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Abstract

This article outlines the main traits of securitization theory, its
conceptual and theoretical underpinnings. It begins by introducing the
epistemological conceptions of security and drawing the concept of
securitization. After describing the main features of the concept of
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securitization in detail, the article then goes on to demonstrate how
securitization occurs. This article concludes by summing up the logic of
securitization as a definition of security.

Keywords: Securitization Theory, Security, Security Studies, The
Copenhagen School
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anusTung (securtty) Wneniiny a1 ludiadsvariu ladday
duenaneimsie“afian 21nlnsvient uleunuaasaddng wiouwsisun
WnIEneiaen  ManasuasIsadafumIma  TsAian
Swanannoehanavse umInh (a prior) Twisnefeesls waziash
Vl,siﬁmqmaﬁazégaﬁmm meLﬂuL’%iaaﬁ@m%:ﬁuﬁagLLa”’a NIUTIRTILA?
anasuaafuednianizms (terminology) MMHMISANN ~“NNUS
sewtlseme Fannaauaranarsnedafuinnidesay e FHIEREY
i NuERaNNLANEIlmunTTl @0 (current of thought) Aouen
Jausssa warmssumnanaiuass

A AIMTTOINAAIN NS (concept of security) 1Tt 4
visslunaTauas "aimen “uiEsEasme (International Relations)
waztdulununas (centrality) 289 \Aniiudsusnadlud a.e. 1919
(Chatterjee 2003, 125) LZazdlanu °wﬁm§@ LAFsinaIudIN A
saafunaeisinslafssothannuas flisvmadssheindmms
mmﬂqmL@%am@umﬁm‘iﬂﬁmmzmﬁ@mﬁmﬁu (common  ground)
mSumsadUnavetiyan Tt ﬁﬁiL’%Méﬁuﬁaamm@@m@%aé’mdn
uh%sﬁaEﬂﬁpﬁ@jmlﬁumvm*ﬁwma@LLmﬁ@maammﬁumﬁauﬁ%lfﬁwm' 5
winfiumenadesmait ue

ol lsifaunsundnvasenusiunes snsadounsulllénn
‘wmii‘iﬂuuwmmﬂm “n2a9 Amnold Wolfers L'%ad ““National Security’
as an Ambiguous Symbol” aﬁmwﬂu Political Science Quarterly Lé‘jaﬂ
e, 1952 g lifiunnaUstlomiwiend (national interest) ARGLeRHY
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Freiassiuag (security interpretation) ¥ W lwmalfiiAnasselemiuia
m@ﬁﬁgﬁél%ashaﬁmmmwmaﬁummﬁumuﬁqma (national security) 1
AN %aﬁ,ﬂﬂm'mm@qmL@%@LLazm@a"ﬂwmzmwwzﬁnaaLLmﬁmJa@
ANNSTLA %ﬂugmmﬂmmaL%mIEJmaLLazmiLﬁaﬂm’%"‘aqﬁasl,umim
wlawne lUUfa Lﬁaamﬂﬁzymmmvls\i%@wL%uwﬁwé”m PPRTEGIRER
asaunqaithnsneaganiezng lfiuloneasmausnnd 13150
feomanifuuletneemssiunsuviena e (Wolfers, 1952: 482-483) WU
Wolfers (1952: 484) mmﬁum mnaﬁaazéﬁwa@miﬁﬂﬂaaqmm (values)
fiesauasasls nanda %iﬁﬂ’lﬂmﬁuﬂd@ﬁllLﬁ?ﬁiﬂ@]ﬂ@%i%é%@ﬁ&lmﬂ
™3 b BRMevan (core values) Wonandes semaTsdsdnanini
mwﬁm‘ﬁ%&qmmﬁqna’nmﬂ IONRATUS I anuSnsITIRNT
w%aa@wﬁaamaaaﬁuagﬁumm mﬁmaﬁgslumiﬂa@mmLLaszﬁmz
fin sanu

