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Dissatisfaction with current theoretical instruments, and their limited capacity to explain 
newly identified phenomena, has often been the starting point for the emergence of critical 
scholarship challenging existing concept and paradigms. Recent events and their critical 
interpretation have generated an interesting amount of critical scholarship challenging 
orthodox economic and security-related paradigms. 

Already in the nineties Wendt had criticised the main paradigms in IR to introduce social 
and cultural elements (Wendt 1999), opening the path to critical IR studies rediscovering the 
role of perception and identity, while introducing a critical perspective in the Harbermasian 
and Foucauldian tradition, as well as from post-colonialism and anti-hegemonic thinking. 

Gibson-Graham’s (1996) seminal critique on capitalism, and the way it is reproduced and 
performed in scholarship and beyond, has prompted a geographically diverse debate that, 
moving across disciplines, has been trying to offer alternatives to neoliberal capitalist 
positions and fed works from anarchic geographies (Springer 2014) to non-normative 
approaches to development (Escobar 2011). 

Even economists seem to have rediscovered other disciplines and look now at path-
dependency and historico-cultural factors when trying to understand the gaps between 
regions (see Acemoglu and Robinson: Why Nations Fail).

If we look specifically at the post-Soviet region, a number of recent developments have 
challenged from various perspectives the Weberian concepts of the state. States have been 
threatened, their territorial integrity have been denied, borders have been subverted and 
questioned, and sovereignty erased from some of their territory (Companjen and Polese 2012; 
Ó Beacháin 2012; Ó Beacháin, D, & Polese; Kevlihan 2013). 

As a result, non-state and non-political actors (or, better, non traditionally politicised actors) 
have deserved a greater deal of attention once there has been acknowledgement of the 
continuum line between civil society, informality, informal governance and insurgency 
(Polese and Kevlihan 2015).
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What the diverse scholarship above has in common is the clear message that the existing 
institutions and governance structures have proved limited vis-à-vis the fast-evolving and 
comprehensive nature of threats to society and political and human communities. When 
coined in the mid-nineties, Human Security was seen as an innovative and novel approach to 
grasp new phenomena. 

However, the message of the papers in this collection is that new phenomena, approaches 
and new discoveries and social science research have highlighted the need for a concept of 
security that goes beyond the initial one. That we call it a “beyond human security” or “post-
human security” approach, is a matter of terms only. 

The reality is that the initial definition of human security fails to deal, totally or partly, with 
the phenomena illustrated by our authors as clearly shown in the introduction by Françoise 
Companjen, who has also the merit to have initiated this project with the goal of widening 
the dialogue on human security to make the debate more inclusive and comprehensive.

What Aliyev shows is the capacity of social networks to go beyond their networking and 
surviving function to create an informal security mechanism complementing, integrating or 
fully replacing the formal one that should be the domain of the state. Positive and negative 
aspects of social networking do not comprehensively explain, he contends, the relationship 
between informal networks and human security. His empirical evidence illustrates the role 
of informality in substituting the state in economic and political areas. 

Previous works on “real governance”, looking openly at the variety of actors influencing 
governance and its perception, have emphasized the limits of formal institutions in state-led 
governance and security (Burris, Hancock and Herzog 2007; Titeca and De Herdt 2011), 
leading to rethink the relationship between state-originated and other forms of security.

Addressing the problem of continuing border violence through an approach mixing micro 
and macro levels, and providing a number of complementary explanations, Shesterinina 
shows the limits of a state-centred perspective in explaining the persistence of border 
violence into the post-war period. 

Acknowledging the complexity and integrating structure of violence in Abkhazia, she has 
shown the way social relationship comes to become more important than the state and its 
institutions, opening the way for an understanding of human security that goes well beyond 
the state.

Engaging with the relation center-periphery, Strakes also proposes a framework looking at 
non-traditional security. In an effort to investigate the relationship between localized 
identities and elite security practices in prominent latent conflict situations, he provides a 
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preliminary interpretation of the way decision-makers respond to national challenges and 
the strategies chosen in response.

Whilst engaging with diverse and somehow complementary aspects of human security, the 
authors can be credited for opening a debate featuring a high degree of interdisciplinarity 
and acknowledging the interlinkages between powers, market forces and states. The pieces 
here acknowledge the shift from state security to people’s security. 

The Southern Caucasus region is perfectly located to challenge the above-mentioned 
paradigms, given that its historical and sociopolitical evolutions have fostered its diversity 
and increased the number of special cases one can find. As a result, phenomena that can be 
observed partly in other regions are clearly visible in the Caucasus, making it possible to 
construct clear-cut case studies highlighting the limits of current theoretical instruments to 
understand security.

This should not be taken, however, as a statement that human security is only related to the 
Caucasus region. This narrow and specific focus has enabled the authors to present an in-
depth approach so as to identify and clearly explain a number of phenomena that, one might 
notice, are findable in a variety of other world regions. This collection should thus be seen, 
rather than a mere analysis of a region where human security takes several meanings, as an 
encouragement to go beyond the approach here endorsed, and to start a dialogue on human 
security that transcends geographical and disciplinary boundaries. 

It is by pulling together the pieces of human security that will enable completion of the 
matrix presented in the introduction by Companjen and give human security the profundity 
it deserves in scholarly and policy debates, a thing this contribution is intended to start but 
that still has a long way to go.

- Dr. Abel Polese, research fellow at the Institute for International Conflict Resolution and 
Reconstruction, Dublin City University, Republic of Ireland, and at the Institute of Political 
Science and Governance, Tallinn University, Estonia.   ap@tlu.ee
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