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ABSTRACT
Doctoral Thesis
Doctor of Philosophy (Ph.D.)
Security Dynamics in the South Caucasus in light of RSCT: The Unsettled
Conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh

Eshgin TANRIVERDI

Dokuz Eyliil University
Graduate School of Social Sciences
Department of International Relations

International Relations Program

The South Caucasus is one of the most conflict-ridden regions in the
world. This thesis aims to analyze regional conflicts and security dynamics in
the South Caucasus and possible peace settlement processes. Particularly, it
focuses on the unsettled conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh, in light of the
Regional Security Complex Theory. The RSCT has been developed by Buzan
and Waever, and had been applied to all the regions in the world. The South
Caucasus has been identified as a regional sub-complex in the post-Soviet arena.
The Nagorno-Karabakh conflict is considered one of the bloodiest conflicts that
happened in the post-Soviet zone after the end of the Cold-War. The South
Caucasus region has caught the attention of foreign scholars from various
aspects: regional security, conflict resolution and peacebuilding, energy politics,
diplomacy, and so on. Conducting an articulate analysis of the Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict, the thesis intends to arrange a theoretical correlation with
RSCT. Since the beginning of the conflict until today, the volatile character of
the conflict had an overwhelming impact on shaping the regional security
dynamics in the South Caucasus. The structure of the research has articulately
displayed the entitled conflict in the three main columns, as warfare; no war
and no peace situation; the involvement of the external actors in the resolution
process. In addition, the research elaborates on how interstate conflict shapes

the policies of Azerbaijan and Armenia. The effectiveness of the unresolved
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conflict doesn’t limit itself to making drastic changes in regional security, but it
has also become an incentive for potential terror attacks in the region. As a
result, the thesis makes a conclusion in two parameters: whether Nagorno-
Karabakh as a regional conflict in the South Caucasus matchup with the
characteristics of the Regional Security Complexes; in regards to security
implication, the role of the external actors to fulfill the expectations of

Azerbaijan and Armenia on the basis of peaceful resolution.

Keywords: South Caucasus, Regional Security Complex, Azerbaijan’s foreign

policy, Armenia’s foreign policy, Nagorno-Karabakh.



OZET
Doktora Tezi
Bolgesel Giivenlik Kompleksi Teorisi 15181Inda Giiney Kafkasyada Giivenlik
Dinamikleri: Céziimlenmemis Daghk-Karabad Catismasi

Eshgin TANRIVERDI

Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii
Uluslararasi Iligkiler Anabilim Dal
Ingilizce Uluslaras: iliskiler

Doktora Programi

Giiney Kafkasya diinyada en cok catismanin oldugu bolgelerden biridir.
Bu tez, Giiney Kafkasya'daki bolgesel ¢catismalari, giivenlik dinamiklerini ve
olas1 baris ¢oziimleme siireclerini analiz etmeyi amaclamaktadir. Ozellikle
Bolgesel Giivenlik Kompleksi Teorisi 15181nda ¢6ziimlenmemis Daghk-Karabag
catismasi incelenmistir. BGKT, Buzan ve Waever tarafindan gelistirilmis ve
diinyanin tiim boélgelerine uygulanmstir. Giiney Kafkasya, Sovyetler sonrasi
donemde bolgesel bir alt kompleks olarak tamimlanmis bélgelerden biriydi.
Daghk Karabag catismasi, Soguk Savasin sona ermesinden sonra Sovyet sonrasi
bilgede meydana gelen en kanh catismalardan biri olarak kabul edilir. Giiney
Kafkasya bolgesi yabanci akademisyenlerin dikkatini cesitli ac¢ilardan
cekmistir: bolgesel giivenlik, uyusmazhklarin ¢oziimii ve baris insasi, enerji
politikalar1 ve diplomasi ve benzeri. Daghk-Karabag catismasi iizerine detayh
analiz yiiriiten bu tez, BGKT ile teorik bir iliski kurmayr amag¢lamaktadir.
Catismanin baslangicindan bugiine kadar, ¢catismanin gecici niteligi Giiney
Kafkasya'daki bolgesel giivenlik dinamiklerini sekillendirmekte biiyiik bir
etkiye sahipti. Bu nedenle arastirmanin yapisi bu catismayi, savas durumu,
savasin olmamasi-barisin olmamasi durumu ve dis giiclerin miidahalesi durumu
olarak ii¢c farkh sekilde acikca ortaya koymustur. Ayrica, arastirma,
devletleraras1 catismanin Azerbaycan ve Ermenistan politikalarimi nasil

sekillendirdigini incelemektedir. Coziimlenmemis catisjmanin etkinligi, bolge
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giivenliginde sert degisiklikler yapma konusunda kendisini sinirlamaz, ancak
bolgeye yonelik teror saldirilan icin de tesvik edici bir unsur haline gelmistir.
Sonu¢ olarak, tez iki parametrede bir sonuca varma egilimindedir: Daghk
Karabag'in Giiney Kafkasya'da bolgesel bir ihtilaf olarak Boélgesel Giivenlik
Komplekslerinin o6zellikleriyle eslesip eslesmedigini; giivenlik baglaminda