mms&'l’um%@Lﬂuqmﬁwﬁ%gﬁiﬁmmmm Taen Wiatssawnfiass
LL@iazmﬂw%aﬁaaﬁu%ua%iﬁumiﬁiuﬁu (measure) DIUGIALTF AN
shaafimatszu 2 wwnms léun WWIMIIeN3 o (objective sense) LAy
LI 8 (subjective sense)  NaN@e hmﬁmq% 4 emaiuag
‘]Jizl,ﬁumi@ﬁidaQjLLﬁQLQJ@ﬁN@%Jj‘HBGﬁEJQﬁmN (presence/absence of threat)
@iaqmmﬁwé’ﬁhwmé’@% "y ﬂ%WNﬁ%ﬂdﬂizLﬁ%mi@ﬁi\‘iaQJLLaZVLS\i@ﬁNa%‘
99903NE (presence/absence of fear) Mameihaduaranagneld
NuAN@IN (Wolfers, 1952: 484-485) Faihs anssnsanAetuldfdaiie
Hud szmﬁﬁaqﬂmmﬁ”’amﬁmqﬁ “UUATNIEEn " aehalsheny Wolfers
(1952: 485) LW miﬂiztﬁummLﬂuvlﬂvlé’ﬁ%gazgﬂ%maham@@1134'
wnsovh ideehaduiagh o

ﬂmmammﬁumaaﬂL‘flml,mmﬁmqﬁ “Ullazaen  gaag Wolfers
b adIfiuans “Niussenieaadnen (epistemology) HULWIAAE
AMNIMAY  BARADIT Michael C. Wiliams 713 lsifindierie &ryams
AN NRUSSInadamTiuTinuar liiuTINesdUsEnausnee) vad
mwﬁmmﬁum (Williams, 1998) Barry Buzan &g Lene Hansen (2009:

o I -
U9 3 atun 2 w@Wah 6 (INAN-Tgwew 2558) | 25



26

32-35) GIRLANANNAGAURY Wolfers ez snAnIasesuasoanin
3 WULNUINEN ISR NN teun

1. BUULAWIAHA 8 (objective conception)

mmsﬁumgﬁﬁmﬂuﬁmL%ﬁ@]qLLazslﬁmm EYNUMIUITLEY
ﬁaqﬂmmm%‘gﬁ'u LLazﬁﬁamwiumaﬂaaﬁmﬁa@ﬂﬂmﬁu JERtan
AN WNINYNIINE) (Material capabilities) Fushada (Buzan and Hansen,
2009: 33) @’amﬁummmmmmu‘?m% “usnfunAneasnnasiue
Pa9nse A “aflenlvial (neo-realism) wazt 3Hunlns (neo-liberalism)
(Waltz, 1979; Chatterjee, 2003)

2. BUULKUWEAT 8 (subjective conception)

ANHSAIULMIEE "B Weyrasseifen 3 IV
(norm) EANENVIANANNMALMTTLMN LAZLILNNTIONNT QNN
¥ iﬂmenaqmmmummmﬂm ek (Buzan and Hansen, 2009:
33) mamqmi@mwnmmmmum@mmemuam “ufa  nmenduld
dhene lsloanmennasiuag (security dilemma) Fomsngde  ameiidie
mﬂmm@qm@%aﬁmﬁmqmgwmmaami@ﬁLﬁuuiamammﬁum &
ﬁﬂﬁ%gé‘mﬁ@mmﬂé”a (fear) wazisnmza s laiuvinan (uncertainty) 1
MwaedaNserUsane gl nsndsainldaghefaiauims
@ﬁLﬁuuiamaé’@ﬂénﬁ@m}immm%aﬂmﬁu (defensive) ReLfinas
Suaslaaaduanlase Hessmihalsumefidiunownsylas (anarchy) 38
NqAslananenTaznTIu (offensive) WowAsuuas omsidi (status quo)
mazéfaﬂa'ns’iﬁﬁﬂﬁ%géiu%umwmevl,sigﬂé”law,azmvlﬂm'miﬁ'a ¢ o
Maga13D L‘ﬁ'a%uﬁaﬁuﬁaqﬂmuﬁmaLﬁcﬂ%u, VMIFInaINALY 1A
AN AT N RN Dot (Herz, 1951: 17-42; Wheeler and
Booth, 1992: 29-30) Tudit emasnausmMaded “aiflnn siouaes
WULLWWIRED &) FelsuaNNsueIn NI RANN 13N3aMa
"iquLazﬁaQﬂ@mmmﬁ@iﬁ@agja’%@ ST IRITERRY. o “vasllleun o
‘vﬁaa%'mﬁmﬁummﬁumLmeﬁmq% o mnud I ALenen N
mansay (filter) rasnnaiuasdtsemu (subjectivity) (Buzan and Hansen,
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2009: 33) P NIANATUASTNULLNUESA 8 o RLERENGRHEGIREEY
(balance of threat) %ﬂLﬂuwawﬁwﬁwaamm o “aflealval (Walt, 1987)

