective because it is a rational moral objective out of 

duty. Whether this peace will be in a form of world government or a federation of 

world states is not clear and can be interpreted differently, nevertheless, it actually does 

not really matter if a perpetual peace is achieved. In regard with the whole Kantian 

philosophy, it would not be absurd to argue that perpetual peace is essentially, 

‘Enlightenment; the ultimate purpose for human beings to become emancipated “from 

its self-incurred immaturity”.73  

 One might rightfully pose the question: How does Kant relate to the Critical 

Theory, then? As it has been mentioned previously, Kant’s critiques paved way for the 

critical method and therefore CT with their proposition that “knowledge was the 

product of categories of understanding and spatio-temporally mediated experience”.74 

Yet, it should be noted that Kant’s critiques are not themselves part of the Critical 

Theory, but rather they mark the beginning of an intellectual-philosophical revolution 

in the European thought which finally engendered “the Critical Theory” in the 20th 

century. For example, Hegel cannot be discussed without referring to Kant; Marx 

cannot be analysed without referring to Hegel, nor the first generation of Frankfurt 

School can be understood without Marx and so forth. However, this text is not meant 

to be another history of Western philosophy. For each of these philosophers, there are 

countless numbers of volumes written by other eminent philosophers and scholars. 

Therefore it is not a chronology of the ideas that created the CT. The focus, rather, is 

                                                
72 Kant, "Toward Perpetual Peace" and Other Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, 73. This needs a clarification 
because in the original text Kant uses the term “völkerrecht” which does not immediately translate as 
“international right” but rather “law of nations” or in Latin refers to “jus gentium”. The term “international” as 
we are using now was coined by Jeremy Bentham. Also, for “cosmopolitan right” he uses the term 
“weltbürgerrecht” which translates roughly as “world citizen’s right”.  
73 Ibid., 3-23. 
74 Hutchings, 217-18. 
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how do these ideas communicate with each other so that a comparatively coherent 

body of thought under the CT heading is formed. 

 Kant differentiates knowledge of phenomena and knowledge of noumena; former 

meaning the knowledge of things as we perceive them through our senses and 

understanding; while the latter refers to the knowledge that exists independently of our 

faculties75. So, scientific knowledge is not objective knowledge, but rather it is derived 

from our senses and understanding of them. The objective world of noumena is not 

accessible. In a simplistic way, we can compare this with Plato’s world of ideas, the 

objective world which we only experience and see the shadows of. In the noumenal 

realm speculative (practical) reason is used to explore, while in the phenomenal realm, 

where necessity rules, scientific  (instrumental) reason is required. Notwithstanding 

that these are separate objective and subjective worlds, there is a relationship between 

the two as normative conflicts would require ethical judgements which are not results 

of instrumental calculations.76  Thus, going beyond the scientific rationality Kant’s 

critical method emphasised the social action and the social context of the scientific 

activity rather than the internal dynamics of scientific claims.77 Nonetheless, Kantian 

philosophy is overwhelmingly rationalistic as explored by the English School of 

International Relations. Furthermore, Kant’s rationalism has been criticised as being 

‘ahistorical’ because it relies solely on reason without pinpointing the historical process 

in which it had emerged.78 Interestingly enough, Kant’s distinction between noumena 

and phenomena actually seems to transcend it, albeit perhaps insufficiently. Also, his 

conception of history, in my view, refutes the claims of ahistoricity as he is well aware 

of his own spatiotemporal situatedness. Still, it can be argued that the rationalism in 

Kant may be a feature of the Enlightenment era he lived in. Therefore, his distinctions 

and attempts at transcending this without losing integrity are very important in the 

sense that his philosophy is relevant to all those came after him whether critiquing him 

or not.  

                                                
75 Williams and Booth, 73. 
76 Stephen Eric Bronner, Of Critical Theory and Its Theorists, 2nd ed. (New York: Routledge, 2002), 13-14. 
77 Ibid., 13. 
78Martin Griffiths, Steven C. Roach, and M. Scott Solomon, "Andrew Linklater," in Fifty Key Thinkers in 
International Relations (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 203. 
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 Kant’s ‘transcendental subject’, which gives the name of Kantian idealism 

(‘transcendental idealism’), is a revolutionary concept because it refers to the 

subjectivity of reality that individuals perceive.79 This, in a sense, coupled with the 

critical method can be considered as the point that created the CT. Preoccupation with 

duty, that has been elaborated in the previous section, is one of the core elements of 

this idealism as it corresponds to a universal and ideal purpose.80 This is an area of 

constant struggle in practicality. Since the ultimate objective of humanity is emancipation, 

and this can only be achieved through perpetual peace as a result of rational actions 

coming out of duty, problems arise when the actors act in self-interest. Here 

speculative reason comes into play. Through speculative reason, which carries with it 

the moral worthiness, it can be argued that the progress towards the ultimate objective 

is possible.81  

 Although this dissertation will not focus on Hegelian idealism in opposition to 

transcendental idealism, to comprehend the creation of the modern CT we must follow 

the evolution of thought through Hegel before dealing with Nietzsche and Marx. 

Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel (1770-1831) marks a significant turn in the idealist 

tradition as he tried to overcome the dualism in Kant82. In the Hegelian interpretation, 

noumena are actually present in the phenomenal realm as thinking about the unthinkable 

brings it to the thinkable world. The objective world, for Hegel, is contingent on the 

subjective process of development, informed by its own history and thus in Hegel’s 

idealism both object and subject are manifestations of the Absolute (Spirit).83 In other 

words, Hegel opposed the formalism and used dialectic to uncover the logic of the 

universe through the famous three-fold process of thesis, antithesis, and synthesis.84 

The Kantian understanding that moral worth can only exist if there is no self-interest 

was a central point that Hegel criticised since it would be powerless because the moral 

                                                
79 Bronner, 13. 
80 Ibid., 14. 
81 Steven C. Roach, ed. Critical Theory and International Relations: A Reader (New York: Routledge, 2008), xiv-xv. 
82 Bronner, 21. 
83 Steven B. Smith, "Hegel's Idea of a Critical Theory," Political Theory 15, no. 1 (1987): 103; Bronner, 22. 
84 Dino Franco Felluga, Critical Theory: The Key Concepts (Abingdon: Routledge, 2015), 75-76. 
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reasoning was a part of the development of consciousness, not an abstract duty.85 This 

required an ethical community and the state was the embodiment of the idea of 

freedom or the ethical idea. 86  Therefore in the Hegelian dialectic, history would 

progress to freedom albeit through contradictions and conflict as exemplified in the 

“unhappy consciousness” of the slave metaphor.87 Hegel, however, is not present in 

the IR literature and his dialectic is central to Marx’s critique and the idea of 

emancipation. In other words, Hegel’s place in the CT lies within the Marxist literature 

rather than on his own. 

 Friedrich Nietzsche (1844-1900) has never been as popular as Kant in the IR 

literature. He has inspired thinkers and philosophers such as Jacques Derrida, Gilles 

Deleuze, and Michel Foucault whose approaches were used in the IR discipline, 

particularly in the ‘post-structural (or sometimes post-modern) international relations’ 

sub-field; but it is rather rare to see a direct reference to Nietzsche’s thought in the 

field. In fact, no IR textbook actually mentions his name even once. Perhaps, the only 

explicit reference to Nietzsche can be found in James Der Derian’s writings, 

particularly his innovative chapter in Lipschutz’s seminal book (which also includes 

the chapter that introduces Waever’s securitisation).88 Der Derian focuses on how 

Nietzsche adopts an interpretive approach and destabilises the prevailing identities of 

the past where fear of death is the main motive for all meaning.89 

 Nietzsche’s enquiries into morality, especially in Beyond Good and Evil and On 

the Genealogy of Morals, reveals a non-traditional approach which reflected how the 

historical flows affect values and how these historical changes can be interpreted.90 The 

next section will deal with Nietzsche’s influence on and reinterpretation by the 

                                                
85 David Held, Introduction to Critical Theory: Horkheimer to Habermas (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1990), 158; Peter M. 
R. Stirk, Critical Theory, Politics and Society (London: Continuum, 2000), 33. 
86 Roach, 4. 
87 Held, 176; Roach, 25; Terry Pinkard, "G. W. F. Hegel," in Kant, Kantianism, and Idealism, ed. Thomas Nenon 
(Durham: Acumen, 2010), 214-15. 
88James Der Derian, "The Value of Security," in On Security, ed. Ronnie D. Lipschutz (New York: Columbia 
University Press, 1995). 
89 Ibid. 
90 Robin Durie, "Friedrich Nietzsche," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 264. 
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Frankfurt School and the chapter following that will again mention Nietzsche this time 

in terms of his influence on Foucault and Derrida. However, outside the Frankfurt 

School’s framework and Foucault and Derrida’s philosophy, a general introduction to 

the relevant parts of Nietzsche’s philosophy is required. 

 Misrepresentation of Nietzsche’s works by his sister caused him to be accepted 

as a proto-fascist whose ideas engendered Nazism and Italian fascism.91 He did not, 

actually, write about politics and usually, he is not seen as a political philosopher. 

Nevertheless, his moral philosophy needs to be read in relation to its impact on 

political theory as well. One of his most relevant (and perhaps the most coherent) work 

is On the Genealogy of Morals in which he seeks out to show the genesis and the evolution 

of Western morality. Nietzsche argues that moral norms create moral communities 

and these communities seek homogeneity and therefore need absolutes that can enable 

them to exclude those threatening such kinship.92 In other words, political legitimacy 

is based on the moral absolutes.  

 Nietzsche’s Genealogy puts forward the argument that morality, as we 

understand in the contemporary world, came into being through a ‘slave revolt’ that 

made the ‘slave morality’ ‘good’ and the ‘master morality’ ‘bad’; a resentment that 

turned into a rejection of everything that the masters signified.93 This slave revolt 

started with the Jews and then continued with Christians and finally became the 

dominant morality of the so called Judeo-Christian West. The relationship between 

man and God, according to Nietzsche, is similar to the relationship between debtor 

and creditor where the original sin is the ultimate debt and cannot be repaid and 

therefore man is constantly being tortured by himself (with guilt).94 An extension of 

this understanding is seen as his declaration of the death of God. For him, God has 

been replaced by other foci of power such as ‘science’ and accordingly a sacred 

                                                
91 Ibid., 263. 
92 Christopher J. Emden, Friedrich Nietzsche and the Politics of History (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 
2008), 229. 
93 Friedrich Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morals - Ecce Homo, ed. Walter Kaufmann (New York: Knopf Doubleday 
Publishing Group, 1989), 36-46. 
94 Nancy S. Love, "Epistemology and Exchange: Marx, Nietzsche, and Critical Theory," New German Critique 41, 
no. Spring-Summer (1987): 83. 
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characteristic is added. This, as a result of Enlightenment, would elevate science to a 

certain degree that any criticism would become sacrilege.  

 Nietzsche is also characterised by his critique of Kant, in which he rejects the 

Kantian approach to morality as well as reality. In this vein, it seems rather 

contradictory to put him in the same section with Kant, however, his critique would 

not have existed without Kant’s prior contributions which paved way for Nietzschean 

critique and genealogy. Furthermore, Horkheimer and Adorno see a direct line 

between Kant and Nietzsche, particularly regarding his Genealogy, a kind of similar 

critique of ‘scientism’.95 But more on that in the next section. 

 Any discussion of Critical Theory would be irreparably incomplete without 

giving an account of Karl Marx’s (1818-1883) thought. Therefore it is imperative to 

explain, rather briefly, his philosophy and the role it played in the formation of CT. It 

is, however, crucial to realise the distinction between Marx himself and Marxism. And 

even further we might need to distinguish young Marx from mature Marx as well. Yet, 

to pinpoint differences firstly let us outline the traditional Marx as known for the 

general social studies audience.  

 Marx’s critique of capitalism and his emphasis on modes of production and 

social class are two essential points. He understood capitalism as a historically 

produced form of social life meaning that it is not immutable or founded on human 

nature. Dialectical understanding of history purported that humans were both the 

producers and products of historical processes as Marx famously wrote in his The 

Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte “men make their own history, but they do not 

make it just as they please; they do not make it under circumstances chosen by 

themselves, but under circumstances directly encountered, given, and transmitted from 

the past.”96 Capitalism, in this sense, refers to the form of social life which is the 

historical result of the commodification of labour due to technological advancements 

and new modes of production.97 Here, the people who sold their labour comprises the 

working class while the owners of the forces of production who buys the labour of the 

                                                
95 Peter Pütz, "Nietzsche and Critical Theory," Telos 50 (1981). 
96 David McLellan, ed. Karl Marx: Selected Writings, 2 ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), 329. 
97 Mark Rupert, "Marxism and Critical Theory," in International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity, ed. Tim 
Dunne, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010). 
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working class to obtain surplus value are the capitalist class. This classification is 

difficult to project to contemporary society, as Marx also realised, due to the existence 

of other classes such as the middle class, and their relation to production is much more 

complex.98  

 Different periods of history had different kinds of relations of production, but 

particularly in Marx’s time, the social relations were mainly based on this capitalist class 

(bourgeoisie)-working class (proletariat) antagonism. He and Engels claimed that “[t]he 

history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.”99 This was what 

the ‘historical materialism’ meant where the history was determined by the mode of 

production. Another important point here is the subject of ‘alienation’ which, actually, 

binds all works of Marx together (and also with Hegel). With the term alienation (of 

the proletariat) Marx meant many things: the separation of humans from the products 

of their labour, from the act of production, from his/her own being as a human, and 

from the rest of the society.100 The working class oppressed by the capitalists, according 

to him, needed to break from the false consciousness that painted a picture of capitalist 

society as natural. So, the oppressed class ought to emancipate itself and to prevent a 

similar relation of domination establish a classless society through revolution. 101 

Therefore, for Marx, emancipation was mainly the emancipation of the working class from 

oppression. However, when considered together with the universality claims of 

communism, as The Communist Manifesto calls in its concluding sentence 102 , the 

emancipation of the working class becomes the emancipation of the whole humanity. A 

universal emancipation thus entails the abolition of classes and oppression globally. 

 Orthodox Marxism, focused almost solely on the political economic aspects of 

Marx’s thought. Orthodox Marxism was also influenced by many developments in the 

conjuncture such as the First World War and the October Revolution in Russia, and 

                                                
98 Nicholas Abercrombie, Stephen Hill, and Bryam S. Turner, The Penguin Dictionary of Sociology, 4th ed. (London: 
Penguin, 2000), 215. 
99 Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, The Communist Manifesto, trans. Samuel Moore (Harmondsworth: Pelican 
Books, 1967), 79. 
100 T.B. Bottomore and Maximilien Rubel, eds., Karl Marx: Selected Writings in Sociology and Social Philosophy 
(Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1961), 42; Abercrombie, Hill, and Turner, 11-12. 
101 McLellan, 232. 
102 “WORKING MEN OF ALL COUNTRIES, UNITE!” Marx and Engels, 121. (capitals in the original) 
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later on rising of fascism and the Second World War. Vladimir Ilyich Ulyanov (Lenin), 

leader of the Russian Revolution and the head of government of the Soviet Union, 

was, perhaps, the central figure who reformulated Marx’s ideas in a practical sense. He 

was able to connect anti-colonial and national self-determination struggles with Marx’s 

class struggle and revolutionary theory.103 Soviet experience, however, saw Marxist 

ideals to turn into a strong one-party totalitarian state instead of the withering of state 

and universal emancipation. This point will be elaborated in the next section on the 

Frankfurt School. 

 As mentioned before, there was a difference between young and mature Marx. 

This difference, however, was not contradictory or altogether opposing. It was rather 

because of Marx’s desire to focus first on political economy. Still, ‘alienation’ was the 

leitmotif of all his writings and this was actually something he borrowed from Hegel 

and adopted accordingly.104 Young Marx was more focused on political theory and the 

role of the theorist and also non-positivist in his understanding of history. Later on, 

maybe because Marxists interpreted as such, he seemed to become a proponent of a 

deterministic and objectivist historical approach. 

 Method of Marx’s critique was also a Hegelian approach, however, Marx 

divorced this understanding from Hegel firstly through his critique of Hegel. This 

method was ‘immanent critique’ (which is also a very pivotal element of the early 

Frankfurt School and will be further explained in the next section). This form of 

critique entailed revealing the contradictions in the society so that an emancipatory 

change becomes possible.105 The fundamental distinctness of the Marxian immanent 

critique was that it replaced the ‘Spirit’ in the Hegelian philosophy with concrete history 

and struggle against the natural necessity for the basis of his emancipatory 

perspective.106 

    

 

                                                
103 Göran Therborn, From Marxism to Post-Marxism? (London: Verso, 2010), 68. 
104 David McLellan, Marx before Marxism (Harmondsworth: Pelican Books, 1972), 278. 
105 Robert J. Antonio, "Immanent Critique as the Core of Critical Theory: Its Origins and Developments in 
Hegel, Marx and Contemporary Thought," The British Journal of Sociology 32, no. 3 (1981): 332. 
106 Ibid., 334. 
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2.3. Formulating and Philosophising Critical Social 
Theory: The Frankfurt School 

 

 
 Institute for Social Research (Institut für Sozialforschung) was established as an 

autonomous centre attached to the University of Frankfurt in 1923. Its purpose was, 

with the guidance of the Marxist tradition, to study society, labour movement and 

origins of anti-Semitism. Despite conducting important research before, the Institute 

came to prominence with the appointment of Max Horkheimer as its director in 1930. 

Horkheimer claimed that the previous studies have either focused on an abstract, 

isolated individual or a hypostasised social totality and what was needed was 

overcoming dichotomies through dialectic mediation bringing disciplines together and 

always being aware of the historical and social contexts.107 The Institute and particularly 

the figures such as Max Horkheimer (1895-1973), Theodor Adorno (1903-1969), and 

Herbert Marcuse (1898-1979) became known as the ‘Frankfurt School’ (FS). Walter 

Benjamin until his early death, Eric Fromm until his resignation were also part of this 

diverse and talented group. As can be seen from the diversity of these names, studies 

were in a large spectrum from psychoanalysis to aesthetics, from economic themes to 

social, political, and cultural issues. 

 Historical context and the experiences of the Frankfurt School scholars are of 

great value for understanding how the Critical Theory had been theorised and 

formulated.108 After the National Socialist German Workers Party (NSDAP or the 

Nazi Party) came to power in 1933, the Institute relocated to Geneva as their financial 

assets in Germany were seized by the state. It should also be kept in mind that the 

Institute was established by Felix Weil who was Jewish and the director, Horkheimer 

himself, was also Jewish and therefore the Institute was a potential target for 

persecution by the Nazi regime. Geneva was a transit destination for the Institute and 

following an official invitation by Columbia University, the Institute relocated to New 

                                                
107 Held, 32-33. 
108 For a recent exploration of lives of these philosophers, see: Stuart Jeffries, Grand Hotel Abyss: The Lives of the 
Frankfurt School (London: Verso, 2017). 
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York in 1935 and then some, including Horkheimer, moved to Los Angeles in 1941. 

After the end of the Second World War, the Institute was officially invited back to 

Frankfurt and in 1953 it was reestablished there. However, figures such as Marcuse, 

Löwenthal, and Kirchheimer chose to stay in the United States. Developments in 

Europe, the war, and the Holocaust affected the Frankfurt School deeply, throwing 

scholars from an interwar optimism to a deep pessimism.  

 Critical Theory was the product of such a socio-political environment and 

scholarly milieu. But, then what is this Critical Social Theory that the Frankfurt School 

introduced us? In the core of it lies young Marx’s famous statement in the Theses on 

Feuerbach: “The philosophers have only interpreted the world, in various ways; the 

point, however, is to change it.” 109  Horkheimer contrasted traditional and critical 

theory in his seminal essay in 1937. One very significant argument is that “the theory 

is not a storehouse of hypotheses on the course of particular events in society. It 

constructs a developing picture of society as a whole, an existential judgment with a 

historical dimension.”110 He also claimed theory cannot be thought of independent of 

people and has its own trajectory of growth.111 Although primarily based on Marxist 

research, the Institute differed greatly from Western Marxism (a term describing the 

Marxist tradition in the West as opposed to the Soviet Union and its sphere of 

influence). Scholars of the Institute, however, criticised orthodox Marxism’s 

preoccupation with material economics. For Horkheimer, true materialism was 

dialectical and constituted of a continuing interaction between subject and object.112 

Furthermore, it was important to realise that the conditions that gave rise to 

materialism were historical.113 In other words, Horkheimer and the Frankfurt School 

was arguing that the historical materialism’s understanding of society and class was 

ahistorical. This was because conditions could change in time and that was exactly what 

happened. Working classes in industrial societies did not initiate revolutions and even 

they became part in the rise of fascism. They even volunteered in the war effort despite 

                                                
109 McLellan, Karl Marx: Selected Writings, 173. 
110 Max Horkheimer, Critical Theory: Selected Essays (London: Bloomsbury, 1972), 239. 
111 Ibid., 240. 
112 Martin Jay, The Dialectical Imagination: A History of the Frankfurt School and the Institute of Social Research 1923-1950 
(London: Heinemann, 1973), 54. 
113 Horkheimer, 45. 
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Marxists’ call for a boycott that would put the capitalist machinery into crisis and lead 

to a proletarian revolution. This was one of the significant factors that made the 

Frankfurt School realise that material conditions and the ownership of means of 

production were not the sole dynamic for social relations. As brought up earlier this 

view was obviously reminiscent of early Marx. 

 In essence, the Frankfurt School was seeking freedom and for Marcuse, as he 

writes in On Hedonism, “the reality of happiness is the reality of freedom as the self-

determination of liberated humanity in its common struggle with nature.”114 This quote 

reminds us of the key concepts within the CT tradition. Reality, happiness, freedom, 

liberated humanity, and struggle with nature all refer to general ideas behind the 

corpora of the Frankfurt School.  

 To understand reality, we can easily go back to Horkheimer’s criticism of 

Marxian history (that is reified and objectified). According to Horkheimer, it is not 

possible to refer to an objective reality which observers can interpret from the outside; 

the social theorist is actually a part of what s/he is analysing and is aware of this 

condition.115 Here, freedom is liberation (or emancipation) of humanity from its struggle 

to dominate nature. Domination of nature is a legacy of the Enlightenment which 

essentially gave rise to positivism. FS is critical of this stance as the domination of 

nature is actually the triumph of instrumental (subjective) reason. Particularly in the 

later works of Horkheimer and Adorno (i.e. Dialetic of Enlightenment) we see a harsh 

critique of Enlightenment. While the Enlightenment allowed humanity to master 

nature (by science and technology), it also gave the opportunity to some social groups 

to ensure the dominance of the rest of the populations through this new technical 

apparatus.116  In this structure that (instead of emancipating) controls and exploits 

people, they are therefore not ends but means and commodity.117 In other words, 

Enlightenment which was progressive and emancipatory turned into a regressive and 

                                                
114 Herbert Marcuse, Negations: Essays in Critical Theory (London: Mayfly, 2009), 148. 
115 Held, 191. 
116 Max Horkheimer and Theodor W. Adorno, Dialectic of Enlightenment: Philosophical Fragments (Stanford: Stanford 
University Press, 2002), xvii. 
117 Columba Peoples, "Theodor Adorno," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 13. 
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oppressive tradition. Positivism is one of the central reasons for this as value-free 

objectivistic approaches dominated all fields, positivism became the ideological tool of 

modernity. It would be helpful to give a brief definition of positivism: “the view that 

all true knowledge is scientific, in the sense of describing the coexistence and 

succession of observable phenomena.”118 FS’s critique of such a view was mainly 

because of its application to social studies. They argued that social reality was the result 

of an ongoing interplay between the moment and the totality.119 Rejecting this and the 

historical struggle between the humans and nature made positivism dogmatic. 120 

Furthermore, seeing social relations in a positivistic way directly results in 

understanding societal dynamics and structures as objects. This objectivisation, then, 

causes the reification of the existing structures and thus makes domination within the 

status quo natural. Also, as the scientific method requires a certain degree of 

predictability, the predictable social theory was nothing more than “unfreedom” for 

Horkheimer as well as Adorno.121 Last but not least, claims of objectivity and value-

freedom are themselves value-laden because the reason behind the preference for 

value-freedom is in itself an evaluation of value. And with this, scientism as a value-

laden ideology, positivism discredits other potential forms of knowledge, methods, and 

practices. So, in a sense, positivism which was a significant driving force of the 

Enlightenment turned it into a regressive process. For FS scholars the rise of Fascism 

and the Holocaust were not exceptions in history but rather a natural result of the 

Enlightenment which fostered the positivistic attitude towards society and produced 

people as means.  

 Immanent method (or critique) is the main tool that the FS used for their 

analyses and not surprisingly it is borrowed from Marx whom borrowed from Engels 

as explained in the previous section. It is the accentuation of contradictions between 

social relations and ideologies. 122  This resonates with the description of critical 

                                                
118 Alan Bullock, Oliver Stallybrass, and Stephen Trombley, eds., The Fontana Dictionary of Modern Thought (London: 
Fontana Press, 1990), 669. 
119 Held, 164-65. 
120 Ibid., 165. 
121 Ibid., 171-72. 
122 Antonio,  334. 
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reflection by Horkheimer which has the task of “not merely to understand the various 

facts in their historical development—and even this has immeasurably wider 

implications than positivist scholasticism has ever dreamed of—but also to see through 

the notion of fact itself, in its development and therefore in its relativity.”123 This means 

that the theorist needs to be aware of the repercussions of her/his locality and 

temporality while making analysis and attempt at exploring origins of how that locality 

and temporality came to be. Depicting the contradictions in this historicity s/he will 

pave way for potential emancipation. 

 The Enlightenment may seem to be the cause of every problem in the modern 

world, nevertheless, the Frankfurt School critique is not as simple as that but rather 

multidimensional. “Freedom in society is inseparable from enlightenment thinking,”124 

say Horkheimer and Adorno, and in fact, they try to save Enlightenment from the 

regression it caused and succumbed to. Critical Theory, then, is precisely for this: 

theory and practice of emancipation.125 Here a parenthesis is in order: Even though in 

the text of Horkheimer word emancipation (Emanzipation in German) is present, in some 

of the writings of the FS a term which has a wider meaning and that is usually translated 

as “liberation” (Befreiung) is used.126 This is important because many critiques of the FS 

and the Critical Theory, including postmodern and postcolonial scholars, express their 

discomfort with the term “emancipation” which implies, according to them, another 

form of oppression.  

 Frankfurt School did not only consist of and die with Horkheimer, Adorno, 

Marcuse, and others. Although it never arose to the prominence of this first generation 

of critical theorists, numerous philosophers and theorists still follow the Frankfurt 

tradition, albeit in different trajectories. Perhaps the most famous thinker in the second 

generation is Jürgen Habermas (b. 1929) who was actually Adorno’s assistant and in 

1964 took over Horkheimer’s chair in philosophy and sociology. Habermas is a 

controversial figure for many reasons including his distance from the Marxist 

                                                
123 Max Horkheimer, Eclipse of Reason (London: Continuum, 2004), 56. 
124 Horkheimer and Adorno, xvi. 
125 Horkheimer, Critical Theory: Selected Essays, 233, 46. 
126 Claudio Corradetti, "Frankfurt School and Critical Theory,"  The Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 
http://www.iep.utm.edu/frankfur/. 
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foundations of the FS. Despite the early FS was disillusioned by the political economy 

basis of Marxism, they were still working within a Marxist framework which took social 

and cultural relations to the fore. What Habermas did was expelling these secondary 

aspects such as forces and relations of production and focusing on different kinds of 

action and knowledge interests.127 This constituted the basis of his perennial work, 

Theory of Communicative Action. He also tried to reverse the pessimism of Horkheimer 

and Adorno and wanted to restore emancipatory reason as the main object of critical 

theory.128 In a sense, he was going back to an original emancipatory programme of the 

FS before losing hope. This also brought Kant and cosmopolitanism to the core of the 

theory. According to Christopher Zurn, there are three central themes in Habermas’ 

thought which are the linguistic turn; integration of hermeneutical and systems theory 

approaches in sociology; and interaction with postmodernist and poststructuralist 

thinkers.129 Cosmopolitanism, as well as communicative action, will be explained more 

comprehensively in Chapter 4 as they are directly related to the main subject of the 

dissertation. 