Azerbaycan ve Ermenistan'in baris¢il beklentilerinde dis aktorlerin rolii.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Giiney Kafkasya, Bolgesel Giivenlik Kompleksi,
Azerbaycan dis politikasi, Ermenistan dis politikasi, Daghk-Karabag.
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INTRODUCTION

The South Caucasus region shares boundaries with Turkey, Russia, Iran, and
is positioned in the crossway of Asia and Europe. The South Caucasus geopolitically
has gained prominence by being the vying center of the Post-Cold War period.
Geopolitical and geostrategic importance of the region was not only understood or
gained attention since the 1990s but in every part of the history, the region was at the
center of skirmishes.

The South Caucasus region is a fascinating study area with its regional,
political, cultural and energy perspectives. The region predominantly caught the
international media’s attention and has a particular place in the international politics
literature with its political and security issues per se. Furthermore, the South
Caucasus has attracted international attention through regional dynamics, which
specifically escalated after the end of the Soviet Union.

The failure of the Soviet Union brought advantages for the Caucasian states
to realize their dreams of regaining independence. However, the road to
independence paved with adversaries. The South Caucasus region got into the
threshold of a new era. Some interethnic conflicts began in the region after the 1980s
and coincided with the Soviet Union’s fragmentation. Some other conflicts began
during the 1990s and passed through very complex phases. Interethnic conflicts had
been served in variegated forms. Some conflicts were extended to become an
interstate war such as the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Some conflicts are in
preserved condition. Moreover, in those states from time to time by depending on the
current regime, conflicts were sometimes igniting, and sometimes inflaming, which
has been observed in the cases of Georgia-Abkhazia, and Georgia-South Ossetia.
Nowadays, various forms of solutions have been proposed. Regarding the Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict, the compromise is assumed to rely mostly on great powers’
decision. In some conflicts, government agencies prefer to make consensus in the
conflict zones. This sometimes appeared with hard and sometimes with soft forms of
reaction as in the case of Georgia.

All entitled conflicts are a big threat to regional security from various

perspectives. All the attempts to achieve the peaceful settlement proved futile,



because of the volatile interstate interactions and border clashes, which triggered the
sides to go into a new bloody war such as in Nagorno-Karabakh.
a) Scope and objective of the thesis:

The thesis predominantly focuses on the South Caucasus region and security
relations within, since the end of the Cold War. The detailed security relations are
examined focusing on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict.

This conflict started as an interethnic conflict in the territory of the Soviet
Union, whereas, after the dissolution of the Soviet Union the status of the conflict
became an interstate one. Today the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict between Azerbaijan
and Armenia is considered as the most problematic regional issue in the South
Caucasus. Since the ceasefire agreement held in 1994, both sides have run into a
consistent peace negotiation process. However, demands of two countries are quite
diverse. The Republic of Azerbaijan prioritizes the territorial integrity and put this
issue at the top of the foreign policy agenda. While negotiating with the Armenia,
Azerbaijan demonstrates an irrevocable demand on the withdrawal of the Armenian
armies from the occupied territories with no condition. However, the Republic of
Armenia stands on justifying the occupation by stating the historic desire of the
ethnic Armenians in the Nagorno-Karabakh to be part of Armenia. In the early 1987,
the rise of the Armenian minorities in the Karabakh region had escalated the
spreading of the ethnic skirmishes. Armenia still relies on the self-determination
initiative and the Armenian political elites are constantly announcing this during the
negotiations.

Presently, the status of the conflict is complying on the status quo and
ceasefire agreement. However, the formation of the conflict signaled the future
potential border clashes and ceasefire violations. The worst one happened between 2-
5 April 2016, the ‘Four Day April War’. Both sides lost hundreds of soldiers and big
amount of the munitions were destroyed. The April War has also destroyed the hope
for a peaceful resolution, and since then war is on the threshold of the border. The
April War had alerted other states, but the Russian command let everyone put the
weapons down. Similar to the other international conflicts, the Nagorno-Karabakh

conflict necessitated the support of the external actors in the implementation of the



resolution. The external actors have been Russia, Turkey, the EU (OSCE-Minsk
Group) and the USA.