3. LUULLWNKIINNSIN (discourse conception)

ARSI MNTTHUEL 54089 (premise) VDSULUELTTS
asihsduiioh emsuag wiengnilens lefaehafuing o luwmseseriudhs
mmsﬁl’umLﬂ‘flumiﬂizﬁwaaﬁt,ﬂw (act of speech) #3aIaUNTIN (speech
act) namde WieRMmILsEANe MRS (M3 AseNauAsEhwIILAY)
Hunuasiglssme Amganidn (emergency condition) Wazdhs visTiay
1¥35mslee) “71;351Lﬂ%Lﬂla‘:ﬂﬁﬂ?iﬁﬂﬁ&l@ﬂﬂ?ﬁ\lﬁ@ﬁi‘da%I (existential threat)

aehslsfiens ﬁa@gnmméﬁmdn%@iﬁ@a%ivl,@’w’ﬁ@iat,ﬁaﬂimmxmuﬂﬁ
{B9867 “899 (intersubjective process) tiufide dasldsumsaensian
fu aevamailesd °wﬁmd%ﬂuﬁmmmmsﬂ’um (security problem) a3
MM aiilas (political agenda) = ana hmmtﬁm’%@ﬁaqﬂmﬁa
Lailéihsengeshadiuioni o Kot anusunsmenmnssadaiin
miﬂﬁﬁaﬁlﬁwﬁdﬁummad (self-referential practice) (Buzan and Hansen,
2009 33-34) BE AULLBINNIUAIMNLUDUNYNNNTIHN AanseLl
fo winlewluieini (The Copenhagen School) (Waever, 1995; Buzan,
Weever, and de Wilde, 1998)
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MULLKWIAGD 8 LWUULHNUDAD 8 LUULHNWIINNTTH

“nEgnisalsgafy|-nsvn Aa iinlewu-
anes LN

731 eenlagan Buzan and Hansen (2009: 34)

UNONH IR A NI HLIUMNRNNTIN HuMaLRTe
noeenNTunsERe (securitization theory) TaiTmibelumnmi] 6y
909 winlawmeainu leagdousldndfiay 30 15z Womemnudiinan
wsvaEdees inlawhuanudssidunzinsnniinlusmsAnmevesing

1 a 2 2 £ o 6
wazwnu bifisnglumBsinsmmnlne ofls didauinivieniomans Ole
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Weever dailuumifaauiuurasmnudenusiuasssio g Wever i
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mwﬁmmsﬁumﬂigﬁ@L‘flmqwﬁmm inlausnudildsuas
ﬁwa&imﬂnslmmgjﬁfﬂ%wmsﬁmmmﬁumﬁﬂm (security studies) g4
ganamgnL uwaiuaSauanlon Ole Weever Tughanenaay 1990 vhanan
ATl ANEEINsTiaraEnamMsEIANaTuaY (security agenda) 9N
L@Nﬁ@iwﬁ@aQmwwmmﬁummaﬁg (security of the state) slﬁmamqm
mmﬁummaﬁméﬁﬁa (referent object) 5%@] LAZMIHEINLINAAYD9
erasuaa el

miv‘iﬂﬁmmﬁummau@qm%mé’m@maﬁmﬁamﬂ%gmvlﬁ;
ﬁtymﬁdwmmﬁum%ﬂmmﬂmmﬁ@ﬁﬁaamwwm&lﬁ’uﬁzymmams
Hesifudonnifasmasuliie mane emguatnsdu Saflann
S uunanEaamrIassuduenasiung (security issue) 130
‘f]zymmmsﬁumaaﬁmni]tymmmmﬁaqﬁ'u Waever (1995 47-49) L 48
1 udevasenaiuag fo anasiunuviend %aﬁ%fglﬂu’imqﬁwawm
mmaﬂl’%m (referent object of security) LWiW?JLﬂ%LLWJﬁ@LaEJ’Jﬁﬁmm
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Faauialdsumssansutivie LLu,’mmaqmmmummm@ammﬁ LLsm
@mmumauVLmuamwamﬂwafmslmu@umm AeNa mu‘u, AnaTuag
Fasrhanudnlashu3nae (mode of thought) POIANNIUAIAITR

