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Abstract 

The contemporary international system is undergoing profound transformations characterized by geopolitical 

competition, hybrid threats, technological disruption, environmental crises, and the erosion of normative consensus 

around human rights. These developments have contributed to the emergence of what may be described as a post-

human rights era, in which security priorities increasingly compete with, reinterpret, or sometimes overshadow 

universal human rights standards. In this context, rebuilding an effective global security response requires a 

comprehensive rethinking of the relationship between security, development, governance, and human protection.  

This study examines the theoretical and practical foundations of reconstructing global security governance under 

post-human rights conditions. It analyzes the evolution of international security from a state-centric military 

framework toward a multidimensional model encompassing human security, environmental security, economic 

stability, biosecurity, and digital resilience. The research further explores the growing interdependence between 

sustainable development, global public goods, and collective security, emphasizing that long-term stability cannot be 

achieved without addressing structural inequalities, climate risks, pandemics, and socio-economic vulnerabilities.The 

article adopts an analytical and conceptual approach to investigate four major dimensions: the transition toward a 

globalized security architecture; strategic approaches to rebuilding collective security mechanisms; the institutional 

and political challenges of reforming international security governance; and the continuing—yet increasingly 

contested—role of human rights as a normative foundation for global stability. Particular attention is given to emerging 

risks such as hybrid warfare, information manipulation, technological asymmetry, and the fragmentation of 

international cooperation. The findings suggest that an effective post-human rights security framework must balance 

sovereignty and multilateralism, integrate security innovation with ethical governance, and strengthen cooperation 

among states, international organizations, regional actors, and non-state stakeholders. The study concludes that 

sustainable global peace requires a renewed normative framework that reconnects security policies with human 

dignity, social justice, and inclusive development, while adapting institutional responses to the realities of a multipolar 

and risk-intensive international environment. 
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Introduction   

The international system is undergoing profound and multidimensional transformations driven by geopolitical 

competition, technological change, environmental degradation, transnational risks, and the growing complexity of global 

interdependence. These developments have fundamentally reshaped the concept of security, expanding it beyond its 

traditional military and state-centric framework toward a broader understanding that incorporates economic stability, 

environmental sustainability, human welfare, and institutional resilience (Buzan et al., 1998; Beck, 2009; UNDP, 1994). 

As a result, contemporary international policies increasingly emphasize the integration of international law, human rights 

norms, and global governance mechanisms to address emerging threats that transcend national borders (Held & McGrew, 

2007; Paris, 2001). 

One of the most significant shifts in recent decades has been the growing recognition that global security cannot be 

achieved without addressing human rights, sustainable development, and the protection of global public goods. 

Environmental risks, pandemics, cyber threats, and climate change have blurred the boundaries between domestic and 

international security, requiring coordinated multilateral responses and the expansion of normative frameworks within 

international law (Sachs, 2015; United Nations, 2015; Welsh, 2021). In this context, the security–development nexus has 

become a central pillar of contemporary global governance, reflecting the understanding that sustainable peace depends 

on inclusive development, social justice, and institutional capacity (Hettne, 2010; Commission on Human Security, 2003). 

At the same time, the emergence of hybrid threats—combining military, technological, informational, and economic 

instruments—has complicated the analytical and policy landscape of international security. The study of hybrid warfare 

and strategic competition is inherently complex and often influenced by political narratives and ideological biases, 

particularly in the context of intensifying rivalry among major powers (Kaldor, 2012; Acharya, 2014). These dynamics 

have contributed to growing debates about the erosion or transformation of liberal norms and the possible emergence of 

a post-human rights environment, in which security imperatives may compete with or reinterpret universal human rights 

standards (Roth, 2022; Snyder, 2019). 

The post-human rights hypothesis carries significant implications for sustainable development, global governance, and 

international cooperation. If human rights norms lose their central normative authority, the foundations of multilateral 

security arrangements and development frameworks may weaken, increasing fragmentation and reducing collective 

capacity to address shared risks (Guterres, 2021). Consequently, a key research question arises: To what extent is it 

possible to rebuild an effective global security response within a post-human rights context? 

