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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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