é’uameﬁm’;ﬁmmmmﬁma Ao emauesuenfenasiueg
ﬁdLﬂ%ﬁ’J%’imm WINRANE  (specific  problematique) Y30 WINVBINT
UpTieanwg (specific field of practice) 19933 MWanwal (image) 289
miqﬂmmmzmiﬁwmsla%ﬁ‘lml (sovereignty) Forhanariuuar AT
wnresiley myitﬂsnaﬁg Aaflunsufiifuuuaciu (typical operations)
289 WIN MWW (specificity) 2a9umiae 2l wauaymsUNTa
wuathmes wsdna i msrenemssmsenssiasliama
(sector) Aus) ﬁﬁﬂQﬂ@’]Q\I\'LQJSL‘Z%‘Y]NWWWLLaz%ﬂ\lSJVLGQW/Lﬂ‘LﬁWQéJNSG Fuiln
FasBafo Wi fions mwsmnzaasenssiuas lumnandy
F msfionswndesasenssiuec s lvsanfumsanneuanssiundld
wAnssn s uEanUsEa I (Waever, 1995 49-51) aInfinan
adnade Waever (1995 51) Aerhmuadaden HANIN WIDTEY W
W09l "t ”q@m?&amw%amﬁumiﬂﬁﬁ@Lmuaﬁuﬁ‘ﬂdmaaﬁa
nevin (set of agents) Lmﬂﬂmmmﬂu mmmmmum (security field)
adasefanay emssaIiNARainTe s “saiBeded s
meli wadmne

WNeMNTAaETs zﬁaua"m:mzL@mwzﬁna@ﬁmmmmﬁ'mq fa A
Suflisaeian (urgency) Tevaneda miﬁ;ﬁ%ﬁwma%gé”mmwmaumiﬂu
M3l Reuanmilonszuaumsmensiionind  adansiy

mazaq,ﬂLammﬁaqﬂﬂmﬁlﬁ@%uaa'na’mL%ﬁm,ﬁuﬁu@mwiamma%i

saeasatulon (Waever, 1995: 51) Mmﬁﬁ‘%@qﬁwﬁmmmmﬁum‘l@ﬂﬁg
mmLﬁ'qmwﬁaaa%ﬂmx@fuL@“\mﬁumﬁuﬁaﬁuﬁa@nmmmawmi (Peoples
and Vaughan-Williams, 2010: 77)
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g 1 < [~ £ | a o Yo Y 2 1
athsmaSuaandusuanusoasylas wﬂmgmaflfﬁmmwmymama
Wnf samdemsl#isnmavenmilanszuaumsundidierh lAfugnensiss
nauNe b aa'nvliﬁ’mﬂumiﬁﬁﬁﬁmié’ménL‘Vhﬁu%fgé’maw%ﬁmﬂu
wnzastlymenuduasfiinez LLazﬁz:ymﬁmﬁﬂgﬁﬁmﬂ@a%guazﬁm%ﬁu
W (Waever, 1995: 54) bt WHEWA (power holder) 1M1ITWENENS
o 1% [~ dl dl } L% A [ tlz dl 4
W issdunnedasriunamssamnaadullamensiuas walild
m%qmimuqmimﬁummﬁu miﬂizﬁ@mmﬁmﬁ@magﬂ%lﬁawa
Uaeleml wemld (Weever, 1995: 54-55)

nhuasadenuiiuasdesls Tumsnaudmudonan ynowed
ANNAUAIUSERINELENLIAAIDIMN ) TauNIIN (speech act theory)
299 J. L. Austin (Weever, 1995: 55) %@Lﬂmmmwﬁmmmwimm (lan-
guage theory) MlaMNTeyi (language act) (Austin, 1962: Peoples
and Vaughan-Wiliams, 2010: 77) Q=) RunTaading 1am (utter-