In this thesis, the security dynamics of the South Caucasus region is
considered as a crucial aspect to be analyzed. Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia are
the three states in the South Caucasus region. In this region, security dynamics
became unpredictable with unstable regional conflicts, sometimes staying silent and
other times triggering sides to go into a real war. There are three conflicts in the
region: Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, Georgian-South Ossetian conflict and Georgian-
Abkhazian conflict.

The thesis examines the security dynamics in the South Caucasus in the light
of the Regional Security Complex Theory. This thesis focuses on the regional
security dynamics, specifically by concentrating on the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict.
The main objective is to find whether the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict might
restructure the Regional Security Complex.

b) Research methodology:

The thesis tries to answer several questions as below:

1. What are the conditions that might lead to the regional destabilization in the

South Caucasus?

2. How does the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict affect the regional security
relations?

3. Does the South Caucasus obtain the characteristics of the RSCs?

4. How do the South Caucasus security dynamics respond to the RSCT?

The thesis offers two main hypotheses as below:
1. Interethnic and interstate conflicts in the South Caucasus introduce more
competitive interaction among the regional actors, which also influences the regional
security dynamics. The continuation of the border clashes triggers the potential for a
‘new war’, and threatens the peace process by making situation more complex.
2. The unsettled Nagorno-Karabakh conflict with its unpredictable nature leads
the South Caucasus into a regional security complex.

The OSCE, EPNK, agreements (Bishkek Protocol and Basic Principles),
official statements, interviews, and declarations are some of the primary sources used

for analyses. Secondary sources have been collected from the annual and quarterly



journals, articles, books, newspapers (mostly online), relevant websites, and
manuscripts. An empirical research is done to analyze Azerbaijan and Armenian
foreign policy through looking over the mainstream media in Azerbaijan and
Armenia. English and Russian sources are analyzed. Track II Diplomacy is held with
the unofficial representatives of the conflicted sides. The main aim is articulately
searching out the possible and better method to establish peace.

c) Theoretical conception:

In order to analyze the security relations in the region, the Regional Security
Complex Theory is adopted. According to the RSCT, the regional actor cannot
attempt to have a separate security concern apart from other actors. The regional
actors have security interdependence and common concerns on securitization. The
RSCT has been proposed and developed by Buzan and Waever in their book titled
‘Regions Power: The Structure of International Security’ in 2003. They emphasized
the significant aspects of territoriality and security dynamics within. They examined
the worldwide Regional Security Complexes, including the South Caucasus region
under the roof of the post-Soviet arena. Certainly for being one Regional Security
Complex, there are various factors, however, this thesis examines only from the
ongoing conflict perspective.

d) Structure of the thesis:

This thesis consists of four chapters. Chapter I explains the theoretical and
conceptual framework of the thesis including definition of region as well as regional
security. The thesis evaluates the case study on regional basis and in regional
security dynamics. Chapter I also introduces characteristics of securitization. The
thesis is based on the Regional Security Complex Theory. The first version of this
theory as well as modified one has been presented. The geographical proximity is the
important point for security complex, where inter-subjective issues among the states
has to be handled together. Buzan also elaborates the distinction of various forms of
security complexes, which are coherently devising the security complexes’ structure.
Chapter I provides an empirical application of the RSCT over the South Caucasus
region. The South Caucasus has been examined under the umbrella of the Post-
Soviet zone. In this sense, Buzan defined the South Caucasus as a sub-complex. In

addition, within the chapter the plausible interconnectedness between the RSCT and



the South Caucasus has been rendered, by taking into account all the features of the
RSCT. At the last section, it is explained whether analysis of the thesis over the case
study was objectively approached or with subjective partiality. Usually, the different
sides blame each other on giving fake information related to the Nagorno-Karabakh
conflict. Impartiality has been sometimes observed in the research works of the
foreign scholars. Not all the foreign scholars are able to access primary sources and
even if they do, primary sources may not be objective. The sensitivity of the case
study for Azerbaijan and Armenia has influenced the research process, but it did not
make a negative effect on the credibility of the research. Both countries’ citizens
have been bounded to cross the border, and in this circumstance to conduct Track II
diplomacy research has been impossible. However, to fill the gap, the related media
sources have been analyzed thoroughly to measure the tensions and attitudes of the
political elites, scholars, and public.