To address this question, the study examines four interrelated dimensions: 

1. The transformation of international security and the shift toward a global security system; 

2. Strategic approaches for rebuilding the global security response; 

3. Institutional and political challenges associated with reforming international security governance; 

4. The evolving role of human rights within contemporary security frameworks. 

  

International Security and the Shift Toward a Global Security System 

Theoretical interpretations of international security have evolved significantly, reflecting the changing nature of threats 

and the increasing complexity of global interactions. While traditional approaches focused primarily on military power 

and interstate conflict, contemporary perspectives emphasize multidimensional security, including economic, 

environmental, societal, and human dimensions (Baldwin, 1997; Buzan et al., 1998). This transformation has expanded 

the scope of security to encompass the protection of individuals and communities, giving rise to the concept of human 

security as a central analytical framework (UNDP, 1994; Paris, 2001). 

As security threats increasingly transcend national borders, the relationship between security and development has 

become more organic and interdependent. It is now widely recognized that sustainable global security cannot be achieved 

without parallel progress in economic development, poverty reduction, environmental protection, and social inclusion 

(Sachs, 2015; Hettne, 2010). This shift has also expanded the range of actors involved in security governance, including 

international organizations, regional institutions, civil society, and the private sector (Held & McGrew, 2007). 

Pluralistic approaches to global security further reflect the growing diversity of theoretical and policy perspectives within 

international relations. Contemporary scholarship highlights the interconnected nature of risks, vulnerabilities, and 

resilience across political, economic, environmental, and informational domains (Beck, 2009; Tykhomyrov, 2018). At 

the same time, the increasing globalization of governance functions has placed pressure on traditional legal and political 

concepts, raising questions about the applicability of domestic normative frameworks to the international level (Khaled, 

2018). 

The evolving global order is also characterized by renewed strategic competition among major powers, particularly the 

United States and China, which has contributed to geopolitical fragmentation and uncertainty regarding the future of 

multilateral cooperation (Acharya, 2014; Brands, 2002). These dynamics have encouraged the development of diverse 

bilateral and multilateral initiatives aimed at strengthening economic resilience, technological capacity, and development 

cooperation while safeguarding national and international interests. 
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Global Public Goods and the Integration of Local and Global Action 

The provision and protection of global public goods—such as climate stability, public health, financial stability, and 

biodiversity—have become central objectives of international cooperation. While traditionally viewed as instruments 

supporting development in low-income countries, global public goods are increasingly recognized as development goals 

in their own right (United Nations, 2015; Sachs, 2015). The transition from the Millennium Development Goals to the 

Sustainable Development Goals reflects this shift toward a more integrated global development framework that 

emphasizes shared responsibility and collective action. 

The transboundary nature of contemporary risks, including infectious diseases, environmental degradation, and financial 

instability, underscores the need for coordinated international responses and strengthened global partnerships (Welsh, 

2021). Fragile and conflict-affected states, in particular, remain highly dependent on international assistance, but such 

support must be embedded within broader regional and global stability frameworks to ensure long-term effectiveness. 

In this context, global security increasingly depends on the capacity of states and international institutions to cooperate in 

managing interdependence, balancing national interests with collective responsibilities, and aligning security strategies with 

sustainable development objectives (Held & McGrew, 2007; Guterres, 2021). 

Global Public Goods and Security Transformation: Expanded Analysis   

Many fragile and conflict-affected states will continue to depend heavily on official development assistance; however, the 

effectiveness of such assistance depends on its integration with broader frameworks of regional stability, institutional 

capacity building, and international cooperation. Development aid cannot be viewed in isolation from security, 

governance, and economic resilience, as weak institutions and persistent instability often undermine long-term 

development outcomes (Commission on Human Security, 2003; Sachs, 2015). 

In recent years, global public goods have increasingly been recognized not only as instruments supporting development 

but also as development objectives in their own right. These include climate stability, public health security, biodiversity 

protection, financial stability, and international peace. Ensuring the preservation of such goods has become central to 

contemporary development thinking, alongside efforts to accelerate the economic convergence of developing economies 

with industrialized countries and to guarantee universal access to basic social services and human welfare (George, 2017; 

United Nations, 2015). 