1 2~ = U a o A a 1 [~

ance) balldiduiesmaidan sedvEond  mnuddaduman asms
nsgvhemngdnvaaduTaunsss (Austin, 1962) Waever (1995) L %8N

< [T A < My o . Ay
anusuaaduTaunssn nanfe ansuastallendu we (sign) it
faemnusuaaiiuase luneassruihaenusiuamnssh (act) wawile
Amathsinemnasiunsgumizasipilaersiumils (move) Tasmai@mame
(particular development) hfsaanyuSnaufianzas (specific area) wagld
madanaais “nsRelumslfnasmsles)  Adiuhdidudenyads
MILNFIINET PRENTH mdwmiﬁwmﬁwﬂuﬁaQﬂmmiaa%ﬁvl,@lEJ 738
Ton)inaBeTaInNNTUAS (Weever, 1995 55) AU NARLIEYBITAUNTTH
ANNTUAY (security speech act) fia MIAeuaNNTsNaAINLILINTIL
Iay (Waever, 1995: 56)
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ATLLIUMTINIGUL s ITiudnwaie dy 3 Usems deemsusn
fa  anuduaadumsit asnsnszyin SeumsUfif  wazwasaIns
b a9lg Suenaasadesdis (primary reality) tsgmatinsnAaanusua
frauanaUay Hasan mummsﬁumgﬂzﬁwﬁﬁlﬁa%’mwwmmm’%nm
ngnL AaleTanunIsNLazlsems q@ﬁwﬁaﬁwmwﬁaLﬂuﬂﬁﬁammi
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¢nssey) (existence) ﬁﬂaaﬁa@ﬂmw’?ﬁﬁmwaa%ﬂvlmmaﬁg (Weever, 1995:
55-56)

o @ < 2 6 A

MU Waever (19951 54-57) @NNNUASANIIL DIWMTANL 09

GLﬁLﬁWJmmi@hiqagﬁﬂaqﬁmmmmﬂumLLazmmmiﬁsL%mau U9 A
ool laisiuns (insecurity) 1 enumsainalumanusuaagiAe I
wellenean lalilsnesmanay was il @awuﬁumaLLazﬁawmvlsiﬁuﬂqag
Fanfume i xenusuasReit

aehalsfionudasiensentindl mslFaunIsnaNNTuas A
AnAxsaaNagsenresagiedein  ldhlRAaiigmeanuduns
Tedhrassies mnugiduanumenanneasly visadu mﬁﬂugmzéh

A a <& L A o 6 o @ o
W aefitlsEinanNuas (securitizing actor) 7lagyh Witlsuiduarnzdn
TUMONNTUAT  ANNNLIINGINA1NTUN M TIUF LU LA
aeneaNuEuay (securitizing move) (Peoples and Vaughan-Wiliams
2010, 76) %@Lﬂmﬁm@@ﬁmé’u (threshold) FB9ANHNNUAILTEAG NI

° < v.I/ a a [~3 2 14 a i// é/
AN SavasanNiuastssAnasienuidulyifnnteuieslatinan
aeffiudnu eouazdonladue dhe (Buzan, Waver, and de Wide, 1998:
25, 31-33)

ADIUUAOUS:NN

ANasuasLlseiion (securitization) HRaiEnduaINMTLELe ML
WallszinanusangeL mﬁﬂizﬁmmmﬁum%@mmaﬁﬁg@mé’ﬂ
TutSuneasunanai NandaBemaunfnduluLeas Weever UeIRARN
4 3 o @ o 14 [<3 [~ u.I/ A 1
Furiiaslsy vann 1Salumavh ilssduwamnadhillymenasiiaavia s
%uaq’ﬁumwaﬁu (acceptance) TB9KTY 19TOITAUNTINANNLUAI (au-
dience of the security speech act) I@EJL%WWB;J%U 1391 M@ty (significant
audience) (Buzan, Weever, and de Wilde, 1998 23-31) NUIuGUANE
wdutlymenusduasenunisyszia

