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Introduction:- After the end of cold war, security question was started to face certain changes. Instead of just maintaining its focus on military aspects of security, a need was felt to analyse the non-military aspects of security like environmental security, food security and so on. This is because of the reason that after the cold war the nature of warfare also changed. After the world turned itself from bipolarity to multi-polarity, the nature of the conflict changed itself from inter-state conflict to intra-state conflict. With the change in the pattern of warfare security studies also started to make a shift from its traditional approach and look for newer areas to explore. This endeavour gave birth to a newer notion in security studies i.e. human security. This concept was introduced to the world only in 1990s by the United Nations Development Programme. Later several scholars tried to re-examine it and give it a proper definition. Human security unlike the traditional national security approach focuses more on the implementation part and not on theorising. Perhaps that is the reason for it to not having a proper definition till now. 

However in this paper I will discuss on the concept of human security and national security and the difference between them. I will try to bring on light on the fact of whether there is any clashing point between the two and I will explain it through an example of Dantewada. 

Concept of Human Security according to UNDP:- Concept of Human Security should first be described in terms of the organisation who first gave a formal definition to this concept. The concept first emerged as a portion of the holistic paradigm of human development. The concept was cultivated at United Nations Development Programme by former Pakistani finance minister Mahbub ul Haq and with strong support from Amartya Sen. It was felt that the post cold war world is in dire need of a new concept of global security where the traditional concern for military security should be lessened and emphasis would be on overall security of individual from ‘social violence, economic distress and environmental degradation’ According to United Nations Development Programme, Human Security is completely different from what the traditional military-centric, state encircled security study used to preach. UNDP described the term as ‘analytical tool that focuses on ensuring security for the individual’. The concept of security is broadened in this respect to include socio-economic and political conditions, food, health and environmental, community and personal safety in the security paradigm. Human Security is therefore people-centred, multidimensional, interconnected and universal. In short this according to such a notion of human security pays attention to every factor that contributes to security apart from only the military aspects. Human security is a gender sensitive and gender conscious framework where it is possible to create policies which are aware and sensitive to the vulnerabilities to the insecurities faced by women. Human Security brings within itself three goals to achieve i.e. ‘freedom from fear’ and ‘freedom from want’ and ‘freedom to live in dignity’. Freedom from fear goal aims at securing the individuals from violent conflict and recognising that these violent conflicts are related to poverty, lack of state capacity and any other forms of inequity.  On the other hand freedom from want explains a holistic approach which not only includes any form of violence but also talks about hunger, disease and natural disaster.

Several scholars have tried to build a proper definition on the concept of human security. For example there are G. King and C. Murray, Caroline Thomas, Roland Paris, Sabina Alkire and so on who attempted to define the notion. The scholars emerged with newer ideas to practice human security other than the UNDP prescribed goals. For example, G. King and C. Murray recognised the changing nature of security and the need for evolving a different notion of global security. They pointed out that so far whatever attempts have been taken place for defining human security has been a failure. Human security for them is ‘at best poorly defined and unmeasured, and at worst a vague and logically inconsistent slogan’. 
 According to them, UNDP’s definition on human security is potentially interrelated and overlapping elements but do not have a coherent framework for integrating them into a single concept. Jorge Nef and George MacLean have given a set of goals to be included in the notion of human security but such approach of definition only adds to the conceptual problem. For them the idea of security contains two elements: an orientation to future risk and the risk that should be focussed is the risk of being severely deprived. For that we need to identify our elements of well being. After the elements of well being are defined anyone who is under below that threshold is in poverty. On the basis of these two concepts human security can be measured. From this perspective human security would be one’s expectation from life without experiencing the generalised poverty.

Caroline Thomas pointed out the inequality that came into existence with the advent of globalisation and thee inefficiency of the international system to overcome it. Human Security according to him is all about creating a set of condition for human being where basic material needs and human dignity will be met.

Roland Paris on contrary to the earlier ones did not limit the security studies only on the poverty related factors but tried to broaden the area. According to him human security can be related to both military and non-military threats to societies, groups and individuals. By such approach Paris wanted to describe multiple definitions of human security. 