Chapter II consists of two sections. In general, it highlights the historical
backgrounds of the South Caucasus conflicts. Even though the thesis evaluates the
application of the RSCT over the unsettled Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, because of
its geographical location in the South Caucasus, other regional conflicts (Georgian-
Abkhazia, Georgian-South Ossetia) have to be briefly presented in order to
understand regional security complexes. Therefore, the historical dynamics and
development of the Georgian ethnic conflicts have been presented. First section
encompasses the starting reasons of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Although the
interethnic skirmishes began in the late 1980s, states have been in a bloody war since
1991. Armenia’s territorial claim over the Nagorno-Karabakh had eroded interstate
relations, and plenty of rallies had been observed in both states. Russia had tempted
Armenia to continue redundant and subversive attitudes over Nagorno-Karabakh
region. Evolution of the interstate war ended up with 20 percent territorial loss of
Azerbaijan. The ceasefire agreement in 1994 became a solvent action, which made
countries to give a little break. In the second section, because of the regional
significance the Georgian-Abkhazian and Georgian-South Ossetian conflicts are
explained. The starting reasons, escalations, and outcomes of the conflicts are

elaborated. The latest Russo-Georgian war was held in 2008, which was an important



moment for the region when Russia solely proclaimed the republics of Abkhazia and
South Ossetia.

The Chapter III examines interstate relations of Azerbaijan and Armenia
since the ceasefire agreement in 1994. In the first section, the reasons for the
ceasefire agreement and consistent peace negotiations under the supervision of the
Minsk Group are widely elaborated. In addition, the evaluation of the consecutive
border clashes and ceasefire violations are summarized. The volatility in the border
has been examined through several examples. The most hazardous skirmishes
occurred in 2-6 April 2016, which was lately named as the ‘Four Day April War’, or
the ‘April War’. That war drastically changed the level of social and political tension
in both sides. The societal mindset was structured believing on a renewed Karabakh
war, because the operational spectrum was considerably large unlike previous border
clashes. Both sides used heavy artilleries. Hundreds of soldiers died. After the
international warnings, countries stopped fighting. Unfortunately, this war had
negative effects over the peace negotiation process. Once again, the interstate and
inter-societal distrustfulness emerged.

Chapter IV evaluates the security implication and conflict resolution process
between Azerbaijan and Armenia. The interstate relational development led the
current Azerbaijan and Armenian relations to seem as security dilemma.
Consequently, the current relation between Azerbaijan and Armenia has been quite
tense and distrustful particularly after the April 2016. This might be one of the
reasons that motivate each side on increasing its military capabilities as much as
possible, though they do not demonstrate a clear intention of attack. Even for the
defensive matter, they do invest giant amounts of money for the betterment of the
defense capacity. Interestingly, they run for peaceful negotiations but at the same
time, they focus on the development of military powers. These distrustful state
behaviors shape their foreign policy that is predicting an unresolvable Nagorno-
Karabakh conflict in near soon. The chaotic atmosphere and insecurity in the region
attracts the terror groups to realize their blasts around or inside the region, in order to
destroy interstate relations, politically and economically. The South Caucasus is an
energy hub, which needs high security to precede energy projects. The second

section mainly explains the both countries’ policies concerning conflict resolution



and establishing a peace. The result is quite diverse and uncompromised. Thus, the
newly proposed initiative on preparing the people for peace has been analyzed
through media interviews. Political-military dynamics may reformulate the flow of
negotiation. The regional energy projects also cannot be underestimated with respect
to the conflict resolution process.

Azerbaijan in the region is known as an oil rich country and its natural gas
resources put the country on the prior list of the international economic powers. On
the other hand, Armenia became an isolated country in the region and cannot get the
benefit from the regional projects, yet Georgia does. The regional economic
development became a challenge for Armenia, and presumably, this development
may be an incentive for political elite to get compromise concerning the Nagorno-
Karabakh issue. Thus, the external actors are assumed as a particular influencer in
terms of conflict resolution process. In this regard, Turkey, Russia, the EU, NATO,
and the United Nations role in conflict resolution have been analyzed.
Predominantly, Russia has never left the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict alone, either
being as one of the co-chairs of the Minsk Group or alone. From time to time Russia
behaves paternalistically, since Russia does not want any other external power to be
influenced in the region. Turkey continues its irrevocable support for Azerbaijan, and
maintains closed border relations with Armenia. Turkey serves as an energy route.
The EU tends to apply a peacebuilding policy through the Minsk Group in the
Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. However, since the ceasefire agreement the Minsk
Group did not demonstrate any positive result and indirectly EU’s mission proved
futile. Nevertheless, the EU is interested due to the rich energy resources