 In 2001, Axel Honneth, a student of Habermas’ became the director of the 

Institute. He is considered as belonging to the third generation of the Frankfurt School 

theorists. His students are the fourth generation including scholars like Rainer Forst. 

The Frankfurt School is, accordingly, still active and contributing to the discussion in 

a varying selection of topics related to contemporary society.  

 There is also another branch of critical theory which is different from the FS’s 

understanding which must be explored before moving on to next chapter. This branch 

is more related to International Political Economy (IPE) subfield of IR rather than 

Security Studies. However, the Aberystwyth School also borrows some ideas from it 

as well. It is the Gramscian branch of critical theory which is based on the thought of 

Italian thinker and politician Antonio Gramsci (1891-1937). 

 Gramsci was the founder of the Italian Communist Party and a strong 

proponent of a revolutionary change. He was even elected to the Italian Parliament, 

                                                
127 Therborn, 79. 
128 Craig Calhoun and Jospeh Karganis, "Critical Theory," in Handbook of Social Theory, ed. George Ritzer and 
Barry Smart (London: Sage, 2003), 190. 
129 Christopher F. Zurn, "Jürgen Habermas," in Poststructuralism and Critical Theory's Second Generation, ed. Alan D. 
Schrift (Durham: Acumen, 2010), 205-13. 
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however, despite his parliamentary immunity fascist police arrested and imprisoned 

him in 1926. His already ill health deteriorated in prison conditions and finally, he died 

in 1937 a week after his release. Although he was active before his imprisonment, he 

is better known through 29 notebooks, Prison Notebooks, he filled until 1935 when he 

became too ill to write. Notebooks are a compilation of his ideas which were written in 

a very fragmented way and were published posthumously. Gramsci was introduced to 

the IR discipline in 1981 by Robert Cox, but his thought remained rather peripheral 

and became almost exclusive to the international political economy. 

 Gramsci was a Marxist who was disillusioned by the manner mainstream 

Marxism interpreted Marx’s works. In parts of the Notebooks where he deals with 

Marxism (‘philosophy of praxis’ as he refers to it), he provides a critique of the 

deterministic and mechanistic interpretation of Marxism; a critique based on Marx’s 

Theses on Feuerbach130. It is similar to the FS, in the sense that Gramsci also opted for 

early Marx’s philosophy that was less focused on the economy than society and 

philosophy. Gramsci argued that Marxism was, however, “the greatest form of 

‘historicism’, total liberation from any form of abstract ‘ideologism’, the real conquest 

of the historical world, the beginnings of a new civilisation.”131 However, he also 

cautions the reader of the possibility of Marxism becoming an ideology, a dogmatic 

system132. In the light of these, it can be deduced that philosophy of praxis is essentially 

a form of critique and therefore by implication a critical theory. It is ironic that 

contemporary Gramscianism is focused mainly on the political economy, very similar 

to what Gramsci was criticising about Marxism.  

 One of his greatest contributions was probably the reinterpretation of the 

concept of ‘hegemony’. For him, hegemony is not established and maintained by force 

but rather through submission of subaltern classes by consent. Dominant classes 

subdue the others by portraying their own interests as the interests of all, therefore, 

making these interests ‘common sense’. At this instance, base (economic structure) and 

superstructures (cultural and ideational elements) interact and co-constitute with ideas 

                                                
130 John Schwarzmantel, The Routledge Guidebook to Gramsci’s Prison Notebooks (Abingdon: Routledge, 2015), 214-15. 
131 Antonio Gramsci, Selections from the Prison Notebooks (New York: International Publishers, 1992), 399. 
132 Ibid., 406-07. 
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of a society and form ‘historical blocs’133. However, counter-hegemonic social forces 

may create a sufficient impetus through the superstructure and challenge the dominant 

class’ hegemony in a similar manner to those of the dominant classes134. This, in turn, 

could entail emancipatory political potential. Gramsci emphasises the importance of 

intellectuals both for the dominant classes and the counter-hegemonic forces. He 

claims that “one of the most important characteristics of any group that is developing 

towards dominance is its struggle to assimilate and to conquer ‘ideologically’ the 

traditional intellectuals, but this assimilation and conquest are made quicker and more 

efficacious the more the group in question succeeds in simultaneously elaborating its 

own organic intellectuals.”135 While the intellectuals within the counter-hegemonic 

forces fulfil a role similar to a critical theorist, organic intellectuals of the dominant 

classes attempt to perpetuate the ‘common sense’ of the hegemonic force.  

  

 

 

2.4. Conclusion 

   

 

 This chapter explained the origins of Critical Theory through three key figures, 

namely Kant, Hegel, Nietzsche, and Marx; and then depicted what CT was with a 

discussion of the Frankfurt School which formulated the CT in the first place. A brief 

introduction to Gramsci’s thought is also given as he is related to the Aberystwyth 

School to some extent. 

 While focusing on philosophical links, reflections of each philosopher’s 

thought in the broader IR literature have been discussed as well. Reason for this was 

to enable the clear flow of thought whilst keeping the subject relevant to the main 

purpose of the dissertation. 

                                                
133 Ibid., 360-77; Schwarzmantel, 238. 
134 Mark Rupert, "Antonio Gramsci," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 183. 
135 Gramsci, 10. 
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 This chapter has illustrated that the new Enlightenment tradition of critique, 

which Kant has introduced, was at the core of the formation of critical theory. In 

addition to critique, emancipation was also a common theme in all of the discussed 

philosophers. In the Nietzsche’s case the concept of genealogy is introduced which is 

particularly important as it will be seen in Chapter 3. 

 The Frankfurt School was established upon the intellectual legacy of these 

aforementioned philosophers, however, it also involved the critique of these 

predecessors and the specific conjuncture of the post-First World War Europe, Second 

World War and post-Second World War US where the theory was formed. Table 1 

(see next page) provides a summary of the part that will be important for Chapter 3 

and 4. 

 The next chapter will deal with what I opted for terming ‘new critical thought’ 

as a continuation of the specific Enlightenment view of the CT but, of course, with 

significant additions and nuances.  
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3. New Critical Thought: Critical Traditions in the 

Second Half of the 20th Century136 

 

 

 This chapter introduces and explains the thoughts of three important French 

philosophers who came to prominence in the second half of the 20th century. While 

Foucault and Derrida are discussed as post-structural thinkers, unlike them Bourdieu 

is introduced under the heading of critical sociology. Although this categorisation is 

not crucial and decisive, it is analytically useful for this dissertation and is able to 

illustrate the major differences. Post-structuralism critiques the structures that have 

been sedimented in the society and attempt to disrupt and deconstruct them, while 

critical sociology tries to provide alternative explanations to the mainstream 

discussions of society. Critical sociology has poststructuralist elements as well, 

however, it focuses on the analytical aspects more than deconstructing.  

 Therefore, Foucault, Derrida, and Bourdieu, in this sense, belong to a new 

critical group which can also be dubbed as non-Frankfurt critical theory. Discussions 

of objectivity, subjectivity, and dialectical conciliation hint at this correspondence. I 

call this category ‘new critical thought’ to distinguish it from the Critical Theory of the 

Frankfurt School and prevent any confusions regarding the usage of the term critical 

theory.  

 These thinkers are also critical theorists but they are not part of the Frankfurt 

tradition and, as argued by this dissertation, their thought is the culmination of the 

French Enlightenment that has been explored in Chapter 2. They are important as they 

are the main figures that inspired the Paris School of critical security studies. In order 

to understand the position and perspective of the Paris School, it is imperative to 

understand the central ideas and themes these philosophers put forward. This will also 

allow me to pinpoint the role of emancipation and the Enlightenment in the French 

branch of critical theory.  

  

                                                
136 I would like to thank Bilge Duruturk, who is an expert on post-structuralism, for her comments and 
suggestions on my reading of these thinkers.  
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3.1. Post-structuralists: Foucault and Derrida 
 

 

 

 Michel Foucault (1926-1984), without a doubt, has been one of the most 

influential thinkers of the 20th century. He has often been dubbed as a poststructuralist 

thinker based on his rejection of structuralist views championed by the likes of Claude 

Lévi-Strauss and Jacques Lacan. Although poststructuralism may not be what Foucault 

would like to be called, it is useful for our analytical purposes to distinguish him (and 

Derrida) from other philosophers of their times. He cautions us as he says “do not ask 

who I am and do not ask me to remain the same”.137 Foucault was interested in 

knowledge, power, and self which were reflected in the human sciences, politics, and 

ethics.138 His works were deeply influenced by Kant and Nietzsche while criticising 

Marxian conceptions of history. Furthermore, despite major disagreements with 

Jürgen Habermas, Foucault’s thoughts, in essence, have a strong connexion to the 

Frankfurt School as well.  

 Foucault’s preoccupation with knowledge and power would certainly have 

bearings for the discipline of IR. His works were introduced into the IR literature 

through emerging poststructural approaches by Richard Ashley, James Der Derian, 

Michael Shapiro, and R.B.J. Walker.139 In today’s IR, he has a prominent place as 

especially European textbooks refer to him in their poststructuralism chapters and his 

understanding of power is being voiced frequently. For understanding his 

contributions and relevance, it is useful to focus on particular concepts such as 

‘biopower’ (‘biopolitics’), ‘genealogy’, ‘dispositif’, and ‘governmentality’.  

 Foucault’s understanding of power follows the historical transformation of it 

from disciplinary to productive. For him, “power is exercised rather than possessed; it 

is not the ‘privilege’, acquired or preserved, of the dominant class, but the overall effect 

of its strategic positions – an effect that is manifested and sometimes extended by the 

                                                
137 Michel Foucault, Archaeology of Knowledge (New York: Routledge, 2002), 19. 
138 Timothy O'Leary, "Michel Foucault," in Poststructuralism and Critical Theory's Second Genertion, ed. Alan D. Schrift 
(Durham: Acumen, 2013), 69. 
139 David Campbell, "Poststructuralism," in International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity, ed. Tim Dunne, 
Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010), 216. 
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position of those who are dominated.” 140  Furthermore, as “power produces 

knowledge”141, power and knowledge are two intrinsically bound concepts and forms 

and domains of knowledge are only produced by this power-knowledge relationship.142 

This is a very comprehensive network of plural and decentred relationships that 

discipline the individual through various forms and practices, and both through 

institutions (i.e. schools, factories, hospitals, etc) and personal relations.143 In other 

words, power is very diffused as even relations between individuals actually exercise of 

that power-knowledge which becomes very sedimented in the society. Therefore, 

power is not easily observable and difficult to locate in modern societies but still 

present in all social relations. 

 Coercive (or disciplinary) power was exemplified by utilisation of power in the 

name of the sovereign or in other words sovereign’s “right to decide life and death”.144 

This, however, transformed into a productive one in the modern societies as 

exemplified by timetables, drills, exercises, roll calls, etc. for prisons, military barracks, 

schools and so forth.145 The transition from deciding life and death to scheduling (or 

governing) lives illustrates, according to Foucault, a different understanding of power. 

Supervision of individual body and the species body has become the new politics, that 

is ‘biopolitics’ and the power relations in this sense is termed ‘biopower’. 146  Put 

differently, biopower is the power of administering life both individually and 

collectively as species. As life became the subject of politics itself norms began to order 

and regulate individual bodies and the species. So, the gist of it is that in modern 

societies, instead of power being centred on the sovereign who lets people live, it is 

decentred and the state makes life while letting people die. Foucault finds the 

                                                
140 Michel Foucault, Discipline and Punish: Birth of the Prison, trans. Alan Sheridan (New York: Vintage Books, 1995), 
27. 
141 Ibid. 
142 Ibid., 27-28; O'Leary, 78. 
143 Andrew W. Neal, "Michel Foucault," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 163. 
144 Michel Foucault, History of Sexuality Volume I: An Introduction, trans. Robert Hurley (New York: Pantheon 
Books, 1978), 135. 
145 Discipline and Punish: Birth of the Prison, 6-8. 
146 Felluga, 32. 

 



29A_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

57 
 

emergence of this in the modern military sciences. While originally it was the discipline 

and control of troops and therefore armies, these constituted a framework for a new 

social organisation as the modern regimes understood how to govern societies.147 All 

in all, it can be said that Foucault traced the origins of techniques of government to a 

new understanding of power relations that is based on the administration of life.  

 Another important conception here is the ‘panopticon’. It is English utilitarian 

philosopher Jeremy Bentham’s ideal prison design in which inmates do not interact 

with each other and there is a central tower that sees all the cells but inmates can never 

know if there is someone in the tower to watch them, therefore, creating a perpetual 

sense of being surveilled.148 Foucault uses the ‘panopticon’ both as an example of 

productive power (which is the early form of biopower) and metaphor for the use of 

power in modern societies. In the model of the ‘panopticon’, you can never know if 

you are being watched. This does not mean no one is watching you, however, the 

possibility of surveillance is the exercise of power that in turn maintains and/or 

regulates the actions. Modern surveillance technologies such as CCTV cameras 

installed in a multitude of locations compel the society to exist in a large transversal 

‘panopticon’.149  

 Discussion of metaphorical ‘panopticon’ and biopower leads us to 

‘governmentality’. It means that a combination of institutions, procedures, analyses, 

reflections, calculations, and tactics provides the basis for utilisation of biopower and 

this power, in turn, forms particular governmental apparatuses and knowledge.150 Put 

differently, governmentality is the way in which biopower is exercised so that the 

individuals and masses render the produced knowledge as natural. It is, in a sense, a 

mentality of governing individuals and societies which can be best described regarding 

‘dispositif’ of security. These techniques/technologies of government transform and 

                                                
147 Julian Reid, "Life Struggles: War, Discipline and Biopolitics in the Thought of Michel Foucault," in Foucault on 
Politics, Security and War, ed. Michael Dillon and Andrew W. Neal (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2008), 68. 
148 For the original conception and explanation please see: Jeremy Bentham, The Panopticon Writings (London: 
Verso, 1995). 
149 See Chapter 4 for more detailed application of this understanding in Security Studies. 
150 Michel Foucault, Power (New York: The New Press, 2000), 219-20; O'Leary, 82. 
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govern education, family relations as well as institutions.151 Governmentality not only 

controls the society but in the lives of the individuals, biopolitics (and biopower) 

controls strategies of self and relations of selves with each other.152 This whole process 

illustrates the political rationality which governs the modern societies.  

 There exists an obvious thread between the conceptions and the 

historiography that Foucault uses to illustrate certain developments in the history as 

well as to pose questions and critique the prevailing discourses that create those 

histories. Initially, he uses an archaeological methodology as seen in Order of Things153 

and Archaeology of Knowledge154 (his early works from the 1960s) which traces discourses 

and power relations, including practices more than just speech and text, that has shaped 

institutions in the modern societies.155  

 Foucault then assumes a genealogical method that is inspired by Friedrich 

Nietzsche, whose understanding of genealogy has been explained in Chapter 2. 

Foucault explains that genealogy does not attempt to restore an unbroken continuity 

but it rather tries to depict forgotten narratives, broken points from the historiography, 

deviations, in essence, from the truth which was not included in official histories.156 

Genealogy points out the discourses that dominate the traditional history and depicts 

counter-discourses. Therefore, “the purpose of history, guided by genealogy, is not to 

discover the roots of our identity, but to commit itself to dissipation”157, and through 

this role of knowledge, it is understood in terms of injustice, power, and domination. 

So, in a sense, genealogy allows us to realise the power relations in the history, 

discourses that create them and as a result perceive the present in a manner of critique. 

If, as Foucault claims, critique is “the art of not being governed so much”158, then it is 

                                                
151 Judith Revel, Dictionnaire Foucault (Paris: Ellipses, 2008), 68-69. 
152 Michel Foucault, "Technologies of the Self," in Technologies of the Self: A Seminar with Michel Foucault, ed. Luther 
H. Martin, Huck Gutman, and Patrick H. Hutton (London: Tavistock, 1988), 18-19. 
153 The Order of Things: An Archaeology of the Human Sciences (London: Routledge, 2001). 
154 Archaeology of Knowledge. 
155 Neal, 166. 
156 Michel Foucault, "Nietzsche, Genealogy, History," in The Foucault Reader, ed. Paul Rabinow (New York: 
Pantheon Books, 1984), 81. 
157 Ibid., 95. 
158 "What Is Critique?," in The Politics of Truth, ed. Sylvere Lotringer (Los Angeles: Semiotext(e), 2007), 45. 

 



30A_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

59 
 

essentially an act of resistance against the governmentality and what discourses of truth 

that governmentality projects as power. This means that, by implication, critique is an 

emancipatory practice.159  

 When genealogy is applied to academic IR, then, instead of seeking to explain 

reality, we see conflicting discourses of which the victorious becomes dominant in the 

discipline and as such, genealogical thinking would show these inherent conflicts 

within the academic discourses and shed light to knowledge-power as well as 

domination practices.160 Then, being aware of the pitfalls of becoming the dominant 

discourse, genealogical study and thus critique in IR would seek emancipation. Here we 

must remember that genealogy, in essence, questions the present and truth which is 

the exact line of inquiry that Kant has introduced into philosophy when questioning 

the Enlightenment.161 Michel Foucault, accordingly, can be understood as a Kantian 

philosopher whom with Nietzsche’s help continued the ontological and also 

epistemological inquiry to present and self, which in turn can be enlightened only if 

emancipated from immaturity.162 

 Jacques Derrida (1930-2004) was one of Michel Foucault’s contemporaries in 

the École Normale Supérieure in Paris. He is considered one of the leading figures of 

poststructuralism, however, unlike Foucault, he followed a Marxian line of thought. It 

is widely acknowledged that it is very difficult to penetrate into writings of Derrida as 

the language he uses is vague, obscure, and puzzling most of the time. Thus, a doctoral 

dissertation on the foundations of critical security studies could not do justice to his 

thought in such a limited space.163  

                                                
159 Christopher Allsobrook, "Contingent Criticism: Bridging Ideology Critique and Genealogy," in Nietzsche, Power 
and Politics: Rethinking Nietzsche's Legacy for Political Thought, ed. Herman W. Siemens and Vasti Roodt (Berlin: Walter 
de Gruyter, 2008), 699. 
160 Steve Smith, "The Self-Images of a Discipline: A Genealogy of International Relations Theory," in International 
Relations Theory Today, ed. Ken Booth and Steve Smith (Oxford: Polity Press, 1995), 4-5. 
161 Michel Foucault, Politics, Philosophy, Culture: Interviews and Other Writings, 1977-1984 (New York: Routledge, 
1990), 95. 
162 "What Is Enlightenment?."; O'Leary, 87. 
163 As a matter of fact none of the philosophers can be explained and illustrated within the confines of a 
dissertation such as this one. Nevertheless, Derrida’s thoughts are the least self-evident of the subject 
philosophers and therefore the discussion will be very limited in comparison to others. 
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 In the IR literature, similar to Foucault, Derrida is almost exclusively 

mentioned in the discussions of poststructuralism. However, he has a significant effect 

as it can be argued that he inspired novel techniques of scholarly exploration. 

‘Deconstruction’ is a term introduced by Derrida to the literature and since then has 

been used in various forms for numerous contexts. Nevertheless, before attempting at 

explaining what ‘deconstruction’ might mean, a glimpse of another element of 

Derrida’s thought is imperative: différance. 

 Différance is actually a word play that shows the double meaning of the French 

verb différer. This verb in French both means “to differ” and “to defer”. Derrida, 

however, coined this neologism to emphasise the difference in terms of distinction and 

identity, and “interval of a spacing and temporalisation”164. It is, however, “neither a word 

nor a concept”165 but more like an “assemblage”166 that points to not being identical as 

well as a time shift. It is, in a sense, a novel reading of conceptions by which meanings 

are derived from their difference from others as wells as understanding what they 

signify (deferred/delayed meaning). 167  Although it may be seen overwhelmingly 

abstract, différance would make more sense when considered together with 

‘deconstruction’. 

 ‘Deconstruction’, as Derrida argues, is not a method but a strategy or a 

procedure. It is used to shake the foundations of the Western metaphysics which has 

been traditionally based on binarisms such as good/evil, truth/error, 

presence/absence, speaking/writing, and so forth. In these binary oppositions there is 

an inherent hierarchy that favours the first premise, however, deconstruction destroys 

(deconstructs) this hierarchy first but does not just reverse it, rather dismantles the 

opposition. 168  This actually resembles Nietzsche’s disassembling that is realised 

                                                
164 Jacques Derrida, Speech and Phenomena and Other Essays on Husserl's Theory of Signs (Evanston: Northwestern 
University Press, 1973), 129. (emphasis in the original)  
165 Ibid., 130. (emphasis in the original) 
166 Ibid., 131. 
167 Felluga, 79. 
168 Alan D. Schrift, "French Nietzscheanism," in Poststructuralism and Critical Theory's Second Generation, ed. Alan D. 
Schrift (Durham: Acumen, 2013), 45-46. 
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through genealogical study.169 Deconstruction is not a method because you do not 

apply or employ it, it happens inside the text.170 And actually “every text is a double 

text, there are always two texts in one”. 171  It means that the text needs to be 

deconstructed so that the double meanings can be revealed. Yet double meanings are 

not simply oppositions but actually a manifestation of différance. Put differently, through 

deconstruction ‘undecidable’ meanings are revealed which cannot be valued 

hierarchically or in binary oppositions. As Nietzsche does with genealogy, Derrida also 

shows that concepts which are defined in oppositionary binaries are actually results of 

a certain “will to power”.172 In other words, Derrida deconstructs the way meanings 

are produced traditionally and allow us to see more than what is on the surface. With 

deconstruction, Derrida discovers what has been left out and therefore challenge the 

traditional understandings.173 This is the critical edge that is, perhaps, most relevant to 

the study of IR.  

 Inspired by Derrida, poststructuralist IR scholars 174  traced the binary 

oppositions present in the traditional texts and discourses. Particularly, studies 

focusing on identity show how identities are formed or defined with their relationship 

with the opposite ‘other’. This identity, which essentially reproduces the traditional 

Western metaphysics, puts itself in a higher position creating a hierarchy. A 

deconstruction of identities, in this sense, would challenge the mainstream 

formulations of identity and therefore produce possible new avenues for a 

reinterpretation of politics.  

 Derrida portrays certain possibilities for analysis of politics. For instance, his 

discussion of democracy and emancipation is very important because it actually ties his 

critical thinking to the traditions of critique that this dissertation attempts at illustrating 

                                                
169 Ibid., 44. 
170 Maja Zehfuss, "Jacques Derrida," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 144. 
171 Vincent Descombes, Modern French Philosophy (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1980), 150. 
172 Schrift, 45. 
173 Richard Kearney and Mara Rainwater, "Jacques Derrida," in The Continental Philosophy Reader, ed. Richard 
Kearney and Mara Rainwater (London: Routledge, 1996), 439. 
174 For example, Richard Ashley, David Campbell, Jill Steans, Christine Sylvester and so on 
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and historicising. Derrida discusses that democracy can actually be emancipatory, 

however, the inherent understanding of a community that leaves certain ‘others’ out 

prevents the emancipatory potential from realising.175 This understanding distances 

Derrida from contemporary poststructuralists and postmoderns as they criticise 

emancipation as a different form of domination. He, indeed, says that he has “no 

tolerance for those who-deconstructionist or not- are ironical with regard to the grand 

discourse of emancipation” and when he talks about “democracy to come” it is not very 

different from emancipation that is voiced by other critical scholars discussed in this 

dissertation.176 Here, of course, we must remember that Derrida’s account is actually a 

critique of the contemporary understandings of democracy which in a sense are similar 

to de Wilde’s critique of the rhetoric of global democracy.177 Therefore, the concept of 

“democracy to come” can be read in a way that promotes emancipatory meta-critique.  

  

 

  

3.2. Critical Sociology: Bourdieu 

 
 

 Pierre Bourdieu (1930-2002) is now considered as one the most prominent 

sociologists/philosophers of the 20th century. Although his contributions have been 

recognised for a long time, especially in the French intelligentsia, his international 

recognition gained momentum only after his death in 2002. He did not write directly 

about international politics, but his works had always been political. Moreover, he 

believed that the raison d’être of social science was indeed to intervene in politics178. In 

contemporary international studies, references to Bourdieu have been increasing 

exponentially. One branch of the recently formulated ‘international political sociology’ 

                                                
175 Spegele, 103. 
176 Jacques Derrida, "Remarks on Deconstruction and Pragmatism," in Deconstruction and Pragmatism, ed. Chantal 
Mouffe (London: Routledge, 1996), 85. 
177 Jaap de Wilde, "The Mirage of Global Democracy," European Review 19, no. 1 (2011). 
178 Michael Grenfell, "Politics," in Pierre Bourdieu: Key Concepts, ed. Michael Grenfell (Abingdon: Routledge, 2014), 
250. 
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(IPS) sub-discipline is based heavily on the Bourdieusian theory of practice. In 

traditional IR textbooks, references to sociology are very limited let alone mentioning 

Bourdieu.179 Therefore, it is appropriate to explain Bourdieu’s key concepts and then 

their relationship to IPS when depicting the way critical sociology is reflected in IR and 

Security Studies.  

 Pierre Bourdieu’s work is deeply connected to his personal and academic life. 

A thorough discussion of his life is beyond the scope of this dissertation, however, it 

is important to keep certain points in his life in mind. Coming from a lower middle-

class background, he excelled in school and studied philosophy at the École Normale 

Supérieure in Paris with contemporaries such as Michel Foucault and Jacques Derrida.180 

He was then conscripted to the French military during the Algerian War of 

Independence, which allowed him to realise the consequences of French colonialism. 

After his military service, he became an assistant lecturer at the University of Algiers 

and focused on ethnographic research on peasant societies of north-eastern Algeria 

which was formative for his ultimate turn towards sociology.181  This wide career 

trajectory allowed him to devise his ‘theory of practice’ which is at the core of 

Bourdieusian philosophy (and sociology).  