Lo (% GIJ = [~ o d‘ v A U <

3L 1922TRAUNTINANNIUAIRUTUG L A9I6I0 wihtlsudule
dudamennduas  Tdladhn aefidseinanusiuaaeialsfiang
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sexSUTay 1masinaeesey (civilzed) WipawaEE (unciviized) 6t
¥t %ua%iﬁmmﬁsmmmﬁaa (political order) 31 F9aeUUANN sasla
(consent) waamMsLULNAU (coercion) %@Lmﬂ@mﬁuvl,ﬂélmwiaz%g (Buzan,
Weever, and de Wilde, 1998: 25)

Gauly o 3u (facilitating condition) Fofinanans “uwug
(relationship) FeWIEILL A W0RIRALEn U (subject) 2849 WINANN
Sunsfinasionsaassy vise IlponFI2095U 13 mTzana B
Snmnge NIRT (asymmetrical) NaRBRLN AYREA T
ﬁagmmmﬁummmdwﬁm AgBU Lﬁa@mﬂa%ih@mmmﬁﬁqm TG
finldsumseansurifie wu 33 Jlismaly navrsah Wudhe (Wee—
ver, 1995 57) wiinsesie Alsifishn asle WNINENNASNAVBIA NN
Sfunatlszialdotha Nyt Ko Goula ‘o Sadafi mmn@é’amﬁag’
meldnmsu amesaunssnausiLag (Buzan, Waever, and de Wilde,
1998: 31)

Saunssnansiuasii@ouls 9 5u 3 Uszms wseanldifu
Govlamels fudelamenen Tnefimeavdundel

1. L‘i‘auvlﬂlmslstu (internal condition)

mndudonlamelurasiaunssuanusives  nandelnsal
YNMENE @35 (linguistic-grammatical) vas¥aunssndaaiuliamandn
WAIMIN3zyh (rule of the act) Ko Goula "o Sanlszmsusn léun ms
vlrannsssfulymanmsUitauunaiuaes wnenadues Sufde
ma’mumﬂﬁﬁﬁaqﬂmmLsfamu wae llfnuwmaun letlymuanainmsid
eI (Buzan, Weever, and de Wilde, 1998: 32-33)

2. L‘aiauvlmmauan (external condition)

15umms “sesuaznzdasiinidanlanmeusnaasfaunssnans
fuas nande ANNANILTDIYANAUREMNILWIARBNFDIN AL

slumstsrAnemusiuns @ Sawly 9 Salszmsdesn e I
M9 9AN  (social capital) BIGLL aeTisEAnaNsLa %ﬂﬁaqaﬁu
FumifiisafiToussIs (authority) Togsnnafironsssatmeamane
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Assnnafifumemaviolifle  wsuSouly o Susems Ay Ag
ﬁﬂwmzsnaaﬁa@ﬁ@mﬁgﬂﬂizﬁmw T Y vive darne emasunssyAn
g Ussdnaafismanienuiulildiesfegl@sumsfiarandndiu
Hymenusiuns Wiudu (Buzan, Waver, and de Wilde, 1998: 32-33)

ANNsAssEAne SaRdaiaYaunsInanusuasldTuns
HONSLUNNETL ﬁdwﬂiwﬁuﬁgﬁﬁizﬁmLﬂuﬁtymmmﬁum LAZNT6N
namdagily MIasdaNIELIUMIINIasUNGaEsaUTIN Snteue
a&ﬁ@ﬁsﬁamﬁm%@L‘flmaﬂé’ﬂmimaaﬁmmmmﬁum SRR IER
é’ﬂwmzauﬁ@Lﬁ@%ﬂwmagmmu uet baiflenumausTan (Buzan, Weever,
and de Wilde, 1998: 25)

nanlee U A s ca I (logic of securitization)
Ao mafidssduams videtne At uad%ﬂuﬁa@ﬁmmﬁﬁimg
aa’w\‘m@L%wiammagia@maﬁmqﬁnaq LLazmﬁmmiﬁuﬁaqﬁmmﬁuﬁ
emnssseniiemefiardins ¥ msRirsenuiiomsslosng Tny
mMaFInanasianNTausTIN ez b m'mamamﬂﬁaaﬁ’@iaLﬁavl,@?%‘umi
HaNTUNASL AR Fai AnauessREeeaiuged e
wazaaNL7 “uiugma “sna

un su

20 1 ) Y u'z 1 1

@mmzwmmwmwﬂﬂ@mmmmw;mmamaammum@Lmamﬂ@
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