Sabina Alkire following Paris’s path tried to broaden the definition of human security and defined it as a notion ‘to safeguard the vital core of all human lives from critical pervasive threats, without impeding long term human fulfilment’
 Vital core for her means basic set of functions that will help in attainment of survival, dignity and livelihood. For example, premature preventable death can be set as an example of vital core. 

The element that is found common in all these different ideas of human security is that they all tried to break the state centric approach of human security and brought the purview in the realm of individual. The previous realist domination of taking states as a black box entity which itself must be secured no more is gaining sole attention to security studies. To understand how this notion of human security from previous security studies we must first know what do traditional security studies say. The latter section will be devoted to the discussion on traditional security studies.

The Concept of National Security:- In the traditional security studies, states was discussed in terms of its relevance as an actor in the security process. There was an idea that states are unchangeable from their emergence in 1648 and the international context of security must relate itself to the states and their domestic society. States were seen as different entity that could act in their own interests with regard to their domestic constituencies. This implied that national interest theoretically embodies the collective interests of the domestic societies. Such idea gives way to a new notion of state autonomy implying state is a distinctive social force, vested with interests of its own and such interests have an autonomous and decisive impact on state’s arrangements and policies. Gradually state monopoly of organised violence also came into existence when state gained increasing control over organised violence within its own territory. This led to a shift in the status of the military and gave birth to a situation where military became separated to the state and civil society. With the rise of the concept of nationalism military being an instrument of the armed forces became even stronger. The combination of nationalism and warfare became, as Bryan Mabee had put it, ‘to a large extent, war was becoming more about the national interest of the population, and therefore could be expressed as providing a form of security. Regarding civilian expenditure, the development of mass infrastructures was all part of increased living standards as part and parcel of citizenship, which should be seen as another aspect of security provision. These two dimensions provide the basis for putting the state at the centre of an internal and external divide that has pervaded the literature on security ever since’. 
 Such state centric approach leads itself to the path of realist paradigm. Realists, like Stephen Walt has stated security as a phenomenon of war. According to Walt, ‘security studies assume that conflict between states is always a possibility and that the use of military force has far reaching effects on states and societies.’
For Walt including non-military phenomenon such as poverty, AIDS, environmental hazards, drug abuse will have a risk of expanding security studies excessively.

From the above discussion, it can be deduced that there is a fundamental difference between the definition of human security and national security. Human security focuses on individual and other non-military aspect whereas national security primarily focuses on state and military aspects. National security for its state dominated approach is understood and explained best by realist paradigm. But with the evolution of traditional state centric security approach realism started to lose its primacy. There came several other approaches which started to explain the national security from a completely different perspective altogether. For example, State as perceived by realists was a given entity, protection of whom gained the prime focus in security studies. But later with the advent of constructivism such notions started to face questions. Constructivists viewed states security or national security as a concept which is socially constructed. State security is not an entity but a socially created concept and as such the focus of security studies started to change from state to something tangible objects like individuals and their security issues. There are differences between these two concepts. But whether there is any clash between the two concepts will be shown by the case study of Dantewada.  

Case Study of Dantewada:- Dantewada had gained much of its primacy on last year in April when 76 CRPF personnel dies by a Maoist attack. On 6th April 2010, hundreds of Maoist laid a trap for Central Reserve Police Force returning after a three-day operation. On that attack 75 CRPF troopers and one state police personnel were killed. But this is not the first time Dantewada is facing such attack. Dantewada district of Chhattisgarh is a natural resource rich area. But some of the poorest tribal are the residents of this place. The Maoists here, taking help from the backwardness of this region, have been enlarging their base amongst the tribal for the last two decades. The simplicity of the natives, the abundance of food and other necessities also helped them to mix easily with tribal. But the situation worsened with the anti-Maoist operation by the Government that started there in the name of Salwa Judum. Between 2005 to 2007 villagers of this district witnessed clashes between government forces and Maoist forces. Salwa Judum at the time of beginning was considered as the ‘Peace March’ by some and ‘purification hunt’ by others. But no sooner had it started its operation all such ideas faded into oblivion. According to government source, Salwa Judum was responsible for rapes and murders in the village. This operation is also accused of being responsible for using child soldier and gross human rights violation in this area. Judum supporters claim that it was basically a spontaneous upsurge by the adivasis who were being affected by the insurgents. Maoist atrocities led them to leave the village to escape the wrath of those rebels. But according to the critics it was government induced violence when state forces compelled the villagers to leave their home to find out the Maoist hide-out. Such skirmishes are a frequent matter for that area. From the past two decades the area is under such predicament. The worst sufferers of this area are the resident population who have been suffering from poverty for decades. Almost every villager after Salwa Judum, has become an element of suspicion either in the eyes of the security forces or in the eyes of the Maoists. The justification of the rebels was the necessity of survival and for police forces it was their inclination towards the rebel. As a result, hundreds of huts were burnt, people were killed and women were raped by both the government forces and the Maoists. The absence of land reforms, underdevelopment, exploitation, corruption and lowest literacy numbers had already put Dantewada as in a condition of anarchy and violence. Eruption of such problem had increased their plight to a greater degree. Decades of injustices and exploitation created the socio-political conditions helpful for the insurgents to thrive. Now the insurgents have turned successfully the circumstances in such a way that any true attempt of government to get rid of the backlogs and help in developing this region becomes fruitless. Now the situation is such that the three villages, Tadmetla, Morepalli and Teemapur, deep inside Konta block of Dantewada, are areas controlled completely by the Maoists. 