The changing dynamics of global growth have reinforced this shift. Rapid economic expansion in emerging economies, 

combined with persistent underdevelopment in fragile regions, has intensified pressure on global commons resources 

and planetary boundaries. At the same time, the expansion of a global middle class in countries such as China, India, and 

Brazil has increased demand for energy, food, and natural resources, further exacerbating environmental stress already 

created by consumption patterns in advanced economies (Steffen et al., 2015; Sachs, 2015). Fragile and conflict-affected 

states pose additional risks to the provision of global public goods, particularly through the transboundary spread of 

infectious diseases, forced migration, and environmental degradation (Welsh, 2021). 

These realities highlight that all countries—regardless of their level of development—share a collective interest in addressing 

global challenges. The integration of the post-Millennium Development Goals agenda with the Sustainable Development 

Goals (SDGs) represents a shift toward a truly global development framework in which global public goods constitute 

central policy priorities rather than secondary outcomes (Al-Dabas, 2023; United Nations, 2015). International 

cooperation mechanisms are therefore essential for managing interdependence and addressing issues such as climate 

change, ozone depletion, financial regulation, and global trade governance (Held & McGrew, 2007). 

Importantly, the provision of global public goods is not limited to development concerns alone. In many cases, these 

goods are financed and maintained by advanced economies within broader strategic frameworks that link sustainability, 

economic stability, and global security. Climate stability, ecosystem protection, and pandemic preparedness have thus 

become integral components of contemporary security and development strategies (Khalid, 2018; World Economic 

Forum, 2024). 

  

Second Axis: Strategies for Rebuilding the Global Security Response 

The transformation of the international environment has intensified efforts to rebuild global security architectures capable 

of addressing complex and multidimensional threats. Contemporary security strategies increasingly emphasize the 

prevention of large-scale conflicts, nuclear proliferation, and systemic crises that could produce widespread economic, 

social, and institutional disruption. These efforts reflect the growing recognition that global stability requires a multipolar 

and cooperative security framework supported by both formal and informal institutions (Buzan et al., 1998; Acharya, 

2014). 

The Need for Security Innovation 

The evolution of security threats since the Cold War has revealed the limitations of traditional military-focused 

approaches. Contemporary risks include cyber threats, biosecurity challenges, hybrid warfare, terrorism, and strategic 

competition among major powers. The proliferation of nuclear capabilities and the persistence of weapons modernization 

programs continue to pose significant global risks, reinforcing the need for innovative and adaptive security mechanisms 

(Kaldor, 2012; Yad, 2018). 

The post-Cold War period also witnessed a restructuring of global power dynamics, characterized by the relative 

dominance of the United States, followed by the gradual emergence of multipolarity. This transition has led to the 

formation of new alliances, security partnerships, and regional arrangements aimed at maintaining strategic balance and 
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preventing large-scale conflict (Brands, 2002; Acharya, 2014). At the same time, the increasing speed, ambiguity, and 

interconnectedness of contemporary threats have made security challenges more complex and difficult to manage through 

traditional policy tools (Beck, 2009). 

Security Transformation Strategies 

In light of these developments, reassessing national and international security strategies has become an urgent priority. 

Economic volatility, technological change, geopolitical competition, and transnational risks have produced a highly 

interconnected global environment in which major powers—including the United States, China, and Russia—play central 

roles in shaping the security landscape (Keohane & Nye, 2012). 

Regional instability and geopolitical tensions in areas such as the Middle East, North Africa, Eastern Europe, and the 

Caucasus further underscore the need for flexible and responsive security policies. The increasing prevalence of hybrid 

warfare, proxy conflicts, and non-traditional threats requires coordinated international responses and stronger multilateral 

cooperation (Kharbouch, 2014; Kaldor, 2012). 