 Bourdieu’s theory of practice consists of numerous new concepts that aim to 

break free from the traditional sociological understandings. One of his core concerns 

is the division between ‘subjectivism’ and ‘objectivism’ within the social science.182 In 

                                                
179 Quincy Wright mentions George Simmel and sociology of conflict in Quincy Wright, A Study of War, 2 vols., 
vol. 1 (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1941). Dougherty and Pfaltzgraff includes a discussion about 
Raymon Aron in its Realism chapter and in the Macrocosmic Theories of Conflict chapter: James E. Dougherty 
and Robert L. Pfaltzgraff, Contending Theories of International Relations (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott, 1971), 94-99, 
233-53. More recently, Burchill’s edited book discusses sociology in Linklater’s and Devetak’s chapter: Scott 
Burchill et al., Theories of International Relations, Third Edition ed. (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2005). In the 
Baylis book historical sociology is briefly discussed as a part of the alternative approaches: Baylis, Smith, and 
Owens, The Globalization of World Politics: An Introduction to International Relations. There are, however, no discussion 
of critical sociology or Bourdieu particularly in the recent ones.  
180 Peter Jackson, "Pierre Bourdieu," in Critical Theorists and International Relations, ed. Jenny Edkins and Nick 
Vaughan-Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009). 
181 Ibid. 
182 This is discussed at various extents in: Pierre Bourdieu, The Logic of Practice (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 
1990); Pierre Bourdieu and Loic Wacquant, An Invitation to Reflexive Sociology (Chicago: University of Chicago 
Press, 1992); Pierre Bourdieu, Pascalian Meditations, trans. Richard Nice (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 
2000); Outline of a Theory of Practice, trans. Richard Nice (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013). 
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essence, he is critical of all dichotomies as they provide rather unfruitful oppositional 

categories that perpetuate ‘symbolic violence’ (more on this later). His understanding 

regarding epistemology, emphasised the importance of reflexivity meaning that the 

researcher needed to be aware of the effects of his/her subjectivity.183  

 It is in a sense related to the ‘fourth debate’ (also called the post-positivism vs. 

positivism debate) within the so-called great debates in IR as it was also a reflection of 

a broader ‘debate’ within the social sciences. Critique of positivism manifested itself in 

IR through (social) constructivism which purported that international relations were 

historically and socially constructed.184 This is usually very simply exemplified by the 

meanings given to certain objects in international politics such as nuclear weapons 

which are destructive as a matter of fact, however, their threat level differs according 

to who owns them. While the United Kingdom having and renewing nuclear weapons 

is not considered as a problem, Iran’s potential to even enrich weapons grade uranium 

is seen by the West as a serious threat to world security. These different views come 

from different nature of sources of information, including culture and social 

interactions. Therefore, very simplistically, meanings are given as a result of numerous 

factors which are all ‘socially constructed’. Sometimes social constructivism is 

perceived as a broad umbrella term. For example, Ken Booth thinks that it is more like 

a method or meta-theory rather than an IR theory.185 This is also important in the sense 

that the rise of social constructivism contributed to the ‘fourth debate’. 

 This debate, despite going on within the academia throughout the 1980s, came 

to fore by the famous presidential address by the then president of the International 

Studies Association, Robert O. Keohane in 1988. In his speech, Keohane compared 

two approaches, namely ‘rationalism’ and ‘reflectivism’, attempting to what appeared 

                                                
183 Jackson, 111. 
184 All recent introduction to IR textbooks and IR theory books explain constructivism at different extents, 
however, key sources are: Alexander E. Wendt, "Anarchy Is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of 
Power Politics," International Organization 46, no. 2 (1992); Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1999). It can be summarised as the following: There are ‘traditional constructivists’ 
who accept that states are the central actors in international politics and therefore the state-system is the core 
structure. So ‘states’ are given, objective realities just like the anarchic international system. What is constructed, 
however, is the way states interpret the anarchic system. ‘Radical constructivists’, on the other hand, commit to a 
more critical understanding and question all the elements in international politics including the term international 
itself. 
185 Ken Booth, Theory of World Security (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 152. 
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to be an account of the rationalism’s merits over reflectivism which “lacked a clear 

reflective research program”. 186  Although he made points showing that both 

approaches have shortcomings and a synthesis is desirable, he still emphasises the 

superiority of rationalism as it is “heuristically so powerful because it does not easily 

accept accounts based on post hoc observation of values or ideology”.187 Keohane and 

his fellow rationalists believe that IR can be studied scientifically through positivist 

hypothesis testing giving no agency to the observer whatsoever. 

 After this slight detour into the post-positivism debate in academic IR, let me 

link this to Bourdieusian sociology. One of Bourdieu’s essential critiques of social 

science is the sedimented dichotomy between objectivism and subjectivism. While 

objectivism is associated with positivism and therefore rationalism, subjectivism is 

reflectivist and often post-positivistic. Bourdieu’s ‘practical reflexivity’ in this sense is 

similar to subjectivism. He refers to the researcher’s personal identity, her/his location 

in the intellectual field, and scholarly bias to illustrate the distorting effect of the 

researcher’s subjectivity. 188  Bourdieu formulates a comprehensive bridge between 

subjectivity and objectivity, which by no means is a midway. His approach, 

nonetheless, cannot be understood without the special lexicon he devised. Ergo, 

Bourdieusian concepts of ‘habitus’, ‘field’, ‘capital’, and ‘doxa’, which are essential 

elements of practice, need to be explained in detail.  

 Practices can only be understood by understanding the evolving fields in which 

actors are situated and the evolving habitus which those actors bring to their social 

fields of practice 189 . Habitus is “systems of durable, transposable dispositions, 

structured structures predisposed to function as structured structures, that is, as 

principles which generate and organise practices and representations that can be 

objectively adapted to their outcomes without presupposing a conscious aiming at ends 

or an express mastery of the operations necessary in order to attain them”.190  

                                                
186 Robert O. Keohane, "International Institutions: Two Approaches," International Studies Quarterly 32, no. 4 
(1988): 392. 
187 Ibid., 391-93. 
188 Jackson, 111. 
189 Karl Maton, "Habitus," in Pierre Bourdieu: Key Concepts, ed. Michael Grenfell (Abingdon: Routledge, 2014). 
190 Bourdieu, The Logic of Practice, 53. 
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 Field is “a network or a configuration of objective relations between 

positions”.191 This is the relational description of an area or space of struggle, a game 

field as Bourdieu prefers to liken it to.  Each field has also its own fundamental 

assumptions (set of unwritten rules, if you may) which the actors know unconsciously 

and this is termed doxa.192 Here it is imperative to be reminded that despite using the 

term ‘objective relations’, this is not an objectivist approach as these relations are 

always products of social history.193 In the field, a game is played in which various 

agents compete to improve their positions and positions are improved by the 

accumulation of (symbolic) capital.194 Even though it includes the usual economic 

understanding, this capital is more comprehensive and inclusive. For Bourdieu, it is 

‘accumulated labour’ and there can be varying types such as economic, cultural, and 

social which are all, in essence, the means of power in different fields that the agents 

are playing in.195 In other words, agents within fields try to accumulate capital in order 

to have positions of power. While economic capital may be useful in some, in other 

what is required may be an accumulation of symbolic capital. This depends on what is 

at stake in the field. For example, as illustrated by Berling, in the European security 

field the central stake can be considered as “the power to define the legitimate security 

logic” and in such circumstance, both material capabilities and norms manifest as 

different forms of capital.196 All forms of capital are interchangeable and based on the 

objective can be used in various fields.197 Put differently, relations and positions within 

the field which are objective and historic, are rooted in certain forms of capital as 

explained before, whilst habitus refers to a set of historical relations embedded within 

                                                
191 Bourdieu and Wacquant, 97. 
192 Jackson, 109; Maton, 53; Trine Villumsen Berling, The International Political Sociology of Security: Rethinking Theory 
and Practice (Abingdon: Routledge, 2015), 39. 
193 Ibid., 13. 
194 Patricia Thomson, "Field," in Pierre Bourdieu: Key Concepts, ed. Michael Grenfell (Abingdon: Routledge, 2014), 
66-68. 
195 Pierre Bourdieu, "The Forms of Capital," in Handbook of Theory and Research for the Sociology of Education, ed. John 
Richardson (Westport: Greenwood, 1986), 241-43. 
196 Berling, 29. 
197 Jackson, 110. 
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the individuals.198 Field structures the habitus but at the same time habitus, in a sense, 

gives the field meaning.199  

 Here it is also imperative to refer to ‘symbolic violence’ and/or ‘symbolic 

power’ which is, essentially, the condition that legitimises domination structures 

through depicting them as natural conditions.200 Thus, these structures become a part 

of the habitus and shape the understandings of the actors. When in a such misrecognition 

(as Bourdieu terms the condition) domination dynamics are in effect and this, in turn, 

allows accumulation of symbolic capital on behalf of the interested actors which seem 

disinterested.201 In contemporary societies, this domination dynamic, symbolic power, 

is exercised through institutionalised mechanisms. Educations system is one of the 

significant examples Bourdieu uses to show how objectivisation by formal 

qualifications creates inequalities and authorise those with these to occupy certain 

positions automatically leaving others outside. 202  This is, however, perceived as a 

natural occurrence not violence and/or domination, hence the term objectification. 

‘Natural’ dynamic of this sort is therefore embedded in the field itself and therefore 

habitus of the actors inadvertently encompasses this perception.  

 In IPS, Bourdieusian concepts and lines of analyses have been manifested 

mainly as ‘transnational fields’. These are similar to national ones, which Bourdieu 

mostly talks about, in the sense that they are also networks of objective and historical 

relations between positions, however, this time they are a bit more complex as the 

fields transcend national boundaries.203 Nevertheless, this formulation can also be 

contested and expanded. There are many questions which scholars try to answer within 

IPS including the nature of the transnational fields, their extents, roles of institutions 

as well as boundaries.  For example, while some scholars argue that there is a particular 

                                                
198 Bourdieu and Wacquant, 16. 
199 Ibid., 127. 
200 Jackson, 111. 
201 Pierre Bourdieu, Language and Symbolic Power (Oxford: Polity Press, 1991), 51, 170. 
202 The Logic of Practice, 130-33; Language and Symbolic Power, 24. 
203 Mikael Rask Madsen, "Transnational Fields and Power Elites: Reassembling the International with Bourdieu 
and Practice Theory," in International Political Sociology: Transversal Lines, ed. Tugba Basaran, et al. (Abingdon: 
Routledge, 2017), 107-08. 
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European field of power204, some promote a less ambitious claim of a transnational 

diplomatic field constituted in the EU, particularly through the European External 

Action Service (EEAS)205, yet some are more cautionary in declaring emergence of 

such fields at all.206 In one of the central pieces of IPS, Didier Bigo claims that there is 

not an emerging global field of power or integration of networks but rather, a 

bureaucratic formation of interdependent professionals, “transnational professional 

guilds” as he dubs them.207 This topic and Bigo’s approach will be elaborated in the 

Paris School section of the next chapter.  

 

 

 

3.3. Conclusion 

 

 

 This chapter attempted at explaining and describing the main elements of the 

philosophies of three French philosophers of the 20th century: Foucault, Derrida, and 

Bourdieu. It may not seem an easy endeavour to relate these thinkers to the previous 

chapter’s philosophers. However, as seen throughout the chapter, they are not, in fact, 

irrelevant to the Enlightenment ideas and the Frankfurt School. On the contrary, they 

are deeply influenced by both. The core ideas revolve around the legacy of the 

Enlightenment that is manifested (mistakenly) in positivism. A second central theme 

is power, which is another major concept that all IR theories and Security Studies 

literature are concerned with as well.  

 To sum up, through a deep exploration of Foucault, Derrida, and Bourdieu, I 

provided my interpretation of the way post-structuralism and critical sociology 

                                                
204 Antonin Cohen, "Bourdieu Hits Brussels: The Genesis and Structure of the European Field of Power," 
International Political Sociology 5, no. 3 (2011): 335-339. 
205 Rebecca Adler-Niessen, "Inter- and Transnational Field(S) of Power: On a Field Trip with Bourdieu," 
International Political Sociology 5, no. 3 (2011): 327-345. 
206 Anna Leander, "The Promises, Problems, and Potentials of a Bourdieu-Inspired Staging of International 
Relations," International Political Sociology 5, no. 3 (2011): 294-313. 
207 Didier Bigo, "Pierre Bourdieu and International Relations: Power of Practices, Practices of Power," International 
Political Sociology 5, no. 3 (2011): 250. 
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understand society and politics. Accordingly, it was discovered that implicit and explicit 

power relationships that are manifested in practices are at the core of these 

perspectives. The ordering of the social life is always a result of the domination process 

which can be rather consensual. Sometimes it is almost impossible to realise these 

dynamics. Furthermore, the roles human beings assume and the practices that are 

associated with these roles create fields which are sedimented into structures. This may 

go on as a self-reproducing cycle. Therefore, what is required is the deconstruction and 

disruption of these socially constructed structures to emancipate those who are 

oppressed and repressed by these.  

 The combination of the poststructural approach with Bourdieusian critical 

sociology and re-establishing their links with the critical thought, the Enlightenment, 

and the CT itself allows us to unravel a ‘new critical’ moment retrospectively. This 

categorisation will be especially useful in Chapter 5, where, after the application of the 

case, an approach that encompasses three schools and forms a more unified 

emancipatory understanding can be unravelled. 

 Chapter 4 will first recapture the place of Critical Theory in IR and Security 

Studies literature and Chapter 5 will follow through an empirical application on ‘Global 

War On Terror’ which will show how each school responds to certain concepts and 

events allowing us to realise the potential of illustrating the complementary nature of 

their ontologies. 
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4. New Horizons in International Relations and Security 

Studies 
 

 

4.1. Traditional and Critical International Relations 
Theory 
 

 

 In the aftermath of the Second World War, IR focused on the new reality the 

world was facing: The bi-polar international system in which two superpowers were 

engaged in a so-called cold war. Trying to make sense of what was happening scholars 

began to focus their attention towards the nature of the states-system as well as their 

own methodological preferences. Behaviourist approaches influenced the IR discipline 

as well. As mainstream historiography of IR suggests, in the 1960s as a result of the 

behaviourist revolution there emerged a debate between those arguing for ‘scientific’ 

and positivist study of the international phenomena (through quantitative methods and 

hypothesis testing) and the traditionalists who argued for an interpretive method based 

on history and philosophy. 208 This is usually dubbed as the ‘second great debate’, the 

first one being the ‘idealism vs. realism’ debate in the interwar period.209 

 In the 1970s and the 1980s, this methodological rivalry turned into a 

paradigmatic discussion where scholars that shared a methodological preference for a 

scientific study debated on the kind of paradigm that is to be used for explaining the 

international phenomena. This was manifested mainly as a choice between 

(neo)realism and (neo)liberalism. Since it was argued that different paradigms were the 

inherently incommensurable preference of the paradigm determined a particular 

outcome. This was called the ‘inter-paradigm debate’.210 The 1980s and onwards are 

usually described as the stage for another debate where positivists and post-positivists 

                                                
208 Here I follow Schmidt. as well as Milja Kurki and Colin Wight, "International Relations and Social Science," in 
Internatıonal Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity, ed. Tim Dunne, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith (Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, 2010). 
209 Ibid., 16-18. 
210 Ibid., 19-20. 
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argued for different ontological and epistemological positions (and different 

methodological approaches stemming from these positions) as partially explained in 

the previous chapter.211  

 It needs to be remembered that these so-called debates are not agreed upon by 

all IR scholars. It can be argued that there were never actual debates but a retrospective 

categorisation of differing approaches to the study of IR in different periods. 

Furthermore, Jörg Friedrichs argues that this categorisation using eras and debates 

were essentially the reflection of the US academia and the development of the 

discipline in other places, particularly in continental Europe, was different.212 In this 

sense, as briefly explored in Chapter 1, Peace Research, which has been present since 

the 1960s, is often ignored in the US-centric historiographies of IR. However, it has 

made significant contributions to the development of the critical approaches to peace, 

conflict, and security and therefore needs to be kept in mind.  

 Let me go back to early 1980s just before the fourth debate started. This is 

where and when Critical International Relations Theory (CIRT) joins the academic 

game. In 1981, two separate articles, one by Robert W. Cox and one by Richard K. 

Ashley introduced ‘criticality’ to IR Theory. 213  Their approaches resonated with 

scholars who later on identified themselves with interpretive/reflexive/post-positivist 

perspectives as a result of Cox and Ashley’s contributions.214 The discussion will be 

elaborated in the following section when explaining critical security studies, however, 

it is important to mention how  ‘critical theory’ diffused into IR Theory. In the US, 

where the traditional approaches prevailed, critical perspectives also emerged as can be 

seen from Ashley’s understanding. Scholars such as Alexander Wendt used social 

constructivist methodologies to reinterpret main tenets of the international system, 

                                                
211 Ibid., 20-23. 
212 Friedrichs, 14. Also see for European approaches: Knud Erik Jorgensen, "Continental Ir Theory: The Best 
Kept Secret," European Journal of International Relations 6, no. 1 (2000). For a global survey see: Arlene B. Tickner 
and Ole Wæver, eds., International Relations Scholarship around the World (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009). 
213 Richard K. Ashley, "Political Realism and Human Interests," International Studies Quarterly 25, no. 3 (1981); Cox, 
"Social Forces, States and World Orders". 
214 Craig N. Murphy, "The Promise of Critical Ir, Partially Kept," Review of International Studies 33, no. S1 (2007): 
117-18. 

 



36B_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

72 
 

however, their research still remained closer to the mainstream approaches rather than 

CIRT.215 

 Robert Keohane’s ISA address that has been mentioned in Chapter 3 is 

essentially a response to the emergence of CIRT and exemplary of how the so-called 

rationalist scholars perceived an antagonism between rationality and reflectivist 

accounts. Nevertheless, as Richard Wyn Jones observes (and indeed has been discussed 

in Chapter 2), the critical theorists, as exemplified by Habermas’s embracement of the 

Enlightenment commitment to reason, were not against rationality but rather the 

conception of rationality that has been promoted by positivists which was very 

narrow.216 

 Antonio Gramsci and the Frankfurt School were the main inspiration of the 

CIRT. Particularly the Gramscian understanding of hegemony and the Frankfurt 

School’s critique of instrumental reason that descended from the Enlightenment 

thought. CIRT, nevertheless, encompasses a broader spectrum than these two main 

strands. In addition to the Frankfurt School and (neo)Gramscian branches, feminism 

and post-structuralism are also among trajectories of the CIRT.217  

 Even though some post-structuralists might disagree, the main tenet of the 

CIRT is concentrated around the idea of ‘emancipation’. Emancipation is essentially an 

ideal of the Enlightenment as explained in the previous chapters. CIRT, acknowledging 

the features the Frankfurt School critiques, embark on a normative emancipatory 

political ideal. It seeks to locate discourses and institutions of domination and aspire 

to free all human beings from constraints and therefore emancipate them.218 While this 

is a universalistic and cosmopolitan aspiration, it is also seen as problematic by post-

colonial scholars such as Mustapha Kamal Pasha because it is deemed to be 

                                                
215 See: Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy Is What States Make of It,” International Organization 46 no. 2 (1992): 391-425; 
Martha Finnemore, National Interests in International Society (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1996); Jeffrey T. 
Checkel, Ideas and International Political Change: Soviet/Russian Behavior and the End of the Cold War (New 
Haven: Yale University Press, 1997). 
216 Richard Wyn Jones, "Introduction: Locating Critical International Relations Theory," in Critical Theory and 
World Politics, ed. Richard Wyn Jones (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2001), 3. 
217 Nicholas Rengger and Ben Thirkell-White, "Introduction: Still Critical after All These Years? The Past, Present 
and Future of Critical Theory in International Relations," Review of International Studies 33, no. S1 (2007): 5. 
218 Richard Devetak, "The Project of Modernity and International Relations Theory," Millennium - Journal of 
International Studies 24, no. 1 (1995). 
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reproducing modernist discourse and as such the subject becomes indifferent to other 

subjectivities and alternative potentialities in terms of politics and emancipation.219 In 

other words, this criticism argues that through its inherent bias, the emancipatory 

intent of CIRT becomes exclusionary towards all other possibilities. In this dissertation 

I do not intend to delve deeper into CIRT itself and its critics, however, universalism 

and cosmopolitanism implied in the emancipation ideal is not located spatially or 

culturally (read Euro/Western-centric) but it is, as explained in Chapter 2, a potential 

for a meta-critique that is continuous and therefore avoids domination and direction 

which is implied in the critics’ accounts.  

 

 

 

4.2. Critical Security Studies 

 

 

 Critical security studies refer to a plethora of academic works that spread 

mainly after the end of the Cold War. Critical Security Studies (with capital first letters) 

and critical security studies (with small first letters) refer to distinct bodies of work. 

Even though critical security studies encompass the Critical Security Studies (CSS), one 

needs to be careful not to confuse them. Critical security studies is mainly a typological 

categorisation which includes a vast number of different approaches from post-

structuralism to feminism, from constructivism to post-colonialism which criticise the 

traditional security studies (TSS) and promote deepening and broadening of the sub-

discipline220. CSS, on the other hand, is the specific approach devised by Ken Booth 

which was influenced by ‘Critical Theory’ and prominent theorists such as Max 

Horkheimer, Jurgen Habermas, Axel Honneth, Robert Cox, and Richard Falk. CSS is 

                                                
219 Mustapha Kamal Pasha, "The 'Secular' Subject of Critical International Relations Theory," in Critical Theory in 
International Relations and Security Studies: Interviews and Reflections, ed. Shannon Brincat, Laura Lima, and João Nunes 
(Abingdon: Routledge, 2012), 109. 
220 Smith, "The Contested Concept of Security," 40-41. For critical security studies, please refer to the collected 
volume of Keith Krause and Michael C. Williams, eds., Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases (London: UCL 
Press, 1997). This volume introduces the ‘new’ critical security studies and includes a variety of approaches by 
prominent scholars (including but not limited to Ken Booth and R.B.J. Walker).  
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also called the Aberystwyth School. I think, however, that it is unproductive to use the 

CSS abbreviation as it causes confusion especially when talking about other critical 

approaches to theory. There are, as mentioned earlier, many different positions that 

are critical with regard to Security Studies, however, three approaches have been 

dubbed as ‘schools’ and as this dissertation argues have common roots in the 

Enlightenment thought. These schools are (alphabetically) the Aberystwyth School, 

the Copenhagen School, and the Paris School. The rest of this chapter is devoted to 

the exploration of these schools in terms of their main tenets, formulations, 

developments, and most importantly relationship to the philosophers and 

philosophical traditions that have been explored in Chapters 2 and 3.   

 Before delving into the schools themselves see Table 2 on the next page. The 

table shows the relationship between and the influences of the previously discussed 

philosophical traditions, philosophers, and the ideas. 
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4.2.1. Aberystwyth School 
 

 

 The Aberystwyth School (or the Welsh School) refers to the theoretical 

understanding that was devised during the 1990s by professors Ken Booth and Richard 

Wyn Jones at the University of Wales, Aberystwyth (now Aberystwyth University), 

which actually gave birth to the European branch of the International Relations 

academic discipline itself in 1919. Critical Security Studies of the Aberystwyth School 

is essentially critical of the state and military centric traditional security studies which 

were the dominant approach during the Cold War era. In this section, the Aberystwyth 

School’s (AS) main concepts and arguments will be explained while giving a special 

emphasis to the concept of ‘emancipation’ which stand at the core of the AS as well as 

this dissertation. As mentioned the AS, is the specific approach devised by Ken Booth 

which was influenced by Critical Theory as developed by the Frankfurt School. 

 The Aberystwyth School is a post-positivist approach that views theory as 

constitutive of reality.221 The relationship between the theory and its historical, social 

and political context is deemed very crucial. Furthermore, it is asserted that theory has 

a responsibility to guide the practice to enhance the security of humanity.222 Critical 

Theory that inspired the AS, in a nutshell, is an approach that “is committed to 

developing an understanding of the world that promotes emancipatory socio-cultural, 

economic and political change”.223 Therefore, it can be inferred that the AS is the 

                                                
221 Smith, "The Contested Concept of Security." 
222 Pinar Bilgin, "Critical Theory," in Security Studies: An Introduction, ed. Paul Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 
2008).  

A caveat is in order here: Security of humanity should not be confused with the concept of ‘human security’ 
which refers to an agenda first raised by the United Nations in the 1990s and has a state-centric nature with a 
focus on inter-state cooperations even though there are some similar commitments to issues such as protecting 
fundamental freedoms and ensuring the fundamental needs of the people are met (specifically in the least 
developed countries and/or so-called failed states). ‘Humanitarian intervention’ and ‘responsibility to protect’ are 
discussed in terms of ‘human security’ as well as ‘peace-keeping’. For central themes see: Commission on Human 
Security, "Human Security Now," (New York 2003); Mary Kaldor, Human Security (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2007); 
Mary Martin and Taylor Owen, eds., Routledge Handbook of Human Security (New York: Routledge, 2013). Also Ken 
Booth argues that the interesting idea of human security “has been appropriated by government for their own 
use”: Ken Booth, "Anchored in Tahrir Square," European Security 20, no. 3 (2011): 477. 

223 Richard Wyn Jones, "‘Message in a Bottle'? Theory and Praxis in Critical Security Studies," Contemporary Security 
Policy 16, no. 3 (1995): 299. 
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application of this formulation to the area of Security Studies. The central themes of 

the school are ‘security’, ‘emancipation’, and ‘community’ according to the founder of 

the approach, Professor Ken Booth.224 The exact formulation that defines the AS’s 

approach is the following: 

“Critical security theory is both a theoretical commitment and a political 
orientation. As a theoretical commitment, it embraces a set of ideas 
engaging in a critical and permanent exploration of the ontology, 
epistemology, and praxis of security, community, and emancipations in 
world politics. As a political orientation, it is informed by the aim of 
enhancing security through emancipatory politics and networks of 
community at all levels, including the potential community of 
communities—common humanity.”225    

 

 In tandem with the formulation given above AS claims that “security is 

essentially a derivative concept” as its characteristics and meanings differ according to 

the assumptions of various political theories.226 Emancipation, in essence, is “the freeing 

of people (as individuals and groups) from the physical and human constraints which 

stop them carrying out what they would freely choose to do”.227 From poverty to 

political oppression as well as other threats including war are considered among the 

constraints on human freedom. 228  Therefore, reaching this freedom would make 

security almost synonymous with emancipation. In this sense, security is actually defined 

by its opposition to insecurity and overcoming insecurity comes through emancipation.229 

I will come back to this main concept shortly, however, first, a brief reintroduction to 

the role of Critical Theory is required. 

 Especially the first generation of the Frankfurt School has been very influential 

in formulating this ‘critical’ position. The main referent object for the AS seems to be 

the individual because of its focus on human emancipation, however, it is also very much 

                                                
224 Ken Booth, ed. Critical Security Studies and World Politics (Boulder: Lynne Rienner Publishers, 2005); Theory of 
World Security. 
225 "Beyond Critical Security Studies," 268; Theory of World Security, 30. 
226 "Security and Self: Reflections of a Fallen Realist," in Critical Security Studies: Concepts and Cases, ed. Keith Krause 
and Michael C. Williams (London: UCL Press, 1997), 104-15; "Critical Explorations," 13; Theory of World Security, 
109-10. 
227 "Security and Emancipation," Review of International Studies 17, no. 4 (1991): 319. 
228 Ibid. 
229 Theory of World Security, 101. 
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connected to society as well. Since ‘community’ is a crucial element it is not possible 

to say that there is only one referent for the AS. As a matter of fact, if the AS seeks 

emancipation then naturally oppressed social groups (ethnic, religious, gender minorities) 

need to be freed and thus be the referent objects. Furthermore, AS does not reject the 

state or military aspects of security. It essentially deepens and broadens the 

understanding of security. Therefore, it can be argued that the referent object for the 

AS depends on the specific instance of the issue area. In a general sense, however, the 

emancipation of humanity becomes problematic because humanity as a singular entity is 

not conceivable as a true object. This problematic will be better illustrated in Chapter 

5 through the discussion of Global War on Terror. 

