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Abstract 

We studied term “security” and found that it is often treated as a property of social systems and of their elements (individuals, households, 
etc.). In economics science exists any set of universal properties, a kind of ‘core concept', which can be identified in all circumstances 
when the term ‘security’ is applied. 
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As in other areas of social sciences, in security studies 
theory follows the unfolding processes and provides 
descriptions and interpretations. Causal explanations are 
rare or superficial. Predictions or normative approaches are 
even more difficult to find. It may be claimed that in the 
contemporary discussion on security, analytical properties 
of that concept too often are either concealed in a broad 
ideological discourse, or are deriving from common sense 
reasoning. Attention is paid to the universalization of 
security, political, doctrinal, and even ideological issues and 
to critical approaches, with a lack of care for definitions. 
Too frequently the questions are asked what we think about 
this or that definition of security.  Bearing in mind broader 
reflections on security, it is necessary to reflect upon more 
specific facets of security - the identification of threats and 
risks, the limits of prediction, actions taken to maintain or to 
restore security, consequences of securitization or 
desecuritization, validity of policy recommendations. 

It is impossible to answer whether the broad idea of 
security can be refined to fulfil the needs of more rigorous 
theorizing. But it is possible to study the analytical 
properties of the broadened definitions of securing', i.e. to 
which extent they can be used for description, explanation 
of causal relationships, and prediction of phenomena in 
various social collectivises, not solely in international 
relations. Since security theory by definition has a 
normative character, thus expectations are going even 
further and analytical properties of the concept of security 
should facilitate normative applications. 

Usually security is treated as an attribute of different 
social entities (collectivises) - states, groups of states, 
society (defined in different ways), or as in the case of 
human security, as a property of living conditions of 
individuals. It is then necessary to discuss securing’ not as a 
broad and fuzzy normative idea, but as a property of the 
status of social entities and of their elements (individuals). 
Security treated as a feature of social systems can be viewed 
both in terms of ‘objective’ properties, as well as a construct 
emerging in the discourse of the external observers and/or 

participants. Major questions are: How security treated as a 
property of social systems and of their elements (individuals) 
can be described and studied. Whether there exists any set 
of universal properties, a kind of ‘core concept', which can 
be identified in all circumstances when the term ‘security’ 
is applied. 

In a kind of mirror approach, in identifying links 
between security-related issues and complex systems 
studies, Murray Gell-Mann, a Nobel Prize winner and 
specialist in complexity studies, saw an obstacle in a too 
broad definition of security. Systems thinking, systems 
approach, and complex systems studies can be used in 
security theory and policy as sources of analogies, 
metaphors, and mathematical models.  

Using another approach, four of Wittgenstein’s 
‘language games emerge including:  

1) The meaning of security;  
2) The meaning of system;  
3) The meaning of ideas where the concepts of system 

and security arc jointly applied; 
4) The meaning of complexity.  
Security and politics have been important areas of 

applications of various ideas drawn from systems thinking. 
The newly emerging military and non-military threats such 
as low-intensity conflicts, regional conflicts, terrorism, 
environmental disturbances, etc. cannot be embraced 
without ideas taken from modern complex systems studies. 

It is impossible to elaborate a comprehensive and 
unequivocal definition of the security concept. The 
approaches presented below reflect a twofold evolution of 
the applications of the term ‘security’. In the first group 
security is associated with international relations and either 
treated as an ’objective’ attribute of a situation of the state 
or as an outcome of social discourse, as an ‘act of speech’ - 
performative utterance, a result of ‘securitization’. 

The second group includes a rank of ideas either 
deriving from the international security discourse, or 
developed independently: ‘internal security’ within a 
country, security in military considerations, security as a 



The 14th INTERNATIONAL SCIENTIFIC CONFERENCE 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES AND MANAGEMENT 2016 

April 14-15, 2016, ISMA University, Riga, Latvia Komelina O 

207 
MD37 Management and Decision Making 

public good, and security in an universal sense (of any 
individual and of any social entity) - societal security, and 
first and foremost, human security. 

Etymological discussions on the origins of the English 
notion ‘security’ are twofold and reflect a discrepancy 
already existing in Latin interpretations of the term. In the 
first interpretation, the term security derives from Latin 
securus safe, secure, from se without + cum care - the 
quality' or state of being secure or as a freedom from danger 
(freedom from fear or anxiety). In the second interpretation, 
the English word ‘security’ originates from the Latin word 
‘securus' but a different interpretation. ‘Se’ means ‘without’ 
and ‘citrus' meaning 'uneasiness’ or ‘full of cares or worries'. 

The difference of interpretations stems from the absence 
of an unequivocal interpretation of the term cum (cums) - 
cares and/or worries. The Latin term cum can be also 
interpreted in French as ‘soin’ or ‘.The prefix se- occurs in 
the word securus ‘safe, free from worry', and appears to lx- 
formed from the word cums, ‘cares or worries’. I say 
‘appears’ since the inflectional suffixes (-.as and -ms, here) 
are also changed; whether se- attaches to the noun cum or 
whether there was once an adjective citrus meaning 

something like “full of cares or worries" anti securus is the 
only adjective remaining." ‘Security’ originally meant 
liberation from uneasiness, or a peaceful situation without 
any risks or threats. The term ‘security’ has many meanings, 
including ‘to feel safe’ and ’to be protected’, and is used to 
describe a situation without risks or worries. 

The traditional interpretation of security is deriving from 
foreign policy and international relations -‘objective’ or 
'military security’. This sense of security can be extended by 
the concept of internal security, i.e. absence of threats to the 
state system and to the everyday life of its citizens caused 
by political and or military disturbances within the borders 
of a country. After it September 2001 a broadened concept 
of ‘homeland security’ embodying both external and 
internal threats was institutionalized in the US on 25 
November 2002, when President George W. Bush signed 
the Homeland Security Act. The second term ‘military 
security’ can to a large extent be associated with both 
traditional meanings of security - external and internal. In 
numerous cases all combat-related military activities arc 
given a security context in its traditional sense as national 
(state) security. 
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