Moreover, global economic fluctuations—including financial crises, recession risks, and structural inequalities—have 

become key determinants of national security policy. Contemporary security thinking increasingly recognizes that 

economic stability and social resilience are essential components of national and international security (Rodrik, 2011; Al-

Ammarat, 2020). Preventive strategies aimed at crisis avoidance and conflict mitigation are widely considered more cost-

effective and sustainable than reactive military responses. 

  

Global Crisis Management Strategies 

Crisis management has become a central element of global security governance. International organizations, including 

NATO and the United Nations, have developed strategic frameworks emphasizing conflict prevention, partnership 

building, and coordinated response mechanisms (NATO, 2022; Welsh, 2021). 

Effective crisis management requires structured planning, clear communication systems, and coordinated institutional 

responses. A comprehensive crisis management framework enables organizations and governments to anticipate risks, 

minimize damage, ensure operational continuity, and facilitate rapid recovery (Al-Dabas, 2023). 

Leadership plays a critical role in crisis situations. Decision-makers must act quickly, maintain strategic clarity under 

uncertainty, and foster cooperation among stakeholders. Emotional intelligence, risk assessment capacity, and transparent 

communication are essential for maintaining public trust and institutional legitimacy during crises (Boin et al., 2017). 

Proactive planning further strengthens resilience by enabling organizations and states to shift from reactive to preventive 

approaches. Preparedness measures—whether for cyberattacks, natural disasters, pandemics, or reputational crises—

reduce uncertainty, accelerate recovery, and enhance stakeholder confidence (Khalid, 2018). 

  

Third Axis: Challenges to International Security Reform 

One of the most significant challenges facing contemporary security reform is the growing influence of non-state armed 

actors. In regions such as the Middle East and North Africa, militias, armed networks, and transnational extremist groups 

play a central role in shaping political and security dynamics. Their persistence reflects weak state institutions, fragmented 

governance structures, and unresolved socio-economic grievances (Kaldor, 2012; United Nations Development 

Programme, 2022). 

The inability to effectively regulate, integrate, or contain such actors threatens long-term regional stability and complicates 

efforts to establish accountable governance systems. In many cases, these groups coexist with formal state institutions and 

are likely to remain influential for decades, posing ongoing challenges to international peacebuilding and security reform 

efforts (Acharya, 2014; Buzan et al., 1998). 

 

Non-Traditional Wars 

The nature of armed conflict has undergone significant transformation in the post-Cold War era, giving rise to what 

scholars describe as “new wars.” These conflicts represent a shift from traditional interstate warfare toward complex forms 

of organized violence characterized by blurred boundaries between state and non-state actors, irregular military structures, 

criminal networks, and widespread violations of human rights (Kaldor, 2012; Münkler, 2005). The changing security 

environment, marked by uncertainty, asymmetry, and informational complexity, has challenged classical strategic 

assumptions derived from the military thought of Clausewitz and other traditional theorists (Clausewitz, 1993). 

Contemporary security scholars such as van Creveld (1991), Hammes (2006), and Smith (2005) emphasize that modern 

conflicts increasingly involve hybrid strategies combining conventional warfare, insurgency, cyber operations, and 

psychological influence. These dynamics complicate the management of international stability and require new analytical 

frameworks capable of addressing the multidimensional nature of conflict. 

New wars are frequently associated with fragile or failing states, where political authority is weak and armed groups operate 

outside formal institutional control. In such contexts, violence is often driven by identity politics, economic interests, and 

competition over resources rather than traditional geopolitical objectives (Kaldor, 2012). The conflicts in the Balkans, the 

Middle East, and parts of Africa illustrate how the lines between warfare, organized crime, and humanitarian crises have 

become increasingly indistinct. 

The emergence of new wars has also been influenced by globalization, technological diffusion, and the expansion of 

transnational networks. Media and digital communication platforms play a growing role in mobilization, propaganda, and 
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the internationalization of conflicts, while private military companies, humanitarian organizations, and foreign advisers 

have become important actors within conflict environments (George, 2017; Münkler, 2005). 