 Security, for the AS, is seen as a positive and desirable condition similar to the 

objectivist understanding of mainstream/traditional approaches. However, it needs to 

be kept mind that the so-called realist branch of mainstream IR Theory caused 

production, reproduction, and legitimation of realpolitik.230 Then, the AS, inspired by 

Critical Theory, rejects the traditional discourses and their claim of objectivity while 

drawing a bold line between standing outside and being ‘objective’. 231 

Epistemologically, it still seems to be on the ‘objectivist’ side of the axis because of its 

clear and positive definition of security. Yet, the AS is against naturalist approaches to 

knowledge; its understanding of reality is still very much rooted in the intersubjective 

constitution of social relations.232 

 Since security and emancipation are two sides of the same coin for the AS, the 

understanding of ‘community’ is particularly important. Booth claims that all ‘real’ 

realists (i.e. Carr and Morgenthau) finally understood that a sense of world community 

was needed to achieve world security.233 Promotion of equality, a humanised power 

understanding, unreserved commitment to human rights, and fulfilment of democratic 

political promise are the core values that a world community should be based on.234 

Community, in this sense, is committed to guaranteeing individuals’ right to articulate 

                                                
230 Wyn Jones, "‘Message in a Bottle'? Theory and Praxis in Critical Security Studies," 303-04. 
231 Booth, "Critical Explorations," 11. 
232 Ibid., 14. 
233 Theory of World Security, 147. 
234 Ibid., 148. 
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themselves through multiple identifiers of difference, which, in reality, is the heart of 

emancipatory politics.235 As a result, community becomes the medium of security 

where emancipatory politics is put into practice because here the individual as the agent 

of change operates in the community for emancipatory practices to take hold.236 

 AS’s approach to politics and security has also been dubbed as ‘emancipatory 

realism’ (and sometimes ‘utopian realism’) by Ken Booth. 237  This is a rhetorical 

response to the dominance of neorealism in academic IR. In one of his provocative 

critique’s of mainstream realism, Booth argues that “realism is not realistic”.238 Realism 

has the unbearable weight of the label as “being described as a realist is a label to which 

we all, in ordinary language, aspire, for to be thought unrealistic in the world of politics 

is to be cast into political outer space”. 239  Accordingly, not operating under the 

theoretical auspices of realism would be counterintuitive for anyone who seeks 

academic recognition and legitimacy. Then, ‘utopian realism’ is actually a critique in 

itself rather than an obvious oxymoron. Reformulation of this understanding under 

the name of ‘emancipatory realism’ uncovers the true intent of this new critical 

approach.  

 Critical theory of world security introduced by the AS can be considered as a 

reactionary theorising against the traditional but modern ‘scientific method’.240 Modern 

scientific theories require parsimony and avoid normativity. 241  Contra traditional 

science, AS purports that parsimony and reductionism are ought to be challenged even 

if it leads to strong criticisms of presuming to offer a theory of everything.242  

                                                
235 Critical Security Studies and World Politics, 109. 
236 Theory of World Security, 268. 
237 "Security in Anarchy: Utopian Realism in Theory and Practice," International Affairs 67, no. 3 (1991); "Security 
and Emancipation."; Theory of World Security. 
238 "Critical Explorations," 5. 
239 Ibid., 6. (emphasis in the original) 
240 It is imperative to clarify the manner I use these terms. When I say traditional in reference to science it refers 
to modern science and scientific method. Traditional in this context has no relationship to the pre-modern 
classical understandings of science.  
241 Paul M. Kellstedt and Guy D. Whitten, The Fundamentals of Political Science Research (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 2008), 15-18. 
242 Booth, Theory of World Security, 229. 
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 In achieving security, human agency is very important for the AS. One of the 

main differences between traditional realism and ‘emancipatory realism’ is manifested 

in their views of agency.243 Individuals, specifically intellectuals can play a significant 

role by acting as security agents by analysing the issues out of the state-centric 

paradigms and realising the mutually constitutive relationship between the theory and 

the practice.244 Therefore there is not a distinction between analyst and actor but 

scholars that are proponents of the emancipatory theory are “simultaneously analyst 

and actor”.245 Intellectuals are tasked with shaking the foundations of ‘hegemonic’ 

security discourses that have prevailed ever since.246 This understanding is in par with 

Gramsci’s ‘organic intellectuals’ whose criticism work towards creating of a counter-

hegemony and Foucault’s ‘specific intellectuals’ who challenge the ‘regime of truth’.247 

In AS terms, it is the role and task of the intellectual to ‘speak truth to power’ by a 

comprehensive process of critiquing the mainstream. ‘Immanent critique’ which is also 

explored in the Critical Theory chapter, is exploration and revealing of inconsistencies 

and contradictions in the assumption given in the situation that is being analysed, is 

perhaps the most powerful tool of the intellectuals seeking the emancipatory 

potential.248 In addition, as teachers intellectuals can encourage skepticism towards 

prevailing conceptions and introduce alternatives; also support for social movements 

promoting emancipatory change is indispensable although this relationship should 

never be in a manner of directing or instructing but intersubjective and co-

constitutive.249 Critical theorist of security, however, cannot stop problematising the 

status quo even if the critical theory of security becomes the mainstream as critical 

theory needs to be always critical and reflexive in order to continue being true to its 

                                                
243 Ibid., 249. 
244 Pinar Bilgin, "Beyond Statism in Security Studies? Human Agency and Security in the Middle East," The Review 
of International Affairs 2, no. 1 (2002). 
245 Rita; Croft Floyd, Stuart, "European Non-Traditional Security Theory: From Theory to Practice," Geopolitics, 
History, and International Relations 3, no. 2 (2011). 
246 Wyn Jones, "‘Message in a Bottle'? Theory and Praxis in Critical Security Studies," 312. 
247 Ibid., 308, 12. 
248 Karin M. Fierke, Critical Approaches to International Security (Cambridge, UK: Polity Press, 2007), 167. 
249 Wyn Jones, "‘Message in a Bottle'? Theory and Praxis in Critical Security Studies," 313. 
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promise.250 In other words, the task for the theorist and intellectual never ceases. It can 

be argued that security as emancipation is, essentially, a progressive process rather than 

a concrete final objective which I think implies that it is not possible for everyone to 

feel perfectly secure. Unlike liberalism’s or communism’s ultimate victory and end of 

the history, AS does not believe world politics is a blueprint or an endpoint.251 

 Despite not being included in the AS most of the time, Andrew Linklater’s 

works on community, emancipation, and cosmopolitanism can be considered as a part 

of the AS framework as exemplified by his inclusion in the edited volume Critical 

Security Studies and World Politics. One of Linklater’s initial points is the importance of 

human agency vis-a-vis history. He understands that the sentiment behind the Kantian 

philosophy of history is the cooperation of human beings in a world-wide (possibly 

cosmopolitan) association to take control of their history and eliminate constraints.252 

So he argues that “for Kant, expanding moral horizons was not just about being 

ethically correct” but was also about controlling history and becoming enlightened.253  

 Linklater brings the notion of cosmopolitan citizenship as a tool for 

engendering a universal understanding of harm prevention. Linklater looks at 

contemporary international society to find evidence of a move towards this 

cosmopolitan ideal. Combining Kant’s cosmopolitanism with Norbert Elias’s (1897-

1990) sociology of ‘civilising processes’, he depicts increasing visibility of cosmopolitan 

standards of self-restraint and sensibility towards vulnerable peoples in the 

international society.254 ‘Civilising processes’, as Linklater interprets, are the practices 

which societies develop in order to coexist without injuring or harming each other and 

                                                
250 Booth, Theory of World Security, 467-68. 
251 "Three Tyrannies," in Human Rights in Global Politics, ed. Tim Dunne and Nicholas J. Wheeler (Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press, 1999), 41; Theory of World Security, 251. 
252 "Citizenship, Community and Harm in World Politics: An Interview with Andrew Linklater," in Critical Theory in 
International Relations and Security Studies: Interviews and Reflections, ed. Shannon Brincat, Laura Lima, and João Nunes 
(Abingdon: Routledge, 2012), 40. 
253 Ibid. 
254 Andrew Linklater, "Social Standards of Self-Restraint in World Politics," Spectrum Journal of Global Studies 7, no. 2 
(2015): 9. 
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he puts this at the core of his theoretical investigations. 255  Accordingly, through 

Eliasian process sociology, Linklater finds the missing link between the nascent 

international society and the building blocks of an ultimate peace. It should be kept in 

mind that Elias’ inquiry and findings are very complex, yet for our purposes (as well as 

Linklater’s) a very short insight is sufficient here. Eliasian ‘civilised’ human constantly 

and stably behaves in self-constraint whereby mutual harm (i.e. physical violence) is 

prevented. 256  It is argued that as the interconnectedness increase the degree of 

coexistence among peoples tends to increase as well. However, humanity is still in the 

early stages of this ‘global civilising process’.257  This process, then, continues and 

perhaps intensifies through the mutual understandings of societies not to harm each 

other in an anarchical environment similar to the development of self-restraint among 

individuals. This basic communicative action, in a sense, could be the very source and 

basis of a peaceful coexistence condition on a global scale.  

 Agreeing not to harm each other may seem commonsensical and the concept 

of ‘harm’ may sound like a self-evident term but it should be kept in mind that harm 

can be violent as well as non-violent. Violent (manifest) harm has not been eradicated 

from the world as can be seen in various conflicts throughout the world even though 

there are certain agreements, conventions if you will, against violent harm. Non-violent 

(structural) harm such as economic exploitation, global forces, and environmental 

harm, however, may be at the core of the most of grievances around the globe in the 

contemporary (post-)industrial age.258 Put differently, humanity’s progress also brings 

new forms of harm which need to be overcome. NGOs lobby for new conventions 

while agreements within the framework of the UN or other international organisation 

enable spread of certain cosmopolitan harm conventions (CHCs). There are, without 

doubt, many obstacles emanating from self-interestedness and/or nationalistic 

                                                
255 "Global Civilizing Processes and the Ambiguities of Human Interconnectedness," European Journal of International 
Relations 16, no. 2 (2010): 3; The Problem of Harm in World Politics: Theoretical Investigations (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press, 2011). 
256 Norbert Elias, The Civilizing Process: The History of Manners and State Formation and Civilization (Oxford: Blackwell, 
1994), 443-56. 
257 Linklater, "Global Civilizing Processes and the Ambiguities of Human Interconnectedness," 6. 
258 Richard Devetak, Sebastian Kaempf, and Martin Weber, "Conversations in International Relations: Interview 
with Andrew Linklater," International Relations 27, no. 4 (2013): 502. 

 



42A_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

83 
 

sentiments and even sometimes from unpredicted consequences of actions (as in the 

case of environmental harm). 

 In a broad understanding, CHCs are the bases of diplomacy and international 

law in the sense that they regulate the relations between societies that come into contact 

but cannot predict whether their actions would cause harm.259 It is ideal and perhaps 

imperative that the CHCs maintain “the equal right of every person to be free from 

cruelty, unnecessary violence, and degrading and humiliating treatment irrespective of 

citizenship, nationality or ethnicity, or race and gender” to reflect a universal global 

morality based on equality.260 This definition of CHCs resembles the description of 

emancipation and security in the AS, which was provided in the previous paragraphs of 

this section. When taken as a positive state with the negative definition of “absence of 

threats” (as the AS does), ‘security’ is produced by ‘emancipation’.261 If ‘security’ is the 

product of ‘emancipation’ and based on the definitions provided above CHCs are 

emancipatory moral conventions, it would not be nonsensical to claim that ‘global 

civilising processes’ are pathways for security.  

 AS’s work has been mostly on the theoretical side although significant cases 

have been analysed through the framework. For example, one of Pinar Bilgin’s earlier 

works focus on the Middle East and analyse the women’s social movements and their 

push for emancipatory change in the Middle East during intifada.262 Regarding the role 

of intellectuals, she argues that public lectures, media appearances,  college lectures, 

opinion pieces in newspapers of Edward Said were effective in terms of representing 

a less-articulated perspective as well as educating Palestinian and Arab audiences.263 

Other applications include Ali Bilgiç’s analysis of the Arab Spring with a focus on 

                                                
259 Andrew Linklater, "Citizenship, Humanity, and Cosmopolitan Harm Conventions," International Political Science 
Review 22, no. 3 (2001): 266. 
260 "Social Standards of Self-Restraint in World Politics," 9. 
261 Naturally there are perspectives that problematise the positive view of security claiming that it is used as a tool 
to curb freedoms and liberties. Copenhagen and Paris Schools of critical security studies are among the main 
proponents of this view. See: Wæver; c.a.s.e. collective; Fierke; Laura J. Shepherd, ed. Critical Approaches to Security: 
An Introduction to Theories and Methods (Abingdon: Routledge, 2013). 
262 Bilgin, "Beyond Statism in Security Studies? Human Agency and Security in the Middle East," 111-12; Ali 
Bilgic, "'Real People in Real Places': Conceptualizing Power for Emancipatory Security through Tahrir," Security 
Dialogue 46, no. 3 (2015). 
263 Bilgin, "Beyond Statism in Security Studies? Human Agency and Security in the Middle East," 113-14. 
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Egypt using a conception of emancipatory power enriched by Butlerian performativity 

and Arendtian power and João Nunes’s study of security-as-emancipation with respect 

to the politics of health.264 Despite these few examples, through my research, I realised 

that the case applications of the AS have been very limited.  

 The AS is criticised for numerous aspects. One of these aspects is its positive 

conceptualisation of security which ignores negative connotations with the logic of 

security.265 This means that, as the following section on the Copenhagen School will 

elaborate, certain issues can be labelled as security issues to limit people’s freedoms 

rather than emancipating them. Another related problem is the definition of 

emancipation based on normativity and therefore neglect of security’s relationship with 

power and order.266 Aberystwyth School’s ‘security as an objective’ approach seems to 

be not considering the power relations regarding the security practices. Furthermore, 

there is ambiguity in AS’s proposed methods to achieve emancipation. These are 

considered problematic and not very well explained particularly regarding deliberative 

and communicative action.267 Furthermore, Booth claims that it is the emancipation of 

all humanity or all people(s) he is arguing for.268 However, this poses an inherent 

philosophical conundrum because emancipation for one some may mean the creation of 

new constraints for others. One final but perhaps the most significant problem of the 

AS is Booth’s quick dismissal of particularly securitisation (and therefore the 

Copenhagen School) and post-modernism (also read post-structuralism) all together 

by saying that some of these are even worse than realism: “the approach of 

securitisation studies, for example, is so conservative in its assumptions that the radical 

hopes of its proponents prove to have boots of concrete; postmodernist approaches 

(as they generally do not like to be known) are invariably obscurantist and marginal, 

                                                
264 João Nunes, Security, Emancipation and the Politics of Health: A New Theoretical Perspective (Abingdon: Routledge, 
2014). 
265 Christopher S. Browning and Matt McDonald, "The Future of Critical Security Studies: Ethics and the Politics 
of Security," European Journal of International Relations 19, no. 2 (2011). 
266 c.a.s.e. collective. 
267 Browning and McDonald. 
268 Booth, Theory of World Security, 112-13. 
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providing no basis for politics”.269 As I will show in the rest of this dissertation such 

essentialist claims are unproductive and actually untrue.  

 To sum up, the Aberystwyth School is a post-postivist school of critical 

security studies which is epistemically based on the Critical Theory of the Frankfurt 

School mainly formulated by Ken Booth and Richard Wyn Jones.270 Other influences 

have been Jürgen Habermas, Antonio Gramsci and to some extent Hannah Arendt. 

Due to his collaborations with Ken Booth as well as his focus on emancipation and 

cosmopolitanism it is not absurd to include Andrew Linklater to the AS. Additionally, 

Aberystwyth trained scholars who have published extensively on security-as-

emancipation such as Joao Nunes and Ali Bilgiç can be also classified within this school. 

The AS provides an analysis of security within a reflectivist and idealist/normative 

ontology emphasising emancipation as the key concept and core of security studies. In 

line with its Critical Theory background, its methodology consists of immanent 

critique. Although Marxian roots of CT is not visible, the Kantian tradition of critique 

and cosmopolitanism, as well as commitment to the Enlightenment,271 are among the 

central features of this school. 

 

 

4.2.2. Copenhagen School 
 

 

 In 1984 Centre for Peace and Conflict Research, Copenhagen, which was later on 

renamed as  Copenhagen Peace Research Institute (COPRI) was established by the Danish 

parliament to promote and strengthen multidisciplinary research on peace and security. 

Until its merger with the Danish Institute for International Studies in 2003 it has served 

as the main address of the so-called Copenhagen School’s (CS) headquarters. Even 

                                                
269 Ibid., 468. 
270 Being a professor of Welsh politics, Wyn Jones focused primarily on Wales, Welsh politics, and Welsh 
nationalism after the second half of the 2000s and he has barely written on critical security studies apart from 
some textbook chapter collaborations since then.  
271 Booth argues that ideas “to help create the political conditions for a more secure future” can be found “in the 
cosmopolitan spirit of the unfinished work of the Enlightenment”.Ibid., 37. 
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though there have been numerous researchers in the institute central figures of the CS 

were Barry Buzan, Ole Wæver, and Jaap de Wilde. This section will comprehensively 

explain the core tenets of the approach and focus on the ‘Securitisation Theory’ part 

of CS’s framework which constitutes the most innovative and essential part. Focus on 

‘securitisation’ will also be important in the case study and comparative analyses of the 

subject schools.   

 The CS’s approach to security studies consists of three main pillars which are 

namely ‘securitisation’, ‘sectors’, and ‘regional security complexes’.272 It was mainly 

based on the combination of the individual research of Buzan and Wæver, thus 

supposedly bred from neo-realism, the reinterpreted English School and post-

structuralism (or constructivism).273 The securitisation theory can rightly be regarded 

as a response to the inadequacy of traditional security theories in explaining the world 

after the Cold War. It is based on the broadening and deepening of the security agenda 

which proposes a new framework for security studies. In this new framework, 

discursive studies constitute the essence of security studies.274  

 The question ‘what is security’ is answered in a five-fold explanation that 

includes the concept of sectors, which will be explained briefly, by the CS. In 

mainstream traditional studies, security has always been about survival. 275  When 

survival is put into the equation threats to survival become existential threats by 

definition. Therefore, for the traditional state-centric approaches security is about a 

state’s survival, its exposure to existential threats, or rather being invulnerable or 

resilient to these existential threats. However, when the study is expanded from the 

traditional military-political understanding of security a problem emerges: the meaning 

of ‘existential threat’ may vary between different areas (‘sectors’) and the object who is 

threatened (‘referent object’). 276  Sectors, in the CS, are described as an analytical 

                                                
272 Barry Buzan, Ole Wæver, and Jaap de Wilde, Security: A New Framework for Analysis, 1 ed. (Boulder, CO: Lynne 
Rienner Publishers, 1997); Wæver. 
273 Smith, "The Contested Concept of Security," 37. 
274 Buzan, Wæver, and de Wilde, 25. 
275 Ibid., 21. 
276 Ibid., 21-22. 
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categorisation of specific types of interaction where some particular patterns exist.277 

Sectors which have been associated with ‘security’ are identified as military, environmental, 

economic, societal, and political sectors. Each sector and within each sector different 

‘referent objects’ may occur, depending on the security discourse. The sectors resemble 

distinct meanings of ‘existential threat’ in five thematic areas but not necessarily 

disconnected.278 For example, in the military sector, threats to state and military; in the 

political sector, threats to sovereignty (and ideology); in the economic sector, threats 

spilling-over from wider security context; in the societal sector, generally threats to 

nations and religions; in the environmental sector, threats to the survival of individual 

species, types of habitat, and planetary climate can be considered existential and 

therefore security issues. 279  Even though the core meaning is about survival, in 

different sectors the nature of threats and threatened objects themselves may differ.  

 The ‘Regional Security Complexes’ approach is a re-interpretation of the classic 

‘Security Complex Theory’ which is essentially “a set of states whose major security 

perceptions and concerns are so interlinked that their national security problems 

cannot reasonably be analysed or resolved apart from one another”. 280  The CS 

introduces sectors to the theory which originally concerned itself with the military-

political sector as well as a regional level of analysis, and also the CS assumes a more 

constructivist take as to depict the processes of securitisation in these sectors.281 

 The term ‘securitisation’ refers to a location shift of issues from political realm 

to security realm, former meaning the conventional arena of politics; the latter meaning 

the extraordinary realm where the issues are no longer subject to political discussion 

and there is an existential threat to a referent object.282 Therefore ‘security’ actually is a 

practice where the meaning rests upon the way the concept is used.283 It is argued that 

a successful ‘securitisation’ has three steps, namely the identification of existential 

                                                
277 Ibid., 7-8. 
278 Ibid., 27. 
279 Ibid., 22-23. 
280 Ibid., 12. 
281 Ibid., 16-19. 
282 Ibid., 25. 
283 Ibid., 24. 
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threats, the call for emergency action, and the effects emanating from removing the 

issues from the regular political sphere.284  This seems somewhat self-explanatory, 

though the question remains ‘how does securitisation occur?’ 

 The most interesting aspect, as well as the most important contribution of 

securitisation theory to security studies, is its description of how the issues are 

securitised. The CS introduces the concept of ‘speech act’, which it borrows from the 

linguistic theory to international relations.285 A ‘speech act’ within securitisation is the 

discursive method of representing issues as existential threats to a referent object by 

the actor.286 The referent object is the main object whose existence is threatened, in 

the military sector, for example, it can be the state or the nation (i.e. in case of an 

invasion), or national interests or national identity. The actor is the person or the 

institution which performs the ‘speech act’ in order to securitise the issue, and is called 

the ‘securitising actor’. However, the securitising actor cannot be anybody but it needs 

to be a(n) person(s)/institution(s)/entity(s) who has authority so that the ‘securitising 

move’ (the speech act) can be heard and accepted by the relevant audience.287 

 It is crucial to remember that the theory has evolved between Wæver’s 

introduction of the term and the later framework which he prepared together with 

Barry Buzan and Jaap de Wilde and even afterwards. In his 1995 piece Wæver argued 

that ‘speech act’ itself was security and utilisation of the word security indeed 

composed securitisation288. Nevertheless in their Security: A New Framework For Analysis 

‘speech act’ was conceptualised as not being securitisation itself but rather it was the 

‘securitising move’ which is done for the purpose of securitisation. In this respect, to 

have a successful securitisation, the ‘securitising move’ should create a resonance in 

the audience, so in other words, securitisation is not successful unless a certain degree 

of appreciation or acceptance occurs in an audience by the move. Securitisation 

                                                
284 Ibid., 26. 
285 Particularly in the tradition of John L. Austin and John Searle. See: John R. Searle, Speech Acts: An Essay in the 
Philosophy of Language (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1969); John L. Austin, How to Do Things with Words: 
The William James Lectures Delivered at Harvard University in 1955 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1975). 
286 Buzan, Wæver, and de Wilde, 25. 
287 Ibid., 33, 40. 
288 Ole Wæver, "Securitization and Desecuritization," in On Security, ed. Ronnie D. Lipschutz (New York: 
Columbia University Press, 1995). 
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legitimises resort to unconventional and/or extraordinary measures to deal with the 

issue since what is at stake is the pure existence of the object and anything needs to be 

done to protect it. Furthermore, the move from the political to the security sphere 

implies that it can no longer be challenged and thus every action is theoretically 

possible.  Yet again, for the CS, security is not a desirable thing; on the contrary, issues 

should be put back to public/political sphere and this process is conceptualised as 

desecuritisation. The reason for desecuritisation preference is that when something is 

securitised it legitimises the use of emergency measures, dismisses political debate; and 

(especially concerning societal security) this potentially undermines the liberal 

democracies and securitisation can be used as a means to achieve interests other than 

those of the people. Or in the CS’s words “security should be seen as negative, as a 

failure to deal with issues as normal politics”.289  

 One of the most prominent exemplifications of securitisation is made with 

reference to population movements, immigrants and asylum-seekers in Europe since 

these have been securitised as being existential threats to sovereignty and identity.290 

Another very striking example is the 11 September attacks. As it is argued by Steve 

Smith, the attacks were securitised by the Bush administration to start the ‘global war 

on terror’ (which will be explored comprehensively in Chapter 5) and the securitisation 

continued in the most of the Western countries which even started to suspend some 

of the fundamental freedoms. Yet the attacks could well have been labelled as a 

criminal act and response could have been accordingly. Here the media’s role needs to 

be mentioned as well. Securitisation process usually requires a medium to 

communicate with the audiences. The media can be used as a tool for the securitising 

actor; it can be both the agent and the audience.291 The media becoming the audience 

is an interesting aspect of securitisation. It implies that, for example, if mainstream 

media outlets are convinced that the issue is an existential threat, they may frame it in 

such formulations that the public becomes convinced and therefore would not 

question the framing and the nature of this so-called threat. If the media chooses not 

                                                
289 Buzan, Wæver, and de Wilde, 29. (emphasis added) 
290 Matt McDonald, "Securitization and the Construction of Security," European Journal of International Relations 14, 
no. 4 (2008). 
291 Salter and Mutlu. 
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to report the issue at all then evidently there will not be anything for discussion making 

it ‘silent securitisation’ which can be observed in more autocratic regimes.  

 Before a brief discussion of responses to the CS, it would be useful to depict 

how the CS locates itself vis-a-vis Traditional Security Studies (TSS) for the sake of 

clarity and coherence throughout the dissertation. In a very basic formulation, TSS 

argues that the Security Studies is “study of the threat, use, and control of military force”.292 

Even this short formulation shows the main differences between the two. Firstly, TSS 

is only focused on the military sector making it a monosectoral approach. Secondly, 

TSS understands threats as objective while the CS understands them as social 

constructs. Thirdly, TSS is state-centric by definition, whereas the CS always looks for 

other referent objects. Nevertheless, there are also some similar aspects such as their 

rejection towards the reduction of security to the individual level.293 This in a sense, 

brings us to the neo-realist background and despite its multisectoral approach there is 

a strong emphasis on ‘international security’ as opposed to ‘human security’. 

 The CS’s work, according to Jef Huysmans (who I actually associate with the 

Paris School which is the subject of the next section), is actually ‘(one of) the most 

extensive and systematic interpretations of the implications of widening the security 

studies agenda’ and he further claims that the definition of security in terms of a speech 

act is one of the major contributions to the security studies (the other one is locating 

state-society relations in the core of their analysis). 294  Steve Smith, too, finds it 

interesting and acknowledges the innovations that the CS brought to security studies 

by the intersection of securitisation and the system structure. What he refers is basically 

the interaction between the sectors and securitisation processes. In the CS approach, 

securitisation can be applied to different referent objects from different sectors which 

constitute the basis of the broadening of security studies that is present in their work295. 

                                                
292 Stephen M. Walt, "The Renaissance of Security Studies," International Studies Quarterly 35, no. 2 (1991): 212. 
(emphasis in the original) 
293 Buzan, Wæver, and de Wilde, 207-09. 
294 Jef Huysmans, "Revisiting Copenhagen: Or, on the Creative Development of a Security Studies Agenda in 
Europe," European Journal of International Relations 4, no. 4 (1998). 
295 Michael C. Williams, "Modernity, Identity and Security: A Comment on the 'Copenhagen Controversy'," Review 
of International Studies 24, no. 3 (1998). 
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 Securitisation theory is one of the most contested theories in security studies. 

There are numerous critiques of the theory while there has not been much praise 

initially it has engendered fruitful discussions and communication within the Security 

Studies sub-discipline. Criticisms point out the parts in which the securitisation theory 

is weak and short of explaining. One of those criticisms is about the ‘speech act’. It has 

been argued that conceptualisation of ‘speech act’ focuses on spoken language and 

thus falls short of referring to non-speech acts and practices (i.e. body language, visual 

representations in media)296 which also has an important impact on securitisation. 

However, Matt McDonald problematises this understanding when considering the 

media as not actually being capable of or having an interest in securitising and he even 

claims that if they securitise unintentionally this does not fit into the framework of 

Buzan and Wæver. 297  Nevertheless, his claim has the weakness of relying on the 

assumption of ‘free media’. A media group with a concrete and stable political position 

or another one with specific industrial interest (which can be pursued by either 

supporting or opposing the governments) may use their broadcasts as a means to 

ensure securitisation of some issues though not actually as securitising but rather 

facilitating securitisation or desecuritisation. In contrast, Salter and Mutlu claim that 

the media was ‘an active participant in the securitising process’ with regard to their case 

study. The part that needs emphasis on McDonald’s argument is about the 

unintentional securitisation having no place in the CS. This is a weakness of the theory; 

notwithstanding it can be argued that it is not difficult to incorporate such an 

understanding to the framework as Salter and Mutlu did by depicting the cases where 

the media failed to report issues and as a result aided the securitisation process.298 A 

second problem voiced by McDonald is securitisation theory’s de-emphasis of 

contextual factors such as history, culture, and identity. However, Ole Wæver mentions 

contextual conditions which point to the ever continuing evolution of the theory itself. 