Maoism has become an issue of national interest now. It has central as well as state government involved into it. Elite security service in Maoist-affected areas is important priority of government. Millions of money is being spent in the security service in these regions. Dantewada being one of such Maoist affected region must have been getting such special treatment from the government. But after so many years of military actions nothing much is achieved. Insurgency have not been stopped or controlled. Even the perpetrators of 6th April 2010 were not even caught hold off for punishment. Some suggests that the villagers of this area are to some extent helping these insurgents. Whatever be the case government has proved itself to be a failure in this regard.

Conclusion:- I have chosen this area for my research question because of the fact that, it is an area where both the question of human security and national security come into the purview. National security comes with the word Maoism. After so many failures on government’s part to imprison rebels, spreading of Maoist movement in many parts of rural India rapidly and their repeated attack on government officials and also on the system as a whole made them a national issue of concern. Maoism in India started with a notion of denying and attacking the existing system. So any issue related to Maoism will be a national issue. It has become a security issue because nation as a whole is at a stake by the emergence of this movement. By attacking state, it has become a realm of insecurity for India that should be taken care of. 

Why Dantewada has become a question of human security will be answered only if we pay attention to the predicament of the tribal there. They were suffering not from the advent of naxals but perhaps from the time of independence. The people there have been deprived of their basic amenities. When India is becoming nuclear, these people were concerned only about making their days ends. After the emergence of Maoists the situation worsened. If we go by the UNDP prescribed theory, human being are still to attain freedom from want and freedom from fear there. Moreover the emphasis on freedom from fear is obstructing the authority to attain freedom from want which is more closely related to individual. The focus, even while fighting with Maoists were never on the individuals there. So there is a dire need for the government to focus on the individual there. Governments must demonstrate their credibility by getting serious about development in relatively safe areas around those controlled by Maoists. They must work with democratic political groups to ensure that communities get a just share of the revenues from the mining and industrial projects being executed on their lands. They must scrupulously abide by the rule of law. Proper attention must be paid to the tribes of that region to stop them from helping or supporting the naxals. 

Now the question is when the country is facing Maoist troubles and trying to make that region Maoist free, will it be possible to start a development programme for the tribal of that region simultaneously? If India go by the idea of making Dantewada Maoist-free first and then try to look at the grievances of the Adivasis there, it may create a vicious circle where aggrieved adivasis will help Maoists or become Maoist and the problem for the government will never be stopped. Again in the present situation in Dantewada, it is impossible to initiate any development programme as long as the Maoism has not been put an end to. Moreover, the money that is needed for the development of military will also is divided in the development sector and the military sector. This may cause lessening of the money which could be used for armaments to secure the police forces there for fighting the Maoists. As a result insurgency will increase which again in the region.

In conclusion, it can be stated there are differences in the two concepts and in my judgement it can be stated that there is clash between the two concepts. The attainment of one can and sometimes does hinder the attainment of the other. But it should be kept in mind that there is no clear line between the two concepts separating one from another. So even if there is clash between the two concepts, at the end it is the larger concept of security that matters the most.
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