Furthermore, strategic developments such as the rise of proxy warfare, ethnic conflicts, terrorism, and internal political 

uprisings have reshaped the landscape of international security. These transformations have challenged traditional 

theories of conflict, including debates related to the “end of history,” the “clash of civilizations,” and the crisis of the 

nation-state in a globalized world (Brands, 2002; Fukuyama, 1992; Huntington, 1996). 

  

The Challenge of Security Sector Reform 

Security sector reform (SSR) represents a critical component of post-conflict stabilization and long-term peacebuilding. 

Traditionally implemented through state institutions, SSR initiatives aim to enhance the effectiveness, accountability, and 

legitimacy of security forces. However, in fragile contexts, state institutions may be weak, dysfunctional, or lack public 

trust, limiting the effectiveness of reform efforts (OECD, 2007). 

Successful SSR strategies must therefore be adapted to local political and social realities, particularly in environments 

where non-state actors provide security and public services. In many conflict-affected regions, militias and informal 

security structures have become deeply embedded within governance systems, complicating efforts to restore centralized 

state authority (Acharya, 2014). 

Research suggests that SSR is unlikely to succeed in the absence of a political settlement. Prioritizing conflict resolution, 

reconciliation, and inclusive political agreements helps establish the conditions necessary for sustainable institutional 

reform and prevents the re-emergence of violence (Khalid, 2018; United Nations, 2012). 

Contemporary security thinking increasingly incorporates broader governance principles such as transparency, 

accountability, democratization, and human security. Security is now understood as a public good that benefits society as 

a whole rather than merely protecting state elites or political regimes (Yad, 2018; UNDP, 1994). Civilian oversight, 

democratic control of security forces, and public participation are essential components of effective SSR, although political 

transitions may also generate short-term instability as entrenched power structures are challenged. 

Globalization has further reshaped the security environment by facilitating transnational economic flows, digital networks, 

and the involvement of diverse international actors, including private security companies, non-governmental 

organizations, and international agencies. These developments require more integrated and cooperative approaches to 

security governance (George, 2017; Held & McGrew, 2007). 

Environmental Change and Ecological Risks 

Environmental degradation has become one of the most significant non-traditional security challenges of the 21st century. 

Issues such as climate change, desertification, biodiversity loss, and water scarcity have direct implications for political 

stability, economic development, and human security (Steffen et al., 2015; Sachs, 2015). 

International environmental governance has evolved through a series of global agreements and conferences aimed at 

reducing pollution, protecting ecosystems, and promoting sustainable development. Multilateral cooperation is essential 

to address transboundary environmental risks and to support the development of clean technologies and climate 

adaptation strategies (Kharbouch, 2014; United Nations, 2015). 

Environmental stress can also act as a conflict multiplier by intensifying competition over scarce resources, increasing 

migration pressures, and exacerbating social tensions, particularly in fragile regions (World Bank, 2020). 

  

Terrorism and Violent Extremism 

Terrorism and violent extremism remain major threats to international stability. Contemporary security frameworks 

emphasize the need for comprehensive approaches that combine legal measures, intelligence cooperation, socio-

economic development, and the promotion of inclusive governance (Welsh, 2021). 

International organizations have developed standardized definitions and legal frameworks to distinguish between criminal 

violence, extremism, and terrorist activities. Addressing the root causes of radicalization—such as political exclusion, 

economic marginalization, and social inequality—is increasingly recognized as essential for long-term prevention (United 

Nations, 2016). 

  

Global Health Threats and Pandemics 

Recent global health crises, particularly the COVID-19 pandemic, have demonstrated the strong interconnection between 

public health and international security. Health emergencies can disrupt economic systems, strain political institutions, 

and generate social instability, making global health security a strategic priority (World Health Organization, 2021; Welsh, 

2021). 

Strengthening global health governance requires investment in surveillance systems, emergency response mechanisms, 

international research collaboration, and resilient healthcare infrastructure. Institutions such as the World Health 

Organization play a central role in coordinating international action and developing preventive frameworks for future 

crises (WHO, 2021). 