                                                
296 Although these can be included in the ‘speech act’ if definition is extended beyond articulated verbal language. 
297 McDonald, "Securitization and Construction of Security". 
298 Salter and Mutlu. 
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 One of the most significant weaknesses of securitisation is, in fact, its focus on 

dominant voices and lack of reference to the “silenced ones”.299 Lene Hansen (who 

was a student of Ole Wæver)  mainly focuses on the absence of gender in the CS as 

her article’s title suggests but using the gender exemplification she points out to all 

sorts of silenced, oppressed or neglected people who are excluded from the 

conceptualisation of securitisation. 300  Therefore opting for a more constructivist 

approach Hansen aims to develop the theory through a broadened view. Even though 

it will be elaborated in the coming paragraphs we need to state that there is a really 

strong critique of Copenhagen School which claims that the whole securitisation 

theory is Euro-centric and thus it cannot be applied to outside the Western world. 

 Due to Barry Buzan’s prior theoretical engagements with neo-realism and the 

English School, the CS’s framework received negative reactions from especially the 

Aberystwyth School. Desecuritisation being the ultimate goal in the CS because of 

securitisation’s military and traditional connotations; the Aberystwyth School criticises 

it as being a state-centric framework and points out to the contradiction of CS as it 

refers to security as non-statist concerning the social security sector.301 Furthermore 

the conception of desecuritisation potentially enhances the traditional understanding 

of security studies and gives it to the hands of the state elite, who are generally 

concerned with nothing other than the state, a powerful tool capable of mobilisation; 

yet again if there occurs a real existential threat than not resorting to military means 

can be problematic too.302 This in a way leaves a possibility for Schmittian authoritarian 

politics which is based on enmity and emergency politics.303 In order to deal with these 

problems of the securitisation theory, as explained in detail in the previous section, the 

Aberystwyth School proposes “politicisation of security” instead of “desecuritisation”. 

This means that issues should not simply be taken out of security sphere and dealt in 

political ways, but in a more comprehensive sense the whole concept of security should 

                                                
299 Lene Hansen, "The Little Mermaid's Silent Security Dilemma and the Absence of Gender in the Copenhagen 
School," Millennium - Journal of International Studies 29, no. 2 (2000). 
300 Ibid. 
301 Booth, Theory of World Security, 165. 
302 Richard Wyn Jones, Security, Strategy, and Critical Theory (Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 1999), 109. 
303 Michael C. Williams, "Words, Images, Enemies: Securitization and International Politics," International Studies 
Quarterly 47, no. 4 (2003). 
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be put under the political sphere and thus there will not be a security sphere where 

extraordinary measures would be legitimate but everything could be dealt with in the 

political realm. The Neo-realist roots of the CS are supposedly observable in the 

previously mentioned problems where actors who define security are the state elites 

and the response of extraordinary measures are indeed military action, therefore 

securitisation shows the similar shortcomings of the traditional realist paradigm of 

security studies. Subsequently, the criticism asserts that despite the fact that it has post-

structuralist elements (i.e. speech act) and evolved away from the initial 

conceptualisation, it still cannot go free of its neo-realist assumptions. However, as I 

argue, since many applications of securitisation theory aim at deconstructing security 

discourses and revealing hidden interests and power structures, the CS becomes the 

source of potential for emancipation despite not being as such in the minds of its 

creators.  

 Despite the critics, the theory became a very essential part of the security 

studies as shown by the special issue of Review of International Relations in 2009. It 

provides a critical lens that allows us to analyse certain aspects of policy-making from 

previously less (or not) studied perspectives. Although not considered as a part of the 

CS, Rita Floyd who has published extensively on securitisation (particularly regarding 

the environmental sector), together with Stuart Croft attempts a new interpretation of 

the CS’s work.304 According to them ‘security’ is not ‘emancipation’ or ‘speech act’  but 

actually a “process of securitisation/insecuritisation of the borders, of the identities 

and of the conception of orders”.305 

 Despite being a product of the CS, the securitisation theory has gained a 

momentum itself outside the immediate CS. Scholars such as Thierry Balzacq, Holger 

Stritzel, and to certain extents Mark Salter and Paul Roe can be counted among the 

‘second generation’ of securitisation theorists, the first generation being the CS. I do, 

however, particularly include Thierry Balzacq in the CS as I think that his works can 

                                                
304 Floyd. Floyd is, however, criticised by Jaap de Wilde for misunderstanding parts of the CS and securitisation 
theory. See: Jaap de Wilde, "Review Of: Rita Floyd, Security and the Environment: Securitisation Theory and Us 
Environmental Security Policy, New York: Cambridge University Press, 2010," Perspectives on Politics 10, no. 1 
(2012). 
305 Floyd,  16. 
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be seen both as products and improvements of the framework put forward by the CS. 

He criticises the CS framework for being fixed and permanent while arguing that 

emphasis must be given to the nature of the audience, the context securitisation takes 

place in, and the agency of the actors involved in the process.306  Balzacq’s more 

sociological approach, as well as his collaborations with Didier Bigo, seem to make his 

approach closer to that of the Paris School, however, his works are more related to the 

inner workings of the securitisation theory and the securitisation processes. 

Additionally, he proposed a methodological pluralism in the application of the 

securitisation theory as he claimed that sole dependence on discourse analysis caused 

confirmation bias and therefore called for incorporating process-tracing to overcome 

this bias.307 Similar to Balzacq, Stritzel also argues that the CS framework is limited and 

he proposes that it needs to be expanded with a layered approach that explores the 

performative forces of texts (as theorised by Judith Butler)308, locates the process 

within the already existing discourses and the power relationships between the 

securitising actors.309 Recently, as a development of this idea, he has revisited the 

securitisation theory with an emphasis on a neo- and post-Marxist readings of 

discourse theory whereby securitisation becomes an amalgamation of performative 

processes instead of a single speech act by an authoritative securitising actor. 310 

Another aspect interesting aspect of Stritzel’s account is that he criticises the CS for 

putting itself in a contradiction by incorporating, though superficially, the Bourdieusian 

conception of fields.311 This observation, in my opinion, is problematic and essentially 

a misconstruction because it is Bourdieu’s incorporation that allows the CS framework 

to be deepened especially in the Paris School’s interpretation of insecuritisation, 

                                                
306 Thierry Balzacq, "The Three Faces of Securitization: Political Agency, Audience and Context," European Journal 
of International Relations 11, no. 2 (2005); "The ‘Essence’ of Securitization: Theory, Ideal Type, and a Sociological 
Science of Security," International Relations 29, no. 1 (2015). 
307 "The Significance of Triangulation to Critical Security Studies," Critical Studies on Security 2, no. 3 (2014). 
308 See: Judith Butler, Excitable Speech: A Politics of the Performative (New York: Routledge, 1997) 
309 Holger Stritzel, "Towards a Theory of Securitization: Copenhagen and Beyond," European Journal of International 
Relations 13, no. 3 (2007): 377. 
310 Security in Translation: Securitization Theory and the Localization of Threat (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2014), 
38-51, 175. 
311 "Towards a Theory of Securitization: Copenhagen and Beyond," 374. 
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security field, and professionals (see next section). Inadvertently, this actually pinpoints 

the close relationship between the two schools and their philosophical commonalities.  

 This understanding provides me with the opportunity to begin my account of 

the Paris School, however before that let me summarise the present section. The 

Copenhagen School is the collaboration of a number of scholars in the now defunct 

COPRI led by Ole Wæver and Barry Buzan which now includes other scholars which 

are not tied to Copenhagen at all. 312  The CS’s most significant and controversial 

contribution is the securitisation theory which focuses on speech acts based on 

Austinian and Searleian linguistics as well as Derrida’s deconstructionism, Habermas’s 

communicative action, with elements from Hannah Arendt, Carl Schmitt, Pierre 

Bourdieu and Scandinavian Peace Research. It has a reflectivist ontology while some 

assumptions of it are state-centric (i.e. levels of analysis), securitisation is issue specific. 

Epistemologically it is mostly post-positivist and adheres to hermeneutics and post-

structuralism, particularly in securitisation theory. While the first generation is more 

fixated on discourse analysis, the second generation is more pluralistic in a 

methodological sense.   

 

 

 

4.2.3. Paris School 
 

 

 The Paris School (PS), unlike, the AS and the CS have not emerged in a strictly 

political studies milieu let alone IR academia. Its works are inspired by prominent 

figures such as Pierre Bourdieu and Michel Foucault and are a result of culmination 

and synthesis of an interdisciplinary research including (political) sociology and 

criminology. Didier Bigo (of Science-Po Paris) and his French-language journal Cultures 

                                                
312 As a matter of fact the label was first coined by Bill McSweeney to criticise the body of work produced at the 
COPRI. See: Bill McSweeney, "Identity and Security: Buzan and the Copenhagen School," Review of International 
Studies 22, no. 1 (1996). The other labels came later on, perhaps, as a way of self-identification as well as marketing 
ploy. Today, however, as explained in Chapter 1, the language of ‘schools’ is very much real and present in the 
critical security literature. 
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& Conflits are the main proponents of this approach; hence the name ‘Paris School’. 

The PS claims that the bureaucratic routines and everyday practices of security 

professionals institutionalise the field of security, therefore giving the governments and 

bureaucracies control over the political processes.313 This also means that internal and 

security is merged making them intertwined and impossible to analyse one without the 

other. Although discourse is very important and relevant, the Paris School’s emphasis 

is on praxis rather than discourse as it can be inferred from their representation of 

institutionalisation of security.314 It can be summarised using four main aspects: In a 

Foucauldian sense, it considers security as a ‘technique of government’; it deems effects 

of power games important (rather than intentions behind use of power); it focuses on 

an enhanced view of discourse including practices, audiences, and contexts; rather than 

the classical use of material force the field of security is also determined by ‘discursive 

ability to produce an image of the enemy with which the audience identifies itself’.315 

 Security, according to the PS, is not actually a concept that has a concrete 

meaning echoing the claim that has almost become slogan-like in security studies 

(which has been inevitably cited numerous times in the previous chapters and sections): 

“security is an essentially contested concept”.316 It is rather a result of a process of 

‘(in)securitisation’; a set of practices.317 While focusing on practices, PS utilise the 

concepts of dispositif, habitus, and field which have been explored comprehensively 

in Chapter 3.  

 Insecuritisation refers to the aforementioned Foucauldian ‘technique of 

government’ where security technology and expert knowledge form the essence of 

modern society and social relations, and the ‘threat definitions’ are being embedded in 

this modern social relations.318 Insecuritisation points at similar processes as captured 

                                                
313 Buzan and Hansen. 
314 Wæver, "Aberystwyth, Paris, Copenhagen: New 'Schools' in Security Theory and Their Origins between Core 
and Periphery." 
315 c.a.s.e. collective. 
316 Smith, "The Contested Concept of Security."; Balzacq. 
317 Ibid. 
318 Rens Van Munster, "Review Essay: Security on a Shoestring: A Hitchhiker's Guide to Critical Schools of 
Security in Europe," Cooperation and Conflict 42, no. 2 (2007). 
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by securitization theory. The essence of securitization is already that it highlights the 

insecurity of a referent object in face of keeping or achieving specific values. But the 

PS, like the AS, conceive security in ontological terms (there is even an explicit 

literature about ontological security) 319 , whereas the CS treats security in its 

epistemological quality: a speech act emphasizing threat perceptions. Nevertheless, 

process and development of this technique are rather complex. Even though it has 

emerged during the Cold War, following the collapse of the USSR, the disappearance 

of the common enemy and the so-called “triumph of liberalism” agencies of that 

period and the professionals have not disappeared. Since then while ‘external’ security 

agencies such as the army have started to focus on the inside of the borders to find 

enemies, ‘internal’ security agencies like the police forces have been looking for their 

‘enemies’ outside the borders. 320  In effect, two previously distinct spheres have 

converged or even merged. Although it is widely claimed that the 11 September attacks 

caused this change, PS argues that the reasons behind the convergence are the 

structural evolutions of various distinct agencies working in the area of security, and 

their relations with political professionals.321  

 Security professionals and agencies (whether internal or external) fight (within 

the agencies and without) for their survival as well as dominance for practices of 

security.322 This, according to the PS, leads to insecuritisation enabling legitimation of 

practices and interconnectedness between internal and external. Put differently, 

agencies and professionals in the security field maintain their relevance and ensure their 

survival through management and creation of insecurity. The best example, perhaps, 

is the securitisation of migration. It is “a transversal political technology used as a mode 

of governmentality by diverse institutions to play with the unease (…) to reaffirm their 

                                                
319 See for example: Anthony Giddens, Modernity and Self-Identity: Self and Society in the Late Modern Age (Stanford: 
Stanford University Press, 1991); Jennifer Milliken, “Ontological Security in World Politics: State Identity and the 
Security Dilemma,” European Journal of International Relations 12 no.3 (2006): 341-370; Brent J. Steele, Ontological 
Security in International Relations: Self-Identity and the IR State (London: Routledge, 2008).  
320 Didier Bigo, "When Two Become One: Internal and External Securitisations in Europe," in International 
Relations Theory and the Politics of European Integration: Power, Security and Community, ed. Morten Kelstrup and Michael 
C. Williams (London: Routledge, 2000), 171. 
321 "Internal and External Aspects of Security," European Security 15, no. 4 (2006): 390. 
322 "Security and Immigration: Toward a Critique of the Governmentality of Unease," Alternatives: Global, Local; 
Political 27, no. Special Issue (2002): 74. 
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role as providers of protection and security (…)”.323 When unease does not exist these 

institutions create unease themselves and use techniques for managing fear turning 

migrants into “immigrants” who pose threats. In a sense, instead of providing 

reassurance to the society, the unified internal and external, individual and collective 

security worries individuals so that they have no choice but to trust the authorities 

usually under the auspices of the state which in reality covers the weakness of its public 

policies.324 This is not only problematic for individuals states and their populations but 

also for the world as a whole. When external and internal is merged security field 

automatically starts to globalise. In other words, the convergence of external and 

security field through institutions and professionals and their international cooperation 

has engendered a process of globalisation of insecurity, especially under the “Global 

War on Terror” label.325 

 Security specialists including scholars, reproduce discourses of hardliners as 

well as security professionals in that security is accepted as an explanation instead of a 

discourse to be challenged.326 Unless the actors producing the threat narratives are 

questioned, the whole process reproduces the Bourdieuan ‘field’ of security as a ‘field 

of struggles’ and ‘field of domination’ and provides legitimacy to the professionals of 

the field.327 

 ‘Balance between liberty and security’ has been another mantra (particularly 

since the 11 September attacks) for politicians and professionals who seek to legitimise 

security policies and practices. Liberty, in this context, is usually conceptualised 

through ‘freedom’. However, the specific understanding of freedom is defined through 

limitations and measures. Freedom, then, is an amalgamation of a series of freedoms 

that are in competition and security becomes the utmost freedom as it is the “freedom 

from fear to live”.328 Those who endanger our ‘freedom’ need to be educated (or 

                                                
323 Ibid., 65. 
324 Ibid., 80-81. 
325 "La Mondialisation De L'(in)Sécurité?," Cultures & Conflits 58, no. été (2005). 
326 "Security and Immigration: Toward a Critique of the Governmentality of Unease," 72. 
327 "When Two Become One: Internal and External Securitisations in Europe," 196. 
328 "Delivering Liberty and Security? The Reframing of Freedom When Associated with Security," in Europe's 21st 
Century Challenge: Delivering Liberty, ed. Didier Bigo, et al. (Surrey: Ashgate, 2010), 270-71. 
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indoctrinated if you will). This, in turn, delivers freedom as a way of differentiation 

between two groups, one superior and one inferior implying a hierarchical structure.329 

Therefore, liberal freedom becomes a tool for domination, a technique of government 

not true freedom.330 

 In contrast to CS’s securitisation theory, Paris School emphasises 

(in)securitisation which essentially refers to the construction of insecurities through 

discourses and practices of security as explained before.331 This, however, does not 

constitute a definitive clash between the two theories but rather an expansion of the 

previously conceived securitisation conception. Security needs to be understood as a 

process in which security professionals do not increase the ‘threats’ but rather lower 

the ‘acceptability’ of these so-called ‘threats’. Considering only the emergency features 

misses the effects of power that come through everyday practices. 332  In the 

(in)securitisation process, efforts for achieving maximum security provokes minimum 

security and therefore it is actually a tool of governance for the dominant groups.333 

Securitisation results from struggle inside and between institutions for the production 

of ‘legitimate truth’, as opposed to naiveté of CS where individuals creating new frames 

and new roles.334  

 The mainstream understanding of security is not a concept but the result of a 

process of (in)securitisation. This brings three layers of security: firstly as a dispositif 

emanating from a specific field of professionals (as explained above); secondly as 

understanding practices; and thirdly as a sociological binding of dispositif, the field, 

and the habitus.335 Yet this is not the end of the story. PS argues that security needs to 

have another meaning “independent from the interest of the politicians and 

professionals of unease”.336 Security, when taken out from the field of professionals, 

                                                
329 Ibid., 278-79. 
330 Ibid., 280-83. 
331 c.a.s.e. collective; Floyd. 
332 Buzan and Hansen, 217. 
333 Balzacq. 
334 Bigo, "Security and Immigration: Toward a Critique of the Governmentality of Unease," 74. 
335 Balzacq. 
336 Bigo, "Security and Immigration: Toward a Critique of the Governmentality of Unease," 84. 
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actually means “protection of the weakest against injustice, exploitation, and 

marginalisation” as well as the judicial guarantee against discrimination, respect of 

presumption of innocence and of human rights.337 It is worth mentioning that, this 

kind of conceptualising security essentially echoes AS’s view of security as emancipation.  

 Following Didier Bigo, Jef Huysmans has been one of the prominent 

contributors to Cultures & Conflits. His work is considered within the framework of the 

PS both due to his such collaborations and his particular focus on (in)securitisation, 

immigration, surveillance and other central areas of the PS. Huysmans’s latest book is, 

in a sense, a deepening of the PS through a detailed analysis of ‘diffuse securitising’ 

and its relationship with limits of democracy. 338  He depicts two techniques of 

securitising (or securitisation): ‘exceptionalist’ which is the classical CS understanding 

and ‘diffuse’ which based on the modality of surveillance and governing uncertainty 

and risks à la PS.339 The problem arises from the fact that ‘uncertainty’ has become the 

main security problem and in such condition, anything can be accepted as a security 

question.340 While exceptionalist securitising continues to be used as a technique, the 

real security governmentality comes through multiple referent objects being associated 

together and therefore diffused into everyday practice (i.e. constant iteration that 

unemployment and migration are correlated).341  

 On the outset, as seen by the prominent scholars of the School, there seems to 

be an essential difference between the Aberystwyth School and the Paris School in 

their objectives. While the former calls for emancipation that is equated with ‘security’, 

the latter shies away from the concept of emancipation and calls for challenging the field 

of security. Nevertheless, this is similar to the Copenhagen School’s call for 

desecuritisation which allows for the aforementioned understanding of these two being 

complementary perspectives. In essence, however, as it will be discussed 

comprehensively the differences seem actually more semantic than philosophical as 

                                                
337 "Internal and External Aspects of Security," 402. 
338 Jef Huysmans, Security Unbound: Enacting Limits of Democracy (Abingdon: Routledge, 2014). 
339 Ibid., 9. 
340 Ibid., 78. 
341 Ibid., 86. 
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the Aberystwyth School’s call for ‘politicisation’ is not essentially different from 

desecuritisations of the latter two. 

 To sum up, the Paris School of critical security studies is a collaboration of 

scholars with post-positivist commitments around the journal Cultures & Conflits that 

focuses on the internal and external dimensions of security practices with an emphasis 

on the process of insecuritisation. While the leading figure is Didier Bigo, many 

scholars such as Anastassia Tsoukala, Elspeth Guild, and Tugba Basaran are 

considered within this school. Despite not being usually included I argue that Jef 

Huysmans’s works can also be included in the PS as he published extensively on the 

insecuritisation of immigration as well as more institutional and diffused aspects of 

security practices. Thus, the PS is also a reflectivist school with a praxis-oriented 

ontology while heavily based on post-structuralist and critical epistemology 

represented by Michel Foucault and Pierre Bourdieu with strong deconstructionist 

elements from Jacques Derrida. Methodologically it uses discourse analysis through 

texts, interviews, and other potential manifestations of praxis.  

 

 

 

4.3. Conclusion 
 

 

 This chapter has focused on the International Relations and Security Studies.  

It started with the explanation of how traditional IR Theory and Critical IR Theory 

(CIRT) differ from each other. This marks a divergence point in the theoretical studies 

of the discipline which is also dubbed as the Atlantic rift. United States academia 

continued to focus on traditional Neorealist and Neoliberal perspectives and Foreign 

Policy Analysis, at best combined with social constructivist methodologies, whilst 

European academia (including perhaps unexpectedly Canada) embarked upon a 

critique of the tradition which inspired Security Studies to diverge from Strategic 

Studies and follow a critical point of view, mainly in line with the original critical 

motives behind Peace Research. 

 Security Studies experienced the emergence of a plethora of critical accounts, 

particularly after the Cold War and the dissolution of the Soviet Union. The umbrella 
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term for this new agenda has been critical security studies (with non-capitalised first 

letters). Within this wide crowd, scholars from almost every part of the theoretical 

spectrum were present: from neo-Marxists to social constructivists; from peace 

researchers to disillusioned realists and so forth.  Among these, however, were three 

schools of thought that brought significant innovations to the understanding of 

security which more or less share a desire for emancipation (very implicit in the case of 

the CS but present due to its commitment to deconstructing security discourses) and 

as per the argument of this dissertation a common heritage in the Enlightenment 

philosophy and the tradition of critique that started with Kant. These three schools 

were named after the geographical location of the initial inception of their central 

arguments and collaboration of scholars, but in academia transcendence of such 

geographical limitations is unavoidable if not necessary. So, today students and 

scholars of security studies all around the world (of course with many exceptions 

especially in the US) share an interest in one, two, or all three of these schools. For 

example, currently, many postgraduate IR theses in the University of Groningen utilise 

the CS and securitisation theory to some extent.342 Interestingly, in Turkey the majority 

of postgraduate students of Bilkent University’s IR department are currently working 

on projects and theses on the application of the securitisation theory and IPS to 

regional cases.343 

 First of the three (alphabetically), the Aberystwyth School, is inspired by the 

Frankfurt School and focuses on the concept of emancipation. According to it, security 

is the same thing as emancipation because no human being can be secure without being 

fully emancipated from all kinds of constraints. It argues for the active involvement of 

intellectuals and emphasises the importance of speaking truth to power. 

 Second, the Copenhagen School is a collaboration between a former 

Neorealist, a self-declared Post-structural Realist, and peace researchers but has 

evolved significantly through time and contributions of other scholars. It focuses on 

                                                
342 According to the university’s database at least 17% of master’s theses that have been submitted since 2013 deal 
with the securitisation theory. (https://arts.studenttheses.ub.rug.nl/) 
343 Since 2013 around 15% of the postgraduate theses that have been awarded a degree deals with the 
securitization theory at some extent. 
(http://repository.bilkent.edu.tr/handle/11693/227/browse?value=Department+of+International+Relations&ty
pe=department) 
Despite not having an official figure, in a PhD workshop I attended in 2017, most of the PhD candidates 
mentioned their interest in securitisation as well as IPS.  
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securitisation, regional security complexes, and sectors. It looks at different sectoral 

and regional dynamics of security in terms of referent objects and perceived threats, 

but the most significant contribution is the explanation of the discursive formation of 

security concerns through speech acts. This refers to the process of verbally claiming 

something to be a security issue and its acceptance by an audience which leads to 

removal of that issue from regular politics and put into an emergency context, and in 

the end, leads to potential forms of de-securitisation. 

 Third, the Paris School, is a slightly different approach whereby the focus is on 

the security practices themselves and the way security issues are governed. In other 

words, rather than emphasising issues, it analyses the relationship between different 

internal and external security agencies and professionals. How this relationship or 

competition plays a role in the production of truths and fears is at the core. Security, 

therefore, is a process of insecuritisation which evokes fear and uncertainty so that the 

mode of government that suits the field of a professional can be maintained. See Table 

3 (next page) for a summary of the three school and their theoretical underpinnings. 

 The next chapter will explore the manners in which scholars from these 

schools look at the same issue, namely the (Global) War on Terror(ism). This will allow 

the central analytical part of the dissertation to explain and visualise the philosophical 

links between different schools and pinpoint the diverging points to answer the main 

research questions regarding the practical and philosophical reasons for the divergence 

of critical security schools and the manner these reasons affect communication 

between the schools as put forward in Chapter 1.  
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5. Conceptual Analysis: Roots and Differentiations 
 

 

 The three schools, Aberystwyth, Copenhagen, and Paris, that constitute the 

subject of this dissertation have been introduced and explained comprehensively in the 

previous chapter, albeit only in strictly theoretical terms. Theory and philosophical 

backgrounds are essential for a deep comparison and digging out the causes of 

differentiation. In this chapter, the approaches of the three schools are applied to the 

‘(global) war on terror(ism)’ to depict the manner of analysis that we would expect 

based on the theoretical explanations provided in the previous chapters when applied 

to an empirical case.  It is indicative of the contested nature of the event that it has 

been named differently in different places. While Buzan and Hansen use the term 

“Global War on Terrorism”,344 in other sources it is sometimes depicted as “War on 

Terrorism”345 or “War on Terror”346 or “Global War on Terror”,347 therefore to show 

the debatable nature of this event I chose to formulate it as the (Global) War on 

Terror(ism). But for the sake of the flow of the chapter, it is abbreviated as GWoT. 

 The first section introduces the conceptual framework and tools that will be 

used in the chapter in a traditional text-book sense as explained in Chapter 1. Then in 

the second section, the GWoT is narrated through reported facts and events without 

commentaries to create a benchmark for the interpretation. In the third section, the 

mainstream (realist and liberal) perceptions of the GWoT in the IR discipline are 

explored. It constitutes the mainstream/traditional narrative of the case study that is 

used as a yardstick to show the degree of ‘criticality’ of the schools with respect to 

mainstream IR perspectives. Then, at the core of this chapter the three critical schools 

are used to re-tell the narratives. This involves a manner of immanent critique to show 

discrepancies as well as similar/different philosophical linkages among the schools. In 

the final section, the findings of each school will be compared, contrasted, and most 

                                                
344 Buzan and Hansen, The Evolution of International Security Studies 
345 Richard Jackson et al., Terrorism: A Critical Introduction (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2011). 
346 Alan Collins, ed. Contemporary Security Studies, Fourth ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016). 
347 Ondrej Beranek, ed. Europe, the Middle East, and the Global War on Terror: Critical Reflections (Frankfurt: Peter 
Lang, 2012). 
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importantly re-evaluated through their philosophical backgrounds depicting their 

ontological and epistemological connexion.   

 

 

 

5.1. This May Be True in Theory, but Does It Hold in 
Practice? 
 

 

 ‘Terrorism’ as a wide and uncertain concept has been chosen as the conceptual 

starting point for the empirical case application. There are many different definitions 

and approaches to ‘terrorism’ each implicating and favouring a certain way for analysis. 

Lack of a generally agreed definition is problematic for analytical purposes but 

informative regarding the political and subjective nature of the concept itself.  