  

Economic Instability and Systemic Financial Risks 

Global economic transformations, including financial crises, market volatility, and structural inequality, have significant 

implications for security. Economic instability can weaken state capacity, increase social unrest, and contribute to political 

instability, particularly in developing countries (Rodrik, 2011). 

http://www.imcra.az.org/


 
Science, Education and Innovations in the Context of Modern Problems - ISSN p (e): 27900169; 27900177 

Page 6 of 9  www.imcra.az.org, | Issue 2, Vol. 9, 2026 

Reconstructing Global Security Governance in the Post-Human Rights Era: Towards an Integrated Framework for Sustainable 

Peace, Human Protection, and Multilevel International Cooperation -- Amel Barka; Abassi Karima; Said Ziouche 

Contemporary security strategies therefore emphasize economic resilience, inclusive growth, and institutional stability as 

essential components of national and international security frameworks (Al-Ammarat, 2020; World Economic Forum, 

2024). 

 

Interactive Factors in the Development of Contemporary Security Threats   

Recent economic transformations, including financial globalization, digitalization, and the emergence of artificial 

intelligence–based decision systems in international banking and financial management, have introduced new dimensions 

to global stability. Smart monitoring tools, predictive analytics, and automated risk assessment mechanisms are 

increasingly used to analyze fluctuations in balance of payments, capital flows, and market dynamics. While these 

technological developments enhance economic efficiency and crisis forecasting, they also create new vulnerabilities related 

to cyber risks, systemic instability, and technological dependence (World Economic Forum, 2024; Rodrik, 2011). 

Contemporary security threats are therefore characterized by high levels of dynamism, adaptability, and structural 

complexity. These threats extend beyond traditional concerns such as interstate conflict and terrorism to include financial 

instability, cyber risks, technological disruption, and institutional fragility, all of which directly affect national sovereignty 

and international security governance (Beck, 2009; Salam, 2017). Addressing such risks requires legal and institutional 

adaptation, as national security measures must operate within constitutional and international legal frameworks while 

responding to rapidly evolving threat environments. 

In this context, many states have called for multidimensional security coordination based on integrated national and 

international strategies. Expanding international partnerships and strengthening cooperative security frameworks have 

become essential for managing interdependence and promoting global peace and stability (Abouqassem, 2020; Keohane 

& Nye, 2012). 

  

Fourth Axis: Human Rights and Their Role in the Global Security Response 

The concept of post-human rights has generated extensive debate at international, regional, and academic levels. Since 

the end of the Cold War, international agreements and institutional frameworks have increasingly emphasized the 

integration of legal, ethical, and humanitarian principles as foundations for global peace and sustainable development 

(United Nations, 2015; Donnelly, 2013). 

Human rights remain a central normative pillar for global governance, as they guarantee human dignity, social justice, and 

equal opportunity. Effective protection of these rights contributes to conflict prevention, institutional legitimacy, and 

sustainable development by strengthening the relationship between states and their citizens (Nozad, 2015; George, 2017). 

Mechanisms such as international criminal courts, human rights monitoring systems, and dispute resolution procedures 

play an essential role in regulating international relations and ensuring accountability. 

Despite emerging geopolitical tensions and competing security priorities, human rights continue to require strong 

international commitment and coordinated action. Their protection is inseparable from broader efforts to maintain global 

stability, prevent conflict, and promote inclusive development (Roth, 2022; United Nations, 2015). 

  

Reassessing the Humanitarian Dimensions of Conflict 

Contemporary conflict analysis increasingly emphasizes the interaction between sovereignty and international 

responsibility. Zartman’s conflict management framework highlights that primary responsibility for resolving internal 

conflicts rests with the state, while the international community plays a supportive role when national capacity is insufficient 

(Zartman, 2005). 

This perspective reflects the evolving concept of sovereignty as responsibility, which underlies the Responsibility to Protect 

(R2P) doctrine. According to this approach, international intervention may be justified when states fail to protect their 

populations from mass atrocities or humanitarian crises (Bellamy, 2015). Thus, human rights and humanitarian principles 

have become key normative elements shaping the contemporary international order. 