 An important question rises here. Would it be more useful to provide a 

somewhat general definition or would it be better suited for analysis if the concept is 

defined through the perspectives of the subject schools? It would be difficult and 

speculative to derive a definition of ‘terrorism’ through the theoretical underpinnings 

discussed in the previous chapter. There have been numerous definitions of ‘terrorism’ 

based on the affiliation and purpose of the actor who defined the concept. While states 

and international organisations may have defined terrorism in one way348, scholars 

chose to accept or reject these definitions depending on their ‘criticality’.349 

                                                
348 For example for the US, the 18 United States Code states “the term ‘‘international terrorism’’ means activities 
that— 
(A) involve violent acts or acts dangerous to human life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United 
States or of any State, or that would be a criminal violation if committed within the jurisdiction of the United 
States or of any State; (B) appear to be intended— 
(i) to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; 
(ii) to influence the policy of a government by intimidation or coercion; or 
(iii) to affect the conduct of a government by mass destruction, assassination, or kidnapping; and (C) occur 
primarily outside the territorial jurisdiction of the United States, or transcend national boundaries in terms of the 
means by which they are accomplished, the persons they appear intended to intimidate or coerce, or the locale in 
which their perpetrators operate or seek asylum” 
349 For a brief but significant exposition on ‘criticality’ see: Xavier Guillaume, "Criticality," in Research Methods in 
Critical Security Studies: An Introduction, ed. Mark B. Salter and Can E. Mutlu (Abingdon: Routledge, 2013). 
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 Nonetheless, there needs to be a conception of ‘terrorism’ for the sake of the 

argument and flow of the dissertation. For this, I have chosen a definition which 

seemed to be the broadest and the least ideological. Based on Booth and Dunne’s 

pluralist volume ‘terrorism’ can be understood as the broad term that refers to violent 

acts committed by individuals, private groups, and states, mainly against civilians that 

seek to influence behaviour and produce fear to achieve certain political ends.350 As an 

extension of this definition, the concept’s relationship with security will be derived 

from each schools' perspective. This definition may seem biased towards a ‘critical’ 

perspective because ‘state’ is also considered as a potential perpetrator, however, the 

definition includes every potential agency with regard to terrorism, a sufficient degree 

of impartiality is maintained. ‘Terrorism’ as such cannot be studied as an event, it would 

rather be an analytical category. As an empirical instance of this category, ‘(Global) 

War on Terror(ism)’ has been selected. There are a few reasons for this. As explained 

in the previous chapters, Critical Security Schools mainly emerged and came to the 

fore in the post-Cold War era. This would indicate that these new schools are a product 

and part of this era and therefore more equipped to analyse and understand the acts 

that are also the product of the new era. There are again many instances in this period, 

yet even the precursor events such as the bombing of the World Trade Center in 1993 

or USS Cole in 2000 are actually closely connected to the beginning of the GWoT. 

Furthermore, it is a temporally spread event encompassing many years and ensuring a 

continuing body of literature, which makes it easier to depict roots and differentiations. 

 In the Security Studies field, textbooks provide several overarching questions 

to explain how each theory perceives and analyses the subject matter. Without a doubt, 

good questions are at the core of any serious research. Accordingly, asking certain 

questions to three ‘critical schools’ regarding the GWoT will provide a sound 

methodology. Sometimes, however, responses may be absent or identical. This is not 

problematic but very much in line with the central claim of the enquiry that this 

dissertation attempts.   

                                                
350 Ken Booth and Tim Dunne, "Worlds in Collision," in Worlds in Collision: Terror and the Future of Global Order, ed. 
Ken Booth and Tim Dunne (Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan, 2002), 8. 
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 The basic questions in textbooks firstly ask who the referent object is, meaning 

that who are affected by ‘security’ however it is defined.351 Then it is important to 

understand what security entails. Yet, this is different from defining security per se. 

Rather than a conceptual definition, this question unfolds what is seen as a security 

issue by the referent object. The next question is the extension of it as to seeking to 

reveal the reason why the answer is considered as a security issue. The final question 

is, very seldom asked except for certain concrete policy advice. This question is, 

essentially related to the normative feature of the critical approaches. Each one 

promotes a certain course of action to deal with security issues and it is significant in 

terms of grasping connexions and ruptures along the ontologies of these approaches. 

While these are the questions behind each analysis, questions are not posed directly 

but answered rather in a narrative style. That is to show how the re-tellings paint us 

differentiated perspectives and their combination provides a much more ‘real’ picture. 

Before starting the analyses and focusing on the responses let us remember what the 

GWoT is and how it can be described through events it involves.  

 

 

5.1.1. (Global) War on Terror(ism)  
 

 

 On 11 September 2001 three passenger planes hijacked by al-Qaeda operatives 

were flown into the Twin Towers of the World Trade Centre in New York City and 

the Pentagon (US Department of Defense Headquarters) in Arlington, while a fourth 

one crashed in Pennsylvania before it could reach its intended destination (possibly the 

White House and/or the U.S. Capitol). According to news sources, 2,996 people were 

killed and more than 6,000 were injured as a result of the attacks. Following the 

immediate relief efforts and many public addresses, on 16 September 2001, the (then) 

President of the United States of America, George W. Bush, first referred to the 

                                                
351 See: Paul D. Williams, "Security Studies: An Introduction," in Security Studies: An Introduction, ed. Paul D. 
Williams (Abingdon: Routledge, 2008). 
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forthcoming response to the attacks as “war against terrorism”.352 It was four days later 

that he officially declared ‘war’. On 20 September 2001, in his address to the joint 

session of congress, President Bush declared that “[o]ur war on terror begins with al 

Qaeda, but it does not end there. It will not end until every terrorist group of global 

reach has been found, stopped and defeated.”353 This was the beginning of a long war 

which still has not ended. International relations, particularly, transatlantic relations 

and the Middle Eastern politics have been shaped by this ongoing war.  

 This section is not about the broad literature on al-Qaeda’s attacks or the 

Global War on Terror (GWoT) following the attacks, but rather it illustrates the 

manner each critical security school responded to this so-called war. This allows us to 

see how the theories apply to a real-world event, how do their propositions fare with 

respect to practical analysis, and how do they re-tell the story through their own lenses. 

For a re-telling, however, a first “telling”, an initial narrative is required. Therefore, 

without getting into the intricacies of analytics the mainstream narrative, however it is 

framed, will be provided. Since the critical schools attempt at a critique of the 

mainstream and traditional it would lay the basis for their re-tellings. So what happened 

after Bush declared a ‘war’ and how did the story unfold? 

 It is common knowledge that the US initiated the ‘Operation Enduring 

Freedom’ on 7 October 2001 by launching air-strikes in Afghanistan and in November 

2002 expanded it by deploying ground troops. It is important to remember that the 

land phase of the operation after December 2002 was sanctioned by the United 

Nations Security Council (UNSC) Resolution 1386 and given under the auspices of the 

North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) as the International Security Assistance 

Force (ISAF). This force was consisting of all the NATO members as well as some 

other partner countries. Also notable is that the fifth article of the North Atlantic 

Treaty, which stated that an attack towards a member-state would be accepted as an 

attack towards all the member-states, was invoked for the first time in history.354 There 

                                                
352 "Remarks by the President Upon Arrival,"  https://georgewbush-
whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2001/09/20010916-2.html. 
353 CNN, "Transcript of President Bush's Address,"  
http://edition.cnn.com/2001/US/09/20/gen.bush.transcript/. 
354 Article 5 is as follows: “The Parties agree that an armed attack against one or more of them in Europe or 
North America shall be considered an attack against them all and consequently they agree that, if such an armed 

 



55B_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

110 
 

were, of course, voices against the operation, but the general sentiment was that the 

‘international community’ supported it.  

 The most critical moment came when the US and the UK decided to invade 

Iraq and topple Saddam Hussein’s Ba'athist regime. The main mission of the invasion, 

dubbed as ‘Operation Iraqi Freedom’ by the US and started on 20 March 2003, was 

“to disarm Iraq of weapons of mass destruction, to end Saddam Hussein’s support for 

terrorism, and to free the Iraqi people”.355 These were, however, were not substantiated 

claims and rested on speculations and unreliable sources (as later on proved in the 

reports). Unlike the war in Afghanistan, the UNSC did not sanction a military 

campaign against Iraq. As a result, on one hand, the invasion was deemed as a breach 

of international law although no concrete action could be taken. On the other hand, 

participants of the invasion, particularly the US and the UK, claimed to be acting in 

accordance with the 34th clause of the UNSC Resolution 687 of 1991 which stated 

that in case Iraq did not comply with the resolution, further steps could be taken to 

“secure peace and security in the area”.356 UNSC Resolution 1441 of 2002 has also 

been used a pretext despite having no mention of military response but warns that 

non-compliance will lead to “serious consequences”.357 The problem, however, was 

that the intelligence on Iraq having weapons of mass destruction proved to be faulty 

and reports  (Duelfer Report in the US and the Chilcot Report in the UK) declared 

                                                
attack occurs, each of them, in exercise of the right of individual or collective self-defence recognised by Article 
51 of the Charter of the United Nations, will assist the Party or Parties so attacked by taking forthwith, 
individually and in concert with the other Parties, such action as it deems necessary, including the use of armed 
force, to restore and maintain the security of the North Atlantic area. 

Any such armed attack and all measures taken as a result thereof shall immediately be reported to the Security 
Council. Such measures shall be terminated when the Security Council has taken the measures necessary to 
restore and maintain international peace and security.” NATO, "The North Atlantic Treaty,"  
https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/official_texts_17120.htm. 
355 "President Discusses Beginning of Operation Iraqi Freedom,"  https://georgewbush-
whitehouse.archives.gov/news/releases/2003/03/20030322.html. 
356 Security Council Resolution 687, S/RES/687 (1991). 
357 Security Council Resolution 1441, S/RES/1441 (2002). 
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that Iraq did indeed dismantle its stockpiles after 1991, so the pretext for the war was 

false.358  

 The war in Afghanistan continued until 28 December 2014 and the war in Iraq 

until 18 December 2011 when, in both cases, the US President Barack Obama declared 

that the operations were over. According to the Costs of War project at Brown 

University’s Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs, as of August 2016, 

more than 31,000 civilians are estimated to have died violent deaths and more 41,000 

have been injured as a result of the GWoT since 2001 only in Afghanistan.359 It is 

estimated that around 165,000 civilians have died in Iraq as a direct consequence of 

the war in Iraq but this is believed to be a very conservative estimate.360 The indirect 

casualties are thought to be much higher than these estimates. Additionally, at least 

43,000 allied troops and police have died and over 75,000 wounded in Iraq and 

Afghanistan.361  

 The GWoT officially ended on 23 May 2013 when the then President Barack 

Obama declared that “[w]e must define our effort not as a boundless ‘global war on 

terror,’ but rather as a series of persistent, targeted efforts to dismantle specific 

networks of violent extremists that threaten America” 362  although Obama 

administration opted for not using the term ‘war on terror’ early into power. 

Furthermore, the UK government officially refrained from referring to the ‘war on 

terror’ starting in 2006 and onwards. Despite the official GWoT is deemed to be over, 

the rise of the Islamic State (ISIS or ISIL or Daesh) in Iraq and Syria created a new 

conflict in which the US decided to respond with ‘Operation Inherent Resolve’ which 

started in 2014 and still continues. Although established long before, ISIS rose in the 

                                                
358 Charles Duelfer, "Comprehensive Report of the Special Advisor to the Dci on Iraq's Wmd, with Addendums," 
(Central Intelligence Agency, 2005); Sir John Chilcot et al., "The Report of the Iraq Inquiry," (London: The Iraq 
Inquiry, 2016). 
359 Neta C. Crawford, "Afghan Civilians - Cost of War," Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs, 
http://watson.brown.edu/costsofwar/costs/human/civilians/afghan. 
360 Neta C. Crawford, "Iraqi Civilians - Costs of War," Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs, 
http://watson.brown.edu/costsofwar/costs/human/civilians/iraqi. 
361 Anila Daulatzai, Catherine Lutz, and Ken MacLeish, "Us & Allied Killed and Wounded - Costs of War," 
Watson Institute for International and Public Affairs, 
http://watson.brown.edu/costsofwar/costs/human/military. 
362 "Remarks by the President at the National Defense University,"  https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/the-
press-office/2013/05/23/remarks-president-national-defense-university. 
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power vacuum during the US-led invasion of Iraq. In addition to al-Qaeda and similar 

fundamentalist elements, ex-Iraqi army officers also found refuge in the ranks of the 

ISIS.  

 The process which is called the GWoT was not only about military operations 

but also involved domestic and international legislations, intergovernmental 

agreements, institution building, industrial and technological innovations, and merging 

of sectors which created intertwined ‘new’ practices.  

  

  

5.1.2. GWoT Told by the Mainstream IR Scholarship 
 

 

 It is imperative to explain and show how the mainstream IR scholarship 

responded to the attacks and the subsequent GWoT so that the criticality of the critical 

re-tellings could be explored meticulously. Put differently, this narrative constitutes the 

object that the critical approaches are critical of. Therefore, critical security schools will 

be re-telling this narrative through their own critique and reveal problematic parts as 

well as disrupting the objectivist claims mainstream scholarship defend. 

 The initial response, particularly the war in Afghanistan, did not produce 

analyses that focused on the theoretical issues but rather strategy and tactics. It was 

mostly seen as an appropriate response to such an atrocious act. It is interesting that 

the majority of the analyses by the mainstream scholarship did not focus on 

Afghanistan, but rather dealt with the issue as a whole together with Al-Qaeda, Iraq 

and the Middle East in general. Few articles written between the beginning of the 

Afghanistan campaign and the Iraq war (i.e. by Stephen Walt) emphasised the failures 

of the US Foreign Policy claiming that the US was not as popular as it thought and the 

failed states were a national security problem for the US.363 Therefore, fight against al-

Qaeda and doing it in failed states like Afghanistan was appropriate. Here another 

                                                
363 Stephen M. Walt, "Beyond Bin Laden: Reshaping U.S. Foreign Policy," International Security 26, no. 3 (2001): 59-
63. 
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interesting point is that while Walt was determined in 2001 that the campaign in 

Afghanistan was a correct strategy, in 2009 he claimed that the argument that 

Afghanistan was a ‘safe haven’ for al-Qaeda was a myth.364 Therefore it is difficult to 

pinpoint coherent argumentation on behalf of these mainstream scholars who are too 

close to the power centres. Furthermore, many scholars argued that terrorism was 

indeed a very significant security threat for the US and thus it had to act against it.365  

 The tides, however, turned when the Bush administration started legitimising 

a potential operation in Iraq to inflict a regime change. On 26 September 2002, for 

example, 33 prominent (neo)realist scholars paid for an advertisement in the New York 

Times stating that the war with Iraq would not advance US national interests.366 In other 

words, such a war would make the US less secure and could cause an increase in 

terrorist activities. It was not the idea of a war that the scholars were against, it was 

destabilising the Middle East that might put American interests in jeopardy. Despite 

the efforts of the academia as well as the military establishment, the US government 

chose to go to war against Iraq.  

 In terms of IR theory, US actions and the policies of the Bush administration 

were framed as a combination of pragmatic realism and Wilsonian liberalism, called 

“democratic realism” by some of its (neoconservative) proponents.367 While thinking 

that the war in Iraq was against the US national interests, traditional American scholars 

reflected on the ongoing war and how it could be maintained in lines of national 

interests. These (neo)realists and (neo)liberals often expressed their views in journals 

                                                
364 "The 'Safe Haven' Myth," Foreign Policy, https://foreignpolicy.com/2009/08/18/the-safe-haven-myth-2/. 
365 Joseph S. Nye Jr., "Smart Power," New Perspectives Quarterly 26, no. 2 (2009): 8. 
366 These scholars were: Robert Art, Richard Betts, Dale Copeland, Michael Desch, Sumit Ganguly, Charles 
Glaser, Alexander George, Richard Herrmann, George Herring, Robert Jervis, Chaim Kaufmann, Carl Keysen, 
Elizabeth Kier, Deborah Larson, Jack Levy, Peter Liberman, John Mearsheimer, Steven Miller, Charles Moskos, 
Robert Pape, Barry Posen, Robert Powell, George Quester, Richard Rosecrance, Thomas Schelling, Randall 
Schweller, Glenn Snyder, Jack Snyder, Shıbley Telhami, Stephen van Evera, Stephen Walt, Kenneth Waltz, and 
Cindy Williams. "War with Iraq Is Not in Amerıca's National Interest," New York Times, http://www.bear-
left.com/archive/2002/0926oped.html. 
367 Louis Klarevas, "Political Realism: A Culprit for the 9/11 Attacks," Harvard International Review 26, no. 3 (2004): 
19; Condoleezza Rice, "Rethinking the National Interest: American Realism for a New World," Foreign Affairs 87, 
no. 4 (2008). 
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such as Foreign Affairs, Foreign Policy, and The National Interest in addition to mainstream 

academic journals like International Security.368  

 Some believed that the 11 September attacks occurred because the new Bush 

administration was oblivious to non-conventional threats as its policy was formulated 

along realist lines.369 It was after the attacks and realisation of the new threats that 

liberal tones were added to foreign policy which can be easily traced in the rhetoric of 

“bringing democracy” to Iraq. The main debate, particularly after the first anniversary 

of the attacks, focused on the ‘grand strategy’ that the US needed to pursue. Many 

realists argued for offshore balancing which meant a very limited presence in the 

Middle East by delegating the responsibilities to local partners while having the option 

to re-engage if desired.  

 Despite the fact that the US received a certain amount of international support 

(especially from the UK), it still sought unilateral action with ad hoc coalitions instead 

of a multilateral approach. Therefore, liberal institutionalism was not an active part of 

this policy while the supposedly value-laden operation in Iraq was conducted without 

the approval and consent of the UN or other international organisations which in fact 

distanced continental Europe from the US. 

 Main points of the traditional analyses of the GWoT can be categorised under 

two headings, i.e. realist assumptions and liberal assumptions. Apart from the 

aforementioned particularities, realist assumptions provide a Cold War-like 

perspective. Firstly, in spite of acknowledging the threat of terrorist organisations, they 

still focus on the states. ‘States sponsoring terrorism’ or ‘rogue states’ concepts are 

good examples of this understanding. Secondly, pursuing self-interests is emphasised 

by the opposition against the war in Iraq. Thirdly, the hard power that is manifested 

through military and economic might is at the core of how national interests are 

                                                
368 For examples in addition to previously cited sources, see: Walt, "Beyond Bin Laden: Reshaping U.S. Foreign 
Policy."; Graham Allison and Andrei Kokoshin, "The New Containment: An Alliance against Nuclear 
Terrorism," The National Interest 69 (2002); G. John Ikenberry, "America's Imperial Ambition," Foreign Affairs 81, 
no. 5 (2002); Joseph S. Nye Jr., "U.S. Power and Strategy after Iraq," ibid.82, no. 4 (2003); "The Velvet 
Hegemon," Foreign Policy 136 (2003); Barry R. Posen, "Command of the Commons: The Military Foundation of 
U.S. Hegemony," International Security 28, no. 1 (2003); Jack Snyder, "One World, Rival Theories," Foreign 
Policy 145 (2004); Philip H. Gordon, "Can the War on Terror Be Won? How to Fight the Right War," Foreign 
Affairs 86, no. 6 (2007); Robert Kagan, "The September 12 Paradigm: America, the World, and George W. Bush," 
ibid.87, no. 5 (2008); Christopher Layne, "The Waning of U.S. Hegemony - Myth or Reality? A Review Essay," 
International Security 34, no. 1 (2009); John J. Mearsheimer, "Imperial by Design," The National Interest 111 (2011). 
369 Klarevas,  19. 
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achieved. For example, realist scholars discuss grand strategies which involve certain 

ways of projecting power through military but do not mention other possible avenues. 

They do not problematise the security logic and military response to terrorism. Finally, 

although international institutions have some merits, in the end, it is costly to seek a 

multilateral legitimacy as, in the final analysis, it is an anarchic system of every state for 

itself. Jervis, for example, analyses the US response to the 11 September and the 

following as the “Bush Doctrine” and argues that it was too ambitious and the means 

were not appropriate for the ends which were bringing stability to the Middle East.370 

Attention should be given here that no real cri 

 The Liberal story is naturally softer and takes into account several details that 

the realist assumptions ignore, however, in some aspects, it appears even more 

aggressive. Firstly, liberals understand that the states are not the only actors in the 

international system and the states do interact with these other actors. The 11 

September attacks are an instance of this where a loosely-organised non-territorial 

terrorist organisation was able to inflict tremendous psychological and material damage 

to a superpower. Secondly, they emphasise the important role of multilateralism and 

cooperation. For example, seeking the approval of international community especially 

through the UN is seen as very crucial. Even though states may have certain interests 

they can be achieved in a more cost-effective way through international institutions. 

Thirdly, commitment to democratic values and human rights is essential for liberals. 

An extension of this is evident in the discussions regarding the ‘democratic peace 

thesis’ that was briefly discussed before. One radical interpretation of this is that if a 

non-democratic state is turned into a democracy then peace can be instated. Some 

argued that this was the motive behind the Iraq war as well as the humanitarian 

responsibility to free Iraqis from Saddam Hussein’s atrocities. 371  In such a view, 

however, state-building and peace-building needed to be planned in advance with clear 

objectives which the US did not have in Iraq. Finally, and perhaps most importantly, 

liberals focus one soft power (although Neorealists372 also emphasise this sometimes) 

                                                
370 Robert Jervis, "Understanding the Bush Doctrine," Political Science Quarterly 118, no. 3 (2003): 386. 
371 Jackson and Sorensen, 256-57. 
372 See: Robert A. Pape, "Soft Balancing against the United States," International Security 30, no. 1 (2005); Stephen 
Van Evera, "Assessing U.S. Strategy in the War on Terror," The Annals of the American Academy 607 (2006): 15-17. 
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and economics as drivers for change and cooperation. In this sense, to fight terrorism 

US needed to convince other actors and the populations in its benign intentions 

through economic and cultural influence and it seemed that Iraq war changed the 

positive views that were present after the 11 September attacks and the beginning of 

the Afghanistan campaign. 

 In the final analysis, traditional IR scholars focus on the aspects that their 

relevant assumptions allow them to do. There is no mention of domestic legislations 

that were enacted after the attacks, new institutions like the US Department of 

Homeland Security, or very little coverage of Abu Ghraib, Guantanamo or other sites 

of serious human rights violations. While some of them discuss the different 

perspectives in the US administration regarding the response, in the end, products do 

not go beyond policy recommendations and how to “win” the GWoT.  

 

 

5.1.3. Critical Security Schools and the GWoT 
 

 

 Critical security schools provided their own take on the subject, which was not 

picked up by the mainstream approaches. In the immediate aftermath of the attacks, 

Ken Booth and Tim Dunne edited the book Worlds in Collision that was comprised of 

articles from scholars of almost all perspectives in the academic IR.373 This section will 

now scrutinise the three security schools through their responses (and non-responses) 

to the GWoT and show the intricate interconnections in their perceptions and 

cognition of events.  

 

 

 

 

                                                
373 Booth and Dunne, Worlds in Collision: Terror and the Future of the Global Order. 
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5.1.3.1. Aberystwyth Theorises 
 

 

 I start with the Aberystwyth School not for an analytical reason but for the 

simple fact that it’s the first one alphabetically. So, September 11 happened and the 

GWoT started but how it is perceived if you understand security as emancipation? For 

the ones that declared it, the reason behind the GWoT was, in one formulation, to 

secure the US and its allies. However, the picture can be seen in a slightly different 

light. 

 For the AS, because security is defined as emancipation, terrorism constitutes 

physical and psychological constraints for the victims and victims are mainly the 

civilians. Terror methods are not just composed of killing the civilian populations. The 

most important element is the invoked fear in the populations. Therefore, rather than 

the physical destructiveness of the act, the emotions it evokes are central.  

 Victim, however, is not a stable unchanging category. Victims of terrorist 

methods should be analysed on a case by case basis. When we look at domestic 

terrorism, meaning that the terrorists operating within a single state and for purposes 

exclusive to that state, victims can be individuals, communities, ethnic or religious 

groups, ideological groups, certain professions (i.e. civil servants or police), or totality 

of a population. For international terrorism, all these categories are valid but this time 

there is no demarcation based on state borders (i.e. ethnicity, religion, ideology etc).  

 For the AS, “terrorism is not a tactic but a strategic doctrine” that aim at 

invoking “fear beyond fear” to change the attitudes and behaviour of the relevant 

actors and very importantly it is not committed only against civilian targets374. So, then 

as an extension, it is the security of those which face the use of this strategic doctrine. 

In other words, victims (those who are terrorised) are the main referent objects.  

 It has been reiterated numerous times that in the AS framework security is 

actually equated with emancipation. Thus, any struggle against terrorism actually needs 

to be seen as a struggle to emancipate people from any kinds violent political 

                                                
374 Ken Booth and Tim Dunne, Terror in Our Time (Abingdon: Routledge, 2012), 20. 
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oppressions375. When struggle against terrorism becomes a struggle for emancipation it 

entails looking back at the consequences of counterterrorism which create another 

form of political violence376. Furthermore, some of the groups using terrorism claim 

that they are actually reacting against injustice, repression or aggression and 

representing the victims of such conduct.377 

 Accordingly, considering the effects of GWoT, in addition to the terrorised 

societies and direct victims of terrorism, people suffering because of the responses of 

GWoT itself are also significant. The legislations enacted following the 11 September 

attacks (i.e. the Patriot Act in the US and the amendments to the Terrorism Act 2000 

in the UK) enabled governments to suspend fundamental rights and freedoms. The 

rhetoric on liberty and security balance led to the abandonment of rule of law and now 

“it sometimes seems as if people feel scared because they are protected rather than feel 

protected because they are scared.”378  

 Since the beginning of the GWoT, Western powers were eager to ignore 

human rights violations in antidemocratic regimes in exchange for intelligence and 

cooperation in counterterrorism efforts. The most striking examples were, of course, 

Libya and Egypt (although the 2011 Arab movements altered that situation drastically). 

Contrary to many commentators adhering to the mainstream perspectives as shown in 

the previous section, the GWoT and struggle for freedom had been inversely 

correlated.379 

 Then, whose security we are talking about? From the AS perspective, we are, 

in essence, talking about the security of all the people are oppressed; who needs to be 

emancipated from all kinds of fear and threat. In this respect, GWoT threatens the 

security of an ordinary Afghan farmer, a stockbroker in London, school children in 

Islamabad or a Sicilian fisherman. The list can include all sorts of people, soldier or 

civilian, politician or ‘terrorist’ and so forth. AS is talking about these peoples’ security. 

                                                
375 Ken Booth, "The Human Faces of Terror: Reflections in a Cracked Looking Glass," Critical Studies on Terrorism 
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As emancipation is a universal aim, none can be exempted from it. A world where only 

the so-called Western people or only the so-called Muslim people are secure is simply 

not possible. It is a universal value and it should be AS’s purpose. 

 Still, we must always keep in mind that “many democratic regimes owe their 

existence, in part, to successful campaigns of terror.”380 Not as a legitimation of use of 

terror but to understand how it is used and manipulated by all kinds of actors.  

 While discussing the AS with regard to terrorism it is essential to consider 

Critical Terrorism Studies (CTS) which is actually an offshoot of the AS itself. CTS 

was a research programme developed in the late 2000s by those who were dissatisfied 

with the orthodox terrorism studies and sought to reflect with a critical eye. With the 

launch of its flagship journal Critical Studies in Terrorism in 2008, it started to show a 

significant presence both in the security studies field and its subfield of terrorism 

studies. The criticality of the CTS is mainly based on the AS conception of security as 

emancipation and its projection towards the issue and concept of terrorism. They often 

refer to Ken Booth, and reiterate that security should “include all threats and obstacles 

to human actualisation, not merely those posed by political violence”.381 Through 

Richard Wyn Jones’ ‘concrete utopias’ conceptualisation, the CTS views emancipation as 

a “process of continuous immanent critique” which aims at freeing people from 

numerous constraints.382 

 Obviously, targets of terrorism would like to be secure from terrorism and 

terrorists. Nevertheless, the question may not be that simple. The label terrorism refers 

to the methods employed by some groups that seek certain political objectives as the 

given definition implies. Therefore, in order to understand what the victims should be 

protected from, reasons and motivations behind the terrorist acts need to be 

scrutinised. It is easy and convenient to dismiss such aspects of terrorists acts, but this, 

in turn, results in symptomatic response rather than a comprehensive resolution.  

                                                
380 Ibid., 142. 
381 Marie Breen-Smyth, "A Critical Research Agenda for the Study of Political Terror," European Political Science 6, 
no. 6 (2007): 262. 
382 Richard Jackson, Marie Breen-Smyth, and Jeroen Gunning, "Critical Terrorism Studies: Framing a New 
Research Agenda," in Critical Terrorism Studies: A New Research Agenda, ed. Richard Jackson, Marie Breen-Smyth, 
and Jeroen Gunning (Abingdon: Routledge, 2009), 224. 
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 Critical theories challenge the prevailing narratives and accordingly categorical 

structures such as the state.383 AS, sees states as “necessary but flawed institutions” 

which are required for providing particular services, producing redistribution and 

welfare.384 In connection with this understanding, the state’s role needs to be analysed 

as well. It is possible that the terrorist methods are being used because no alternative 

(political) avenues were left to the perpetrators. This explanation generally applies to 

ethnic or religious minorities (and sometimes to political ideologies that are banned) 

which opt for terror and guerrilla tactics for political recognition.  

 Once again we face a two-fold answer. On the one hand, as mainstream 

thinking dictates, it is security from the terrorists and their attacks and harm. On the 

other hand, motives for terrorism should be explored thoroughly so that it needs to be 

found out that whether the so-called terrorists are actually acting out of ‘other’ security 

concerns. 

 When security is defined as emancipation, the question becomes more about 

oppression and other constraints on freedom rather than just survival. In this regard, 

could the GWoT constitute an obstacle for emancipation? Do the practices within the 

framework of the GWoT push the world closer to emancipation or vice-versa?  

  Terror, defined as fear beyond fear, is itself a great obstacle for achieving 

emancipation. 385  So being free of this fear beyond fear is an important element of 

emancipation. This means, sensibly, terrorist acts are detrimental to security/emancipation. 

Nevertheless, the issue significantly changes form when we start to talk about the 

‘terrorists’. The example given by Booth and Dunne is striking: Nobel Peace Prize 

winner, the first post-apartheid president of South Africa, the late Nelson Mandela was 

called a terrorist and incarcerated for 27 years but now championed as one of the 

greatest activists and freedom fighters.386 So, ‘terrorist’ becomes a term of propaganda 

rather than an analytically useful one.387 It is also possible that at some points in their 

existence individual or groups or states may resort to terrorism, but this does not make 
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them terrorists perpetually. Hence, the label is not very helpful other than putting some 

actors on the spot. As an extension, then, being emancipated from the label itself can 

be considered as security.  

 Another very central point in the AS theorising is ends-means dualism as 

explained in Chapter  4. This dualism plays a vital role in the analyses of the GWoT. 

The main problem is that a concrete end is envisaged such the end of al-Qaeda (or 

more broadly ‘terror’) and hence a military response is prioritised, however, in a non-

dualistic critical point of view, there can be no end-points.388 It will be dealt with more 

comprehensively, but it should be noted here that governments use moral justifications 

for their actions such as “fighting to protect the innocent from certain harm” while 

employing the very means they are against causing their means becoming incompatible 

with the ends.389  Booth asks if the circumstances allowed Slobodan Milosevic to wait 

until after 11 September for his human rights atrocities, would NATO have gone to 

war in Serbia, or could they actually have made him an ally because of his position 

against the Islamic extremism of Kosovo Liberation Army (KLA).390  

 It is also noteworthy that while ‘war’ is usually seen as having an end at some 

point (i.e. victory or defeat), war on terrorism disrupts this understanding. If terrorism 

is a method, then it is not possible to win a war against a method. There is no concrete 

enemy but just a means. It is almost like declaring war on guerrilla tactics or single 

envelopment, you may win battles but the war rages on.  

 In the context of the GWoT, security from fear beyond fear is at the core. 

However, it has two levels as depicted above. One is the governments using the GWoT 

supposedly to ensure their citizens’ security. The other one is security from both the 

terrorist acts and the consequences of them (including retaliatory attacks, illiberal 

practices, new legislature etc). 

 Physically speaking, terrorist attacks against infrastructures and supply routes 

for basic needs cause shortages that may threaten the very lives of the people. For 

example, burning of crops, sabotaging energy lines, poisoning water supplies and 

                                                
388 Ken Booth, "Two Terrors, One Problem," in Globalization, Security, and the Nation-State: Paradigms in Transition, 
ed. Ersel Aydinli and James N. Rosenau (Albany: State University of New York Press, 2005), 46. 
389 Booth and Dunne, Terror in Our Time, 103. 
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similar acts negatively affects the livelihoods of many people. Psychologically, 

regardless of the extent of the physical damage, attacks cause an ever-continuing 

distress and fear that disrupts the daily lives. Fear (or terror) is a significant obstacle 

for freedom of the people who have been subjected to such acts. 

 The GWoT has caused many problems, many restraints and became a way of 

legitimisation of oppression. Terrorism itself is a security issue for the simple reason 

that fear beyond fear is one of the greatest constraints for human beings to realise 

themselves, not to mention the physical and psychological damage done to them 

through terrorist attacks. Nevertheless, the GWoT affirms injustices and cause cyclical 

violence where victims of the ‘war’ turn to terror strategies.391  Moreover, illiberal 

practices exemplified by Guantanamo and Abu Ghraib as well as legislation (echoing 

sorts of states of emergency) caused more people to be affected and be less secure. As 

mentioned numerous times, suspension of fundamental rights and freedoms is a 

security issue in itself. It is one of the gravest obstacles for achieving emancipation.  

 It should also be recognised that the GWoT policies and terrorist responses 

cause another complex condition within the so-called Western societies. In the host 

communities, uncertainty and concerns feed extremism (i.e. Pegida in Germany) and 

Islamophobia in general, while immigrant communities feel patronised and the 

tensions also feed radicalisation.392 This condition hints at possible avenues for AS-

type scholarship. For example, instead of reproducing orthodox discourses, sources of 

grievances that lead to terrorist acts should be examined. This examination does not 

legitimise the violent methods, however, it would help to create a negotiating position. 

For this, AS argues that intellectuals and scholars should not refrain from ‘speaking 

truth to power’ as well as illuminating the public.393  

 A spiral of violence, particularly in the long run, would not accommodate the 

demands of both sides. In the final analysis, emancipation/security can only be 

approached when fears and constraints are eliminated. This elimination cannot be 

achieved through continuous violence. Good Friday Agreement finalising the peace 

                                                
391 Booth and Dunne, Terror in Our Time, 7. 
392 Ibid., 163. 
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process in Ireland, and the recent accord between the FARC (Revolutionary Armed 

Forces of Colombia—People's Army) and the president of Colombia can be 

considered as examples of emancipatory politics.  

 GWoT was from the start conducted very problematically. Instead of putting 

rule of law as the primary principle for dealing with suspects and prisoners, the 

response to 11 September was the opposite.394 It has been asserted that “a war is only 

as good as the peace that follows it” and obviously there is yet to be a peace.395  

 The AS believes that a different future is possible. The main problem with the 

contemporary part of the GWoT is continuation of the politics of business-as-usual as 

the realists favoured conventional security instruments and borders following the 

attacks (even though they resisted the invasion of Iraq) resulting in an increase of fears 

and feelings of insecurity.396 Critical theorists, on the other hand, are proponents of 

building a new global culture without the dualistic thinking that has been dominating 

the world order.397 What we should do, according to the AS, is basically learning to feel 

and admit that we are all equal human beings instead of seeing each other in terms of 

nationality, ethnicity, gender, or religion so that all can enjoy differences and 

institutionalise cosmopolitan equality.398 It is through a non-dualistic response that an 

ethical and law-governed response to the GWoT is possible. 399 
 The role of academics is very important for the AS. It is because praxis is the 

profession of an academic; s/he needs to speak to many audiences and going against 

the common beliefs is her/his business which can be done through teaching, 

conducting research and serving society.400 ‘Speaking truth to power’, however, caused 

some unexpected consequences for CTS scholarship. Whilst trying to be agents of 

change and critical reflection, scholars became part of the very structures that they 
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were against. As Jackson’s harsh self-critique shows, instead of working towards 

emancipation CTS scholars became contributors to the counter-terrorism regime that 

depended on orthodox understandings, methods, and violent outcomes.401  

 Objectivity should also be rejected but a critical distance is always important.402 

In this vein, a critical distance has been attempted in this section when trying to re-tell 

the story. There is a number of ways that academics can contribute to different extents. 

Perhaps the most effective one, especially in short-term, is teaching.403 Another way is 

using the social media and expressing ideas through blogs and similar media.404 The 

rest is more broad, diffuse, and long-term but still would make a political impact by 

changing human consciousness towards an emancipatory perception. 405  Trying to 

communicate with different audiences, particularly civil society actors, is one of the 

essential points for translating theory into practice.406 In terms of the GWoT, however, 

the AS has not proposed more concrete ways except the general ways described above. 

What should be done is, therefore, an interpretation of the role of the critical theorist 

as an agent for political impact. This can be achieved by writing, speaking, teaching 

and constantly questioning the prevailing orders illustrating the ways the GWoT has 

been blocking the avenues for an emancipatory cosmopolitan project. 

 To sum up, AS interprets terrorism as a method and its investigations of the 

GWoT are based on this understanding. The security-as-emancipation formulation leads 

to analyses based on victimhood and constraints that prevent freeing of peoples 

globally. Therefore, the AS tells the story of different victims, causes, and grievances. 

While condemning terrorist methods, the AS believes that political aims can be reached 

through politicisation and in extension deliberation. Paradoxically, however, policy 

                                                
401 Richard Jackson, "To Be or Not to Be Policy Relevant? Power, Emancipation and Resistance in Cts Research," 
Critical Studies on Terrorism 9, no. 1 (2016). 
402 Ibid., 72; Booth, Theory of World Security, 236-37. 
403 "Challenging the Ideas That Made Us: An Interview with Ken Booth," in Critical Theory in International Relations 

and Security Studies: Interviews and Reflections, ed. Shannon Brincat, Laura Lima, and João Nunes (Abingdon: 
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404 "The Test of Practice: An Interview with Richard Wyn Jones," in Critical Theory in International Relations and 
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405 "Challenging the Ideas That Made Us: An Interview with Ken Booth," 79. 
406 "The Test of Practice: An Interview with Richard Wyn Jones," 94. 
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relevance and attempts at speaking truth to power in the framework of CTS reified the 

prevailing methods for countering terrorism, particularly through violence. It can be 

argued that the AS’s assessment of the GWoT circled around possibilities of policy 

relevance, agency, and critique but unfortunately was not very effective. Although one 

can claim that the mainstream perspectives were not effective, it is safe to say that the 

mainstream scholarship (despite their own problems) were very much part of the 

GWoT policy-making circles in line with their theoretical underpinnings. 

 

 

5.1.3.2. Copenhagen Theorises 
 

 

 The Copenhagen School’s understanding includes a sectoral approach that has 

been explained in the previous chapter. In terms of the sectoral divisions within the 

CS’s approach, it is possible to say that there are around five main referent objects. But 

also when the literature on the GWoT is analysed there seem to be certain referent 

objects that are given more attention. Criticism of state-centrism is perfectly applicable 

here, yet the focus on a state’s securitisation practices is easier to locate and illustrate. 

Therefore, present analyses do not rule out other referent objects altogether. It should 

be kept in mind that the sectoral approach is more of an analytical tool to reveal 

different patterns of interaction between referent objects as well as actors involved.407 

 The central focus regarding the post-11 September condition and the GWoT 

is the way immigrants and asylum-seekers are securitised.408 Since the reception of 

speech-acts by the audience and acceptance is one of the most important features of 

securitisation, it is safe to say that attacks on 11 September and the subsequent GWoT, 

plus the further attacks in London, Madrid, Bali, and Istanbul allowed speech-acts 

securitising migration to be easily accepted.409 George W. Bush’s speech declaring the 

GWoT and the following support he got from foreign governments (including Russia) 
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and later on the UN is a good example of this. Bush’s speeches and statements that 

were introduced in the GWoT description section are very significant instances of 

speech acts that have become successful and effective securitisations.  

 But again ‘whose security ?’ This depends on who the securitising actor is, what 

s/he’s aiming at as well as who the audience is. State security can be of importance in 

one case but another aspect can bring the citizen of these states into the equation. 

Because the terror attacks essentially hurt individual citizens, one cannot ignore the 

individual security of the people who are subjected to attacks. This, however, is not 

expressed loudly within the CS. It seems that in the framework of the GWoT, the CS 

is mainly concerned with how the states (particularly the Western states) securitise 

elements that might be related to terrorism. In a boarder understanding the GWoT 

was staged as “a macrosecuritisation with the whole of the ‘civlized’ world (that is, the 

West and its hangers-on), and its principles of freedom, democracy, the market and 

openness as the referent objects.” 410  According to Buzan and  Wæver 

‘macrosecuritisation’ means a securitisation of categorically larger entities such as 

ideologies, religions, or international institutions.411 It is not clear, however, the reason 

another concept is needed apart from ‘securitisation’ itself.  

 Another point regarding the ‘whose security’ question and the GWoT is 

economic underdevelopment. Based on an argument that extremism is bred by 

economic problems, financial assistance and foreign aid became important in fighting 

terrorism.412 This implies, to some extent, that economic security (economic sector) of 

the people in less developed countries can also be thought of as a referent object. 

 It is imperative to remember that in the CS approach security is a negative 

concept. It is negative in the sense that when an issue is securitised it is considered to 

be an existential threat. Terrorism, then, constitutes an existential threat almost in all 

of the sectors, albeit at different extents, in different forms, and for different reasons. 

                                                
410 Barry Buzan and Ole Wæver, "Macrosecuritisation and Security Constellations: Reconsidering Scale in 
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411 Ibid., 257. 
412 Rita Abrahamsen, "Blair's Africa: The Politics of Securitization and Fear," Alternatives: Global, Local, Political 30, 
no. 1 (2005). 

 



64A_BW PS Sezal_stand.job

 

127 
 

 Terrorism may threaten certain identities, the we-feeling of groups. There are 

different levels to the identity. Consider the example of Turkey and Kurds in Turkey. 

‘Turkish’ national identity is constructed constitutionally through supra-identity (based 

on citizenship), meaning that it encompasses more than one ethnic identity. 413 

Although in theory, all the sub-groups are equal before the law as they share Turkish 

supra-identity, in practice Kurds are prevented from being promoted after certain 

positions, particularly in the army. Years after a political struggle they are even barred 

from participating in politics (until very recently) and suppressed through unjust and 

violent means, in turn, they decide to take up arms for their rights and freedoms. They 

might use terror tactics to make themselves heard and gain leverage for a settlement. 

Here the attackers are the terrorists and threaten the rest of the population. When seen 

from the government’s perspective and the rest of the population who believe that the 

supra-identity provides unity, security from these separatist terrorists is the main issue. 

However, when seen from the other side, the armed group is actually trying to secure 

the members of their ethnicity from the suppression by the dominant groups. Similar 

examples can be seen with respect to the Basque in Spain and IRA in the UK.  

 The central theme in the CS regarding the GWoT is undoubtedly security from 

the ‘terrorists’ or ‘international terrorism’.414 Apart from this apparent ‘threat’ however 

we can pinpoint an argument regarding identities. The ‘Us vs them’ distinction is present 

in the securitising moves initiated within the GWoT. While in the official rhetoric 

actors refrained from securitising Islam, a terrorist who claims to be Muslims were 

targeting the ‘Western’ way of life and freedoms. It is a civilisational 

macrosecuritisation where the ‘civilised world’ was under threat.415 The measures are 

taken, however, show a far more complex situation. 

 The securitisation of immigrants and asylum-seekers constructed a reality 

where terrorism and immigration became closely associated. In a sense, the GWoT 

produced a new threat that easily resonated with the audiences. The main answer to 

                                                
413 Constitution of Turkey Article 66 says that “Everyone bound to the Turkish State through the bond of 
citizenship is a Turk.” "Constitution of the Republic of Turkey," Turkish Grand National Assembly, 
https://global.tbmm.gov.tr/docs/constitution_en.pdf. 
414 Particularly seen through the analyses of Balzacq and his collaborators focusing on the EU: Thierry Balzacq 
and Sergio Carrera, eds., Security Versus Freedom?: A Challenge for Europe's Future (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006). 
415 Buzan and Wæver,  272. 
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the question then, as Buzan and Wæver impliy, security from the enemies of 

“principles of freedom, democracy, the market, and openness”.416 

 Terrorism constitutes and existential threat which requires measures outside 

the common political and public sphere. Therefore, terrorism becomes an issue that 

does not allow for opposing views to debate, rather it requires a unified approach. If 

the threat is mainly against the military, then the response would involve solely the 

military and it would become a national security issue. The methods themselves call 

for a state-sponsored response since according to the Weberian notion of the modern 

nation-state, only the state has the monopoly of violence. Conceptually securitisation 

of terrorism after the GWoT is almost a self-referential process, meaning that the 

speech acts for the securitisation of various issues actually involve utterances of or 

references to ‘terrorism’. Therefore, if something is deemed related to terrorism then 

it becomes automatically a security issue.  It is easy for actors (mainly state elites) to 

point out the perpetrators and seek a rally-around-the-flag effect that would take the 

issue directly from any public debate.  

 Ethnic or religious terrorism seeks to establish or assert a certain identity, 

locally or internationally. In this vein, we can talk about a clash of identities. One 

identity is the victim’s which depending on the narrative of the terrorist groups can be 

the oppressor or exploiter. In contrast, the terrorist group may see itself as the freedom 

fighter which had no avenues for a civilian political movement and thus took up arms. 

Here it can be seen that there are two societies whose identities are at stake. Terrorists, 

while trying to make a political statement to ensure the security of the society they 

belong to, threaten and damage the other society through their violent methods. From 

the military, as well as political sectors, terrorism threatens the unity of the state. 

 In essence, something is a security issue because it has been securitised. In 

other words, because it is represented as a ‘security’ issue. Terrorism constitutes an 

existential threat which requires measures outside the common political and public 

sphere. Therefore, terrorism becomes an issue that does not allow for opposing views 

to debate, rather it requires a unified approach. The Patriot Act in the United States 

and the amendments to the Terrorism Act in the United Kingdom are significant 
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examples regarding this. Terrorism which was a criminal issue prior to the GWoT is 

now considered as both national and international security matter.417 

 The CS’s central aim is to show the security dynamics rather than commenting 

on them. Nevertheless, they see securitisation as a mainly negative process and hence 

favour policies of desecuritisation. This may result in a deeper political discussion 

concerning the reasons behind the terrorist acts and perhaps lead to peace processes 

mentioned in the AS school part of the hypothetical case. Another possibility is 

criminalisation of terrorism which would take it outside the realm of security practices 

and downgrade it to criminal justice issue.  

 When GWoT is regarded as a macrosecuritisation, the CS argues that it should 

be analysed thoroughly rather than providing concrete ways out of potential pitfalls.418 

It is also very interesting and important that we do not see many analyses from or of 

the CS that give a satisfactory answer. As with the concept of terrorism itself, an 

alternative could be re-criminalising terrorism restoring it to the pre-GWoT stance 

within the ‘security’  frameworks. Furthermore, perhaps most urgently what should be 

done is to desecuritise immigration and asylum-seeking. The current refugee crisis and 

the reactions to it (such as the agreement between the EU and Turkey) are an extension 

of the securitised nature of the issue which intensified as a part of the GWoT.  

 It is interesting that the CS itself has not been very vocal about the GWoT and 

developments that are related, although there are some significant contributions. 

Buzan mainly explored the possibility of the GWoT becoming a new Cold War utilising 

the securitisation theory and claimed that the GWoT had become a successful 

macrosecurtisation, however, it is very improbable that it will become the next Cold 

War.419 Considering that the GWoT is seemingly over (as declared by Obama) Buzan 

seems to be right, but if we look deeper into practices (as will be explored in the Paris 

School section) the verdict may not be that easy. Balzacq has focused on the EU 
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interior and exterior policies to pinpoint tools that have used for securitisation.420 He 

argues that the tools for EU’s counter-terrorism strategy cause de-politicisation, 

intelligence-led policing and dense information sharing between different organs.421 

These processes cause an amplified emphasis on security as non-politics and the EU 

becomes a policy enforcer without deliberative politics. It is also argued, for example 

by Salter, imaginaries are securitised as part of the GWoT to underline risk through 

the images in the popular culture and terror narratives.422 A similar position can be seen 

in Hansen’s examination of the Muhammad Cartoon Crisis of 2005 in which a series 

of cartoons were published by the Danish newspaper Jyllands-Posten that depicted 

Muhammad ibn Abdullah, the founder of Islam, and caused international 

controversy. 423  This visual securitisation can be argued to be a product of the 

sentiments that have grown after the 11 September attacks and actually a part of the 

GWoT itself. Hansen shows that the securitisation began by 11 diplomats deeming 

cartoons to be a part of the anti-Islamic sentiment in Denmark and Europe, and then 

visuality of cartoons made it easy to circulate internationally causing violent 

reactions.424 

 To sum up, the CS captures the dynamics of the GWoT effectively in the sense 

that it allows us to trace speech acts and securitisations. It is not an exaggeration to say 

that the GWoT itself began with a speech act that had been received positively globally 

and terrorism became a security issue, an existential threat to almost everyone. This 

also allowed counter speech acts from the terrorists who were able to recruit more 

operatives through their articulation of existential threats and unity against total 

destruction of Muslims. The CS, in this sense, is very useful for understanding what 

kind of dynamics are at play when security policies and relevant legislations are enacted. 

Another strength of the CS comes from its ability to be actually included in mainstream 
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analyses because it depicts the relationship between national interest rhetoric and 

securitisation. The mainstream views, however, would not, of course, want 

desecuritisation until it is very essential for national security. The main criticality of the 

CS lies in its attempt to deconstruct how security is enacted, how the discourse is 

established and accepted by audiences. Therefore, it opens avenues for responding to 

illiberal, undemocratic or other various practices that have been enabled by 

securitisations. Concepts and phenomena like migration, immigration, refugees, 

borders, policing, non-places, and so forth which increasingly became securitised 

during and because of the GWoT need to be brought back to non-emergency politics 

and desecuritised. The majority of works focusing on securitisation regarding the 

GWoT, however, were produced by the Paris School. 

 

 

5.1.3.3. Paris Theorises 
 

 

 Since security is understood as a ‘technique of government’ by the PS, the 

central referent objects seem to be the security bureaucracy and the governments. This 

technique or ‘governmentality’ is based on maintaining a degree of fear which in turn 

makes the modes of governing, bureaucratic arrangements and institutions are 

elementary. This process of insecuritisation causes individuals as well as societies to 

feel insecure and support the measures taken by that field of security professionals. As 

a continuation of this logic, it can be deduced that it is actually the security of the 

security field itself. It is the survival of the established modes of governmentality that 

is at stakes. As a result, the acceptability of threats are raised by the security 

professionals and people are put into a perpetual state of insecurity425. If the field is a 

part of the referent objects, then by extension, habitus of the security professionals can 

be challenged. In a more ontological level, challenged habitus threatens the field and 

everything related to the field. In the European Security case, the field is about the 

production of truth as mentioned previously. So, in a sense, ‘truth’ can also be 
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challenged by terrorism. For example, cyberterrorism and even mainstream terrorism 

might be outcry against the prevalent policies and/or narratives. 

 There is, however, a positive security understanding in the PS as well. The one 

explored above was what the PS has been observing, what the phenomenal security or 

the practice has been. Normative security in the PS framework mentions the protection 

of the weakest from oppression, suppression and other fundamental threats (i.e. 

injustice, exploitation, discrimination etc) for the well-being of these people.426 

 In the final analysis, then, there are two levels of referent objects in the PS. 

One is the field that uses the insecuritisation to ensure its continuity and the second is 

the weak people who are suppressed, perhaps even by the field professionals 

themselves as can be seen in the case of the rhetoric in which immigrant became almost 

synonymous with terrorist.427 

 When security is understood as a device or a technique of government, 

conventional questions such as ‘whose security’ seems to become irrelevant. 

Nevertheless, the question is very significant, especially for analytical purposes. While 

trying to answer, we must also consider whether security is perceived as something 

positive or negative. It has been shown that the PS has focused on security practices 

as employed by the so-called security professionals. It is even argued that security is a 

set of practices itself. Therefore to makes sense the of the GWoT through the PS lens, 

it is imperative to understand dispositifs, habitus, and the field. 

If security is a set of practices that are employed by agents in the field and if 

one of the central tenets is the survival and continuation of the field, it would logically 

indicate that the main referent object is the field and by extension the agents within 

the field whose habitus creates the field itself. In the case of GWoT determining the 

agents’ workings in the fields would be useful to understand the struggle between the 

agents and their pursuit of survival and then power. European integration, in particular, 

provides an extensive example of a field where internal and external security practices 

converge. This convergence includes police forces (i.e. national, Europol, Interpol), 

intelligence agencies of different sorts (i.e. police intelligence, military intelligence, 

civilian intelligence etc.), other intergovernmental agencies and institutions regarding 
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immigration (i.e. EASO, Schengen Agreement, etc.). In addition to these, national and 

international bureaucracies, some NGOs, and experts (i.e. advisers, academics) are 

usually part of the field as well. The field, as in its definition, share the habitus and 

through these homogenised practices reproduces itself. The field becomes powerful 

and necessary if not indispensable. At the same time, however, to maintain relevance 

agencies compete to produce ‘truth’ as practice and/or develop governmentality.  

 GWoT has been instrumental in homogenising the field. Terrorism was the 

defined threat/enemy, yet what constituted terrorism was problematic which allowed 

(in)securitisation practices to evolve and become more comprehensive. For example, 

CCTV surveillance has become a part of our daily lives so much that when CCTV 

cameras malfunction where a ‘crime’ occurs citizens react strongly. Even though 

‘criminalisation’ of migration started before the declaration of GWoT, through the 

practices and legislation within the framework of GWoT that new ‘truths’ regarding 

connections between (im)migration and terrorism has been established.  

When the problem is defined within the parameters of (in)securitisation 

practices, we need to remember that security is a negative concept. In this vein, we 

come across a two-dimensional characteristic. On the one hand, there is the more or 

less conventional aspect of “survival as security” regarding the field and the security 

professionals. On the other hand, (in)securitisation practices pose problems for certain 

groups. For instance, anti-terror measures introduced during the GWoT that 

complicate even leisure visits to some countries, cause greater problems for members 

of certain groups (i.e. ethnicities, nationalities, religions). In particular, visits to the 

Middle East and North Africa countries or people coming from these countries visiting 

Europe or North America become flagged issues.  

 Firstly, terrorism is a very useful concept for the security professionals. It 

enables them to maintain their existence and allows them to link everything with 

terrorism while paving way for an increase in surveillance technologies. Fundamental 

freedoms can easily be suspended on the basis of measures taken against terrorism. 

Certain groups, religions, ideologies can be put under extra surveillance or even 

gathered as usual suspects. All these practices ensure the necessity and vitality of 

security institutions and professionals. In short, terrorism becomes an umbrella term 
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to encompass anything to maintain insecuritisation. As such, security from losing 

relevance and usefulness is ensured.  

 Secondly, when our referent object becomes the oppressed people security 

from/what question becomes a deeper one. One must look into who or what causes 

injustice, exploitation, marginalisation, discrimination, violation of human rights and 

so forth. Conceptually, terrorism can both be the direct and indirect cause. Directly, 

terror methods would inevitably cause discrimination and violation of human rights as 

they are violent and generally directed towards a certain group or strata. On the other 

hand, indirectly terrorism leads to certain measures to be taken by the security 

professionals which include the suspension of fundamental rights and freedoms, 

increased surveillance, profiling and sometimes even state of emergency. Groups of 

certain features such as immigrants, ethnic or religious minorities, or people favouring 

radical ideologies (from the perspective of the powerful of course) become easy targets 

for intelligence professionals and law enforcement (who are among the 

aforementioned security professionals), more than often mobs. Particularly, 

suspension of rights and being targeted by extreme (usually right-wing) groups create 

grievances that may lead to sympathy towards the terrorist organisations. It may cause 

a spiral of violence and perpetual state of exception.  

 There is no exhaustive and universally accepted list of terrorist groups, and no 

definition has been agreed upon globally. Accordingly, while the actions of a certain 

individual or group are considered as terrorist by some actors, the other might not 

agree upon such a categorisation. Nevertheless, the act itself may be seen as committed 

by terrorist methods. This would also enable the inclusion of states using terrorist 

methods within or outside their borders. But the question still remains: Could it be 

objectively decided whether an armed conflict is terrorism, insurgency, retaliation, 

preemptive measure, civil war, occupation, or (humanitarian) intervention? Surely, 

there are definitions for each of these situations in the literature, however, that 

literature itself is also shaped by the field, and the habitus. 

 Security and survival of the field and the professionals make it seem like the 

importance lies in the security of them. Nevertheless, PS is actually a critique of the 

existing practices and (in)securitisation. The term security may have been used to 

justify the practices of particular professionals, but security is an element of democracy 

without the rhetoric of emergency. As explained previously, it is through “protection 
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of the weakest against injustice, exploitation, and marginalisation” security assumes a 

real meaning and ensures social security, rule of law, guarantee against 

discrimination.428 In this respect, there is a normative aspect of PS which argues for 

the security of individuals/citizens. In other words, we face the two-dimensional 

characteristic here as well. In the analysis of the praxis, security professionals try to 

secure themselves and their professions through instigating unease and feeling 

insecurity among others. Whereas in the critique it implies that the main problem is 

the insecurity itself and people need to be free from that unease.  

 Surveillance technologies, new immigration and/or citizenship legislations 

increasingly interfere with the privacy of citizens. Possible threats are articulated so 

that people would feel insecure and allow their privacy to be violated in exchange for 

security. However, perfect security would also mean that the security professionals are 

no longer required. Especially by utilising surveillance techniques and necessity 

rhetoric feelings of unease and insecurity are maintained. Depending on the country 

and the severity of threat perceptions, criticising such measure may be equated with 

treason or sympathising with the terrorists. 

 Based on the PS’s formulation in terms of the practice of insecuritisation, 

terrorism is a security issue because it is used as the legitimating reason behind the 

security practices. As explained above, many issues from immigration to 

unemployment, from energy crises to economic instability can be linked and articulated 

with terrorism for supporting modes of governing uncertainty and risk. ‘Diffuse 

securitising’, in the words of Jef Huysmans, is reflected in everyday practices when 

ordinary people inadvertently link issues as delivered for them. Therefore, conditions 

that seem unrelated can be connected and bundled with security perceptions. 

 In the second understanding, it is a security issue because the referent objects 

are not protected against injustice, discrimination, oppression or suppression. 

Furthermore, attacks that use terror methods unravel the previous protection (if they 

were present at all). Last but not least physical harm caused by the terrorist attacks on 

civilians are self-evidently security issues. 

 GWoT has affected numerous actors related to the security field as explained 

before. Then, the GWoT itself is a security issue as it is used as the legitimating reason 
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behind security practices. It has become the discourse that allowed development of 

new agencies, legislation and so forth. It enabled the creation of the contemporary 

security field with its own agendas. GWoT has become the perfect catch phrase for 

governing uncertainty and risk. It penetrated the lives of almost everyone in the 

modern society. It is reminiscent of the practices of illiberal societies where a threat 

such as terrorism is used as strengthening allegiance. Furthermore, ‘diffuse securitising’ 

is reflected in everyday practices when ordinary people inadvertently link issue as 

delivered for them. Therefore, even a condition like unemployment can be connected 

to terrorism (through immigration for example) and thus create a diffused link of risks 

making everything seem to be security issues.  

 Another dimension of the issue, which is also an extension of the measures 

taken, is that GWoT has caused radicalisation of certain groups and it can be argued 

that the Islamic State (ISIS) is a direct or indirect consequence of the GWoT. 

Increasing xenophobia and rise of far right are other examples that can be easily 

connected to the modes of governance within the GWoT. 

 In its simplest terms, PS claims that security should be freed from the 

politicians’ and security professionals’ realm of self-interest. 429  This is actually a 

challenge towards the field of security. Only if the prevailing understandings and 

structures of the field are shaken and perhaps deconstructed, then a positive security 

agenda can be put forward. In other words, sedimented institutional networks and 

bureaucracies are required to be unmade. It is possible that certain terrorist groups 

would give up these methods if there are sufficient ways for them to express political 

dissent and grievances. Some groups like the Islamic State, however, may not disappear 

as they have totalising global ideology. 

 Although the GWoT officially ended on 23 May 2013, Obama administration 

rarely used the term and the official name of the operations was changed to “Overseas 

Contingency Operation” in 2009.430 It is notable that especially following the killing of 

Osama Bin Laden in 2011 it seemed like the war was over. US withdrawal from Iraq 

and Afghanistan were also indicative of this, however, in the framework of the PS, it 
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is not the actual war we are concerned with but the security practices that began to be 

implemented during the period and maintained even today. Although a thorough new 

research is required to see the spill over of the security practices it would not be 

speculative to claim that the most of the practices are still maintained and the field 

continues to reproduce itself. An interesting example is the enactment of the USA 

Freedom Act (2015) which restores some elements of the Patriot Act such as 

authorisation for roving wiretaps and tracking lone wolf terrorists. 

 To sum up, the PS looks at terrorism and GWoT through a lens that allows it 

to pinpoint practices which govern the security field. In a sense, it is an expansion of 

the CS to include practices which are not always as visible as speech acts. The 

bureaucratic elements and homogenisation of internal and external security apparatus 

depict how an insecuritisation process gained speed and dominated through the 

GWoT. Therefore, PS can be accepted as the deepening of the CS through a praxis-

oriented analysis. Accordingly, it depicts how the fields emerge and converge and 

governed through certain mentalities. This, in turn, provides a very detailed picture if 

and when combined with the AS and the CS. It important to realise that despite 

focusing on practices and their analysis just like the CS, the PS also has an implicit 

normative aspect. It is a position against the present order and governmentality which 

changed the meaning of security and put risk and fear as the foremost concern allowing 

to maintain itself indefinitely. Therefore, in the final analysis, the PS is emancipatory 

because it seeks protection of the weakest, social security, rule of law, guarantees 

against discrimination. The GWoT is the perfect antithesis for such an understanding. 

 

 

 

5.2. Philosophical Links and the GWoT 

 

 

 I have briefly shown how the mainstream IR scholarship dealt with the 11 

September attacks and the subsequent GWoT. Then, re-tellings of three critical 

security schools were provided to understand how they respond to an event or a 

phenomenon that is very much related to their academic interest. Now, it is time to 
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investigate and analyse the connections between these schools as well as their 

philosophical backgrounds in the emancipatory thought of Enlightenment that have 

been explained in the previous chapters. Since the concept of emancipation is at the core 

of this dissertation’s main argument, it would be suitable to explore the connections 

through emancipation and then reflect on the philosophical underpinnings.  

 If we return to the discussion of Kant at the beginning of this dissertation, we 

would recall his essay on Enlightenment. Kant himself was able to realise the 

temporality and locality of himself within history. Thus, when answering the question 

“What is Enlightenment?”, he emphasised humanity’s development and improvement:  

 

“Enlightenment is the human being’s emancipation from its 
self-incurred immaturity. Immaturity is the inability to make 
use of one’s intellect without the direction of another. This 
immaturity is self-incurred when its cause does not lie in a 
lack of intellect, but rather in a lack of resolve and courage 
to make use of one’s intellect without the direction of 
another. ‘Sapere aude! Have the courage to make use of your 
own intellect!’’ is hence the motto of enlightenment’431 
 

 There may have been aspects lost in translation or some extra connotations 

may be present in this English rendering, however, this still captures the main meaning 

behind Kant’s response. It, in a sense, encompasses the Enlightenment thought as a 

whole. Therefore, the emancipation of minds leads to a deeper and broader liberation 

whereby human beings themselves take control of their lives. While the Enlightenment 

refers to a specific era in time (and space as well), ‘enlightenment’ is a process of 

emancipation without a final point. In this sense, critical philosophy that came into being 

through Kant’s critiques inherited this normative worldview.  

 A brief timeline has been depicted in chapters 2 and 3 regarding how Kantian 

philosophy evolved into other forms such as Critical Theory and in another branch of 

poststructuralism and critical sociology. The manifestations of these processes and 

developments are very much present in the critical security schools albeit implicitly in 

some cases. It is, however, possible to reveal this relationship now that I have explored 

                                                
431 Immanuel Kant, "An Answer to the Question: What Is Enlightenment?," in "Toward Perpetual Peace" and Other 
Writings on Politics, Peace, and History, ed. Pauline Kleingeld (Binghamton: Yale University Press, 2006), 17. 
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the philosophical backgrounds, three critical schools themselves, and finally the way 

schools approached a contemporary phenomenon.  

 In the AS, the role of emancipation is very central, thus it does not need any more 

elaboration: Security is emancipation and this is a process which cannot be fully attained 

but only progressed towards. Agency is at the core and intellectuals have roles to play 

to speak a different truth to power and empowering people so that they can be 

emancipated. One must be careful here. Intellectuals are not the emancipators here, 

people emancipate themselves but intellectuals and other activists play a role in 

strengthening the civil society as well as trying to convince those in power regarding 

present constraints. In the case of GWoT, the AS was not successful in creating change 

towards emancipation: The self-critique of the CTS scholars is an important example of 

this and shows that they may have even inhibited emancipatory politics while engaging 

in counter-terrorism policies. This means that a different approach towards agency for 

change is required. 

 The CS is not an essentially normative approach. It actually tries to construct 

a framework to analyse how things are given meaning as security and their main tool 

for this is securitisation theory. Speech acts transform issues into existential threats so 

that they are put out of the regular political realm and measures can be taken 

accordingly in a security realm. The normative and emancipatory part actually lies in 

the negative understanding of security in the CS. As opposed to the AS’s positive 

security-as-emancipation approach, CS argues that securitisation is a hindrance to 

(democratic) politics. Therefore, desecuritisation is the desired condition. Instead of 

making things disappear from the public discussion they need to be part of public 

deliberations. This means that the main problem with securitisation is actually the 

politics of emergency that is invoked. Dissolving the state of exception and emergency 

politics is essentially an emancipatory act. Thus, it is not far-fetched to argue that the 

CS’s call for desecuritisation is emancipatory in the sense that it frees people from the 

constraints formed through securitisation. In the GWoT case, it was exemplified in 

detail through anti-terror legislations, new citizenship laws, and securitisation of 

immigration numerous new constraints have been constructed. A return to normal 

politics thus will be emancipatory in its core. 

 It has been argued that the PS is an enhanced and deepened version of the CS 

that is not solely focused on speech acts but also other practices. Therefore, in the first 
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instance, like the CS it only seems to be an analytical framework that uses Foucauldian 

and Bourdieusian elements. Nevertheless, just like the CS, it has an implicit normative 

core. Firstly it criticises the practices of the security field and its habitus. It shows how 

the bureaucracies and institutions are intertwined domestically and internationally. 

These aim to maintain their existence and survival, thus they need threats to show they 

are still required. This causes insecuritisation and governance through risk. In other 

words, the PS shows how insecurity feeling is invoked in populations in order to ensure 

the field remains intact. While the GWoT, helped the creation of this field through 

many institutions and new practices, once it was created it had a life of its own. The 

security field, therefore, has blossomed through the GWoT and even created its own 

jurisprudence. If threats that the field is attempting to counter cease to exist, then there 

will be no reason for the field as it is today. Terrorism, in this sense, is very useful 

because even though the GWoT is over, it is always possible to invoke the fears of 

terrorist attacks in the contemporary moods and psychologies of the peoples. The 

structure of the field and habitus are significant elements that enact numerous 

constraints. As claimed earlier, according to the PS security should be freed from the 

politicians’ and security professionals’ realm of self-interest. This calls for a 

deconstruction or at least disruption of the field with emancipatory intent. While it 

seems that security is a negative concept, essentially for the PS it should not be negative 

it should be part of democracy. As formulated above only through “protection of the 

weakest against injustice, exploitation, and marginalisation” security assumes a real 

meaning and ensures social security, rule of law, guarantee against discrimination. This 

is nothing more than emancipation.  

 In the final analysis, the three critical security schools aim at emancipation. This 

emancipation is both enlightenment and comes from the Enlightenment. With 

emancipation at their core, it is possible to regard these schools as complementary 

perspectives which are essentially deeply connected. What is needed is actually a re-

formulation of the research agenda that would enable communication as well as 

integration for these schools. Previous attempts at bringing these schools together have 

failed due to many reasons, however, exploring the philosophical links and 

rediscovering their Enlightenment roots may provide a fresh look.  
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5.3. Conclusion 

 

 

 Approaches by three distinct schools to the GWoT illustrate that they are 

essentially complementary lenses. As it has been shown all schools are especially 

concerned with practices. They differ in the sense that the AS focuses more on 

emancipatory practices, the CS explores the practices that ‘create’ security through 

speech acts, and finally the PS scrutinises the ‘security practices’ implemented by 

professionals in the field,  

 The AS is a normative critical understanding which believes in change. The 

change, however, can only be achieved through a constant and immanent critique of 

prevailing practices in the global arena. “Speaking truth to power” is very important 

and the process for emancipation is an endless endeavour. The CS calls for 

desecuritisation and its normativity is hidden in this call, however, the framework CS 

puts forward readies the groundwork for deeper penetration in terms of how security 

is given meaning. The PS, in this sense, problematises these actors which try to “speak 

truth to power”. The professionals within the field which legitimise the 

(in)securitisation efforts may not be speaking truth to power but they do speak to 

power and this ensures the reproduction of problematic discourses and the 

continuation of the field with the (in)security habitus. When the PS call for a 

deconstruction of the field and put forward a positive security agenda, it actually 

converges with the AS’s desire for emancipatory politics. It is true that the PS perceives 

this emancipatory logic as problematic because of the historical baggage and possible 

sedimentation of another field of professionals seeking to exist by similar 

governmentality of a different name.  

 This shows that the divergence of traditions does not implicate a total 

ontological and epistemological incompatibility. It is rather the conjunctures and 

specific experiences that shaped what is observed as divergence. Starting with 

Enlightenment from a similar point, these understandings reached another similar 

point through their own experiences and paths. Because in the end, Enlightenment 

values and ideals are at the core. When the PS critiques surveillance and problematise 

liberty-security equilibrium, or when the CS calls for desecuritisation and return to 
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normal politics so that deliberative processes can function; or when the AS argues that 

fundamental rights and freedoms for all, and being free from fear and constraints is 

emancipation and emancipation is security; these are 20th and 21st century reflections of 

Kant, Locke, Rousseau, Montesquieu and many more of the brilliant enlightened 

minds. It should not be forgotten that even Jacques Derrida was committed to the 

“great classical discourse of emancipation” and therefore to the enlightenment ideals.   
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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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Epilogue 

 
 
 As announced by the Board of the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists in January 2018, 

the Doomsday Clock shows that it is two minutes to midnight.437 Closer to total 

annihilation than it was during the Cold War. When I started writing this dissertation 

it was five minutes to midnight. Vuori analyses the Doomsday Clock as a securitising 

image, with which I concur.438 But it is, in my opinion, a welcome type of securitisation 

that we need as it does not put annihilation out of the political agenda but puts it back; 

it politicises by securitising. This contradictory condition is due to non-existence of 

any higher threat level than the total annihilation of humanity without any theological 

premise. The Clock itself is a representation and is not an objective indicator of 

humanity’s annihilation, however, its strength come from this subjectivity as it shows 

humanity’s own threat against itself, something that can actually be prevented.  Surely, 

this research will not reset the clock on its own, but it emphasises the need for 

emancipatory thought. In this line, I think that we still have a lot to learn and project 

from the Enlightenment thought which as I have argued throughout the dissertation, 

engendered the critical theories of the 20th century and the first two decades of the 21st. 

 I profoundly agree with Dr. Manhattan that “nothing ever ends”. Things 

change, they progress or sometimes regress but there is always change. This change, in 

my view, needs to be in the direction of emancipation and as the philosophers and 

scholars cited in this dissertation have put forward, emancipation as an objective can 

never be achieved. It is a constant progress requiring constant critique: meta-critique. 

Therefore, similarly this dissertation and any dissertation, for that matter, cannot ever 

be complete. They can always improve and at the end of the day, even “science cannot 

solve the ultimate mystery of nature” as we are a part of it.439  

 
 

                                                
437 The whole statement can be found at: "It Is Now Two Minutes to Midnight," news release, 2018, 
https://thebulletin.org/sites/default/files/2018 Doomsday Clock Statement.pdf. 
438 Juha A. Vuori, "A Timely Prophet? The Doomsday Clock as a Visualisation of Securitization Moves with a 
Global Referent Object," Security Dialogue 41, no. 3 (2010). 
439 Planck, 217. 
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English Summary 
 
 
 

 This dissertation aims to explain the reasons for differentiation between three 

critical schools in security studies, known as  the Aberystwyth, the Copenhagen, and 

the Paris School, while pinpointing their common emancipatory potential. The three 

schools are presented as products of Kant’s Copernican revolution in philosophy, 

embodying ideals of critique and emancipation. The argument is made that the 

Enlightenment has culminated in parallel distinct trajectories that gave rise to diverse 

philosophical traditions that inspired these critical schools. The research follows the 

philosophical roots and the development of Critical Theory through central texts and 

figures and locates different points of continuities and disruptions. These, in the end, 

are embodied in the formation of the three schools of critical security studies.  

 It is argued that the three schools have a central connection through 

emancipation as they all have a commitment to some sort of emancipation. In the 

Aberystwyth School, this is at the core, and very explicit through its security-as-

emancipation formulation. In the Copenhagen School, there are no explicit normative 

commitments whatsoever. However, when dug deep, its desire for de-securitisation 

and politicisation came out as a modality of emancipation from an ethical standpoint.  In 

the Paris School the analysis of in-securitisation and security fields provides a harsh 

critique of security practices, while arguing that, in the end, it positions itself against 

the prevailing governmentality in the security field. This school ultimately calls for the 

protection of the weakest, for social security, and for rule of law.  

 In Chapter 2, the origins of Critical Theory are put forward by examining 

Enlightenment thought and its variants. Then particularly political aspects and their 

interconnectedness of Kant’s, Nietzsche’s, Marx’s, Gramsci’s and to a limited extent 

Hegel’s thought are discussed. In the next section, the discussion of the Frankfurt 

School provides central tenets of theorising and critique that created Critical Theory. 

Specifically, Horkeimer and Adorno, and to some extent Marcuse are examined as the 

first generation of Critical Theorists. For the second generation, Habermas’ 

reformulation is explored, after which the third and fourth generation are briefly 

introduced.  
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 Chapter 3 delves into theorists and philosophers who created different 

branches of critical thinking. As post-structuralists, Foucault’s and Derrida’s 

perspectives are explored. Not as a post-structuralist but as a critical sociologist who 

more or less follows the French tradition, Bourdieu’s insights are investigated.  

 In Chapter 4, following a brief introduction to traditional and critical IR 

Theory, the three schools, their inception and development are scrutinised. The 

features of each school are explored in detail through writings of their core proponents 

and collaborators as well as critiques and non-affiliated scholars. This allows a fuller 

picture of the schools which might have been lost otherwise. Furthermore, this chapter 

shows the links with the philosophical traditions that have been explored in the 

previous chapters as a connection to the next chapter.  

 Chapter 5 focuses on the Global War on Terrorism (GWoT) to showcase how 

the three schools engage differently with a global event. For this purpose, first a 

reported facts-based summary of the GWoT is provided. Then the responses of 

traditional IR theories are presented to form a benchmark-narrative that can be 

reinterpreted along the lines of the critical schools. With re-telling the event narrative 

through the lenses of the three critical schools several research insights are achieved. 

Firstly, the responses of each school and their perspectives vis-a-vis the event are 

observed. Secondly, this allows to interpret the interrelations between the three 

perspectives. Thirdly, the analysis makes the commitments to emancipation (in their own 

ways) visible. This emancipatory intent depicts the implicit roots of the three schools 

in the Enlightenment thought, albeit in a very diffused way.  

 In conclusion, it is argued that the three critical security schools should be 

treated as essentially different facets of the same approach. While the Aberystwyth 

School emphasises the importance of critique and emancipation, the Copenhagen School 

posits that security is a discursive formation, which is expanded by the Paris School by 

looking into practices that create insecurities in contemporary politics. None of them 

can provide a comprehensive picture on their own, as is seen from the GWoT case. 

Rather through their employment together we can both understand and critique what 

is going on. The reason for this is their common roots in the Enlightenment thought 

coming from Kant’s revolution to the “great discourse of emancipation”.  
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Nederlandse Samenvatting 

 
 

Dit proefschrift is bedoeld om de redenen voor het verschil tussen drie kritieke 

scholen in veiligheidsstudies, bekend als de Aberystwyth, de Kopenhagen, en de Parijse 

school te verklaren, terwijl ze hun gemeenschappelijke emancipatorische potentieel 

vaststellen. De drie scholen worden gepresenteerd als producten van Kant's 

Copernicaanse revolutie in de filosofie met idealen van kritiek en emancipatie. Het 

argument is dat de Verlichting het toppunt bereikte in parallel verschillende trajecten 

die aanleiding gaven tot verschillende filosofische tradities die deze kritische scholen 

inspireerden. Het onderzoek volgt de filosofische wortels en de ontwikkeling van 

kritische theorie door middel van centrale teksten en figuren en lokaliseert 

verschillende punten van continuïteiten en verstoringen. Deze zijn uiteindelijk 

belichaamd in de vorming van de drie scholen van kritieke veiligheidsstudies.  

 Er wordt betoogd dat de drie scholen een centrale verbinding hebben via 

emancipatie, zoals ze allemaal een hechtenis tot een soort van emancipatie hebben. In 

de Aberystwyth-School is dit de kern en zeer expliciet door zijn formulering van de 

veiligheid-als-emancipatie. In de School van Kopenhagen zijn er geen expliciete 

normatieve verplichtingen. Echter, wanneer er diep op in werd gegaan, kwam het 

verlangen naar de-securitisatie en politisering uit een ethisch standpunt naar voren als 

een modaliteit van emancipatie.  In de Parijse School levert de analyse van securitisatie 

en velden in veiligheid een harde kritiek op beveiligingspraktijken, terwijl het beweert 

dat het zich uiteindelijk opstelt tegen het heersende bestuur op veiligheidsgebied. Deze 

school roept uiteindelijk op tot de bescherming van de zwaksten voor de sociale  

zekerheid en voor de rechtsstaat.  

 In hoofdstuk 2 wordt de oorsprong van de Critical Theory (kritische theorie) 

uiteengezet door het denken van de Verlichting en zijn varianten te onderzoeken. 

Vervolgens worden met name de politieke aspecten en hun onderlinge verbondenheid 

van Kants', Nietzsch`s, Marx`s, Gramsci`s en in beperkte mate het denken van Hegel 

besproken. In de volgende sectie biedt de discussie over de Frankfurter School centrale 

principes van theorievorming en kritiek die Critical Theory (kritische theorie) 

creëerden. Specifiek, Horkeimer en Adorno, en tot op zekere hoogte Marcuse worden 
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onderzocht als de eerste generatie van Critical Theorists (kritische theoretici). Voor de 

tweede generatie wordt de herformulering van Habermas verkend, waarna de derde en 

vierde generatie kort worden geïntroduceerd.  

 Hoofdstuk 3 gaat dieper in op theoretici en filosofen die verschillende takken 

van kritisch denken creëerden. Als post-structuralisten worden de perspectieven van 

Foucault en Derrida perspectieven verkend. Niet als een post-structuralist, maar als 

een kritische socioloog die min of meer de Franse traditie volgt, worden de inzichten 

van Bourdieu onderzocht.  

 In hoofdstuk 4, na een korte inleiding tot de traditionele en kritische IR-

theorie, worden de drie scholen, hun oprichting en ontwikkeling onder de loep 

genomen. De kenmerken van elke school worden gedetailleerd onderzocht door 

middel van geschriften van hun belangrijkste voorstanders en medewerkers, alsook 

door critici en niet-gelieerde wetenschappers. Dit geeft een vollediger beeld van de 

scholen die anders misschien verloren zouden zijn gegaan. Verder toont dit hoofdstuk 

de verbanden met de filosofische tradities die in de voorgaande hoofdstukken zijn 

onderzocht als een verband met het volgende hoofdstuk.  

 Hoofdstuk 5 richt zich op de Global War on Terrorism (GWoT) (Globale 

oorlog op terrorisme) om te laten zien hoe de drie scholen anders omgaan met een 

wereldwijd evenement. Hiertoe wordt eerst een op feiten gebaseerde gerapporteerde 

samenvatting van de GWoT verstrekt. Vervolgens worden de reacties van traditionele 

IR theorieën gepresenteerd om een benchmark-verhaal te vormen dat kan worden 

geherinterpreteerd in de trant van de kritische scholen. Door het verhaal van het 

evenement opnieuw te vertellen via de lenzen van de drie kritieke scholen, worden 

verschillende onderzoeksinzichten bereikt. Ten eerste worden de antwoorden van elke 

school en hun perspectieven ten opzichte van het evenement waargenomen. Ten 

tweede laat dit toe om de onderlinge relaties tussen de drie perspectieven te 

interpreteren. Ten derde maakt de analyse de verbintenissen tot emancipatie (op hun 

eigen manier) zichtbaar. Deze emancipatorische intentie beeldt de impliciete wortels 

van de drie scholen in de Verlichtings-gedachte, zij het op een zeer diffuse manier.  

 Concluderend wordt gesteld dat de drie kritieke veiligheidsscholen moeten 

worden behandeld als wezenlijk verschillende facetten van dezelfde benadering. 

Terwijl de Aberystwyth School het belang van kritiek en emancipatie benadrukt, stelt 

de school van Kopenhagen dat veiligheid een discursieve formatie is, die wordt 
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uitgebreid door de Parijse school door te kijken naar praktijken die onzekerheden 

creëren in de hedendaagse politiek. Geen van hen kan een volledig beeld op zichzelf 

geven, zoals blijkt uit de GWoT-zaak. Door hun eerdere samenwerking kunnen we 

zowel begrijpen als bekritiseren wat er aan de hand is. De reden hiervoor is hun 

gemeenschappelijke wortels in de Verlichtings-gedachte die voortkomt uit Kants` 

revolutie naar het "geweldige verhandeling van emancipatie".  
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