  

Ethical and Humanitarian Dimensions 

Ethical considerations are fundamental to human security, emphasizing social justice, equitable resource distribution, and 

the protection of vulnerable populations. Achieving these objectives requires coordinated action among governments, 

international organizations, and civil society actors to strengthen institutional capacity and promote inclusive development 

(Commission on Human Security, 2003). 

The concept of human security represents a shift from state-centered protection toward people-centered security. It 

encompasses economic, health, environmental, food, personal, and political security, reflecting the multidimensional 

nature of contemporary risks (UNDP, 1994). This framework has become an essential component of global security 

strategies, particularly in developing and transitional contexts (Khalid, 2018). 

  

Human Rights and Sustainable Development 

Human rights are closely linked to long-term economic and social development. The Sustainable Development Goals 

(SDGs) integrate human rights principles by emphasizing poverty reduction, gender equality, access to health and 

education, environmental sustainability, and institutional accountability (United Nations, 2015). 

International organizations have increasingly focused on supporting fragile states through development assistance, 

institutional reform, and environmental protection programs aimed at reducing structural vulnerabilities and promoting 
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inclusive economic growth (Yad, 2018; Sachs, 2015). Strengthening human rights frameworks therefore contributes to 

both development outcomes and global stability. 

In this context, contemporary security policy increasingly recognizes the individual as the primary unit of analysis. Human-

centered approaches emphasize prevention, resilience, and risk management through measures such as strengthening 

environmental governance, improving health systems, enhancing crisis management capacity, and developing 

international legal mechanisms to regulate state behavior (World Health Organization, 2021; World Bank, 2020). 

  

Conclusion 

The evolving international security environment highlights the urgent need for a renewed global humanitarian and security 

framework. Existing mechanisms for protecting civilians and managing armed conflict remain insufficient to address the 

complex challenges associated with new wars, hybrid threats, and systemic global risks. An effective response requires the 

integration of international humanitarian law and human rights law within a comprehensive institutional architecture 

supported by strong cooperation among states, international organizations, and civil society actors. 

Peace processes must move beyond narrow political or territorial negotiations to incorporate issues of justice, 

accountability, and victim protection. Ensuring access to truth, legal redress, and social justice strengthens long-term 

reconciliation and contributes to sustainable peacebuilding (Bellamy, 2015; United Nations, 2012). The involvement of 

academic institutions, humanitarian organizations, legal professionals, and independent media is essential for creating 

inclusive dialogue platforms and strengthening normative standards. 

Furthermore, international dialogue forums should be revitalized to facilitate confidential and neutral negotiations under 

credible mediation frameworks. Excessive politicization and media pressure may undermine compromise and delay 

conflict resolution, whereas structured and confidential processes can improve the prospects for durable agreements. 

Overall, the study demonstrates that the dynamics of global security response are increasingly linked to the protection of 

human rights and the management of multidimensional risks. Achieving global stability requires continuous adaptation 

of security strategies to emerging threats, including new wars, technological disruption, environmental crises, and 

economic instability. 

The main conclusions of the study can be summarized as follows: 

• The necessity of security innovation and integration across military, economic, technological, environmental, 

and institutional domains. 

• The importance of reviving the normative value dimension through the effective protection of human rights, 

social justice, and human dignity. 

• The need to strengthen global security sector reform and develop coordinated international strategies capable 

of addressing complex and interrelated threats. 

• The promotion of multilateral cooperation and partnership frameworks to enhance crisis management, conflict 

prevention, and sustainable peace. 

Ultimately, building an effective global security system in the post-human rights era requires a balanced approach that 

integrates security imperatives with ethical responsibility, sustainable development, and inclusive global governance. 

Findings 

The analysis of the evolving international security environment reveals several key findings regarding the transformation 

of global security governance in the post-human rights context. 

1. Expansion of the security concept beyond traditional frameworks 

The study confirms that the concept of security has shifted from a state-centric and military-focused approach toward a 

multidimensional framework that includes human security, economic stability, environmental sustainability, public health, 

and technological resilience. Contemporary threats such as climate change, pandemics, cyber risks, financial instability, 

and hybrid warfare demonstrate that national security can no longer be separated from global systemic risks (Buzan et al., 

1998; UNDP, 1994). 

2. Emergence of complex and interconnected threat environments 

Modern security challenges are characterized by high levels of uncertainty, interdependence, and structural complexity. 

Non-traditional conflicts, the rise of non-state actors, digital disinformation, transnational crime networks, and economic 

shocks have created a security environment in which risks are mutually reinforcing across political, economic, and social 

domains (Kaldor, 2012; Beck, 2009). 

3. Growing gap between security priorities and human rights commitments 

The study finds increasing tension between national security imperatives and the protection of human rights. In many 

regions, emergency measures, counterterrorism policies, and geopolitical competition have contributed to the narrowing 

of civic space and the weakening of international human rights norms. This trend reflects the emergence of a “post-human 

rights” environment in which security considerations often override normative commitments (Roth, 2022). 

4. Central role of global public goods in security and development 

The preservation of global public goods—such as climate stability, public health, financial stability, and environmental 

protection—has become a core component of global security policy. The research confirms that sustainable development 

and security are mutually reinforcing, and that failure to protect global commons increases the risk of conflict, instability, 

and humanitarian crises (United Nations, 2015; Sachs, 2015). 

5. Limitations of existing global governance mechanisms 

http://www.imcra.az.org/
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Current international institutions face structural constraints, including geopolitical fragmentation, unequal resource 

distribution, and limited enforcement capacity. Multilateral cooperation remains essential but increasingly difficult to 

sustain in a multipolar international system characterized by strategic competition and declining trust (Acharya, 2014; 

Keohane & Nye, 2012). 

6. Importance of security sector reform and crisis management capacity 

Effective security sector reform, democratic oversight, and institutional accountability are critical for long-term stability, 

particularly in fragile and conflict-affected states. Preventive approaches—such as early warning systems, risk management 

frameworks, and coordinated crisis response—are more effective and cost-efficient than reactive interventions (OECD, 

2007). 

7. Human rights as a strategic rather than purely normative factor 

The findings indicate that human rights should not be viewed only as moral or legal obligations but as strategic assets that 

enhance legitimacy, social cohesion, and long-term stability. Weak human rights protection increases grievances, fuels 

instability, and undermines sustainable peace. 

  

Conclusion 

The transformation of the international system has created a complex security environment marked by multidimensional 

risks, geopolitical competition, technological disruption, and growing uncertainty. These changes have fundamentally 

altered the relationship between security, development, and human rights, giving rise to what can be described as a post-

human rights context in which traditional normative frameworks face increasing pressure. 

This study demonstrates that effective global security in the contemporary era cannot be achieved through military power 

or national strategies alone. Instead, it requires an integrated approach that combines security innovation, sustainable 

development, institutional resilience, and the protection of human dignity. The growing importance of global public 

goods—such as environmental sustainability, public health, and financial stability—confirms that security is increasingly 

collective and interdependent. 

At the same time, the erosion of international human rights norms poses significant risks to global stability. When security 

policies undermine fundamental freedoms, social trust declines, institutional legitimacy weakens, and the likelihood of 

conflict and instability increases. Therefore, human rights should be understood not only as ethical principles but also as 

essential components of effective security governance. 

The study also highlights the need to strengthen multilateral cooperation despite the challenges posed by a multipolar 

international order. Reforming international institutions, improving crisis management mechanisms, and enhancing 

security sector accountability are critical steps toward building a more resilient global security architecture. 

In conclusion, rebuilding the global security response in the post-human rights era requires a balanced framework based 

on four strategic priorities: 

• Integrating traditional and non-traditional security dimensions into a comprehensive global security model; 

• Strengthening multilateral cooperation and international partnerships for managing shared risks; 

• Revitalizing the normative foundations of security through the protection of human rights, social justice, and 

inclusive governance; 

• Promoting preventive approaches, institutional reform, and adaptive crisis management to address emerging 

global threats. 

Only through the integration of security, development, and human-centered governance can the international community 

build a sustainable and inclusive global security system capable of responding to the challenges of the 21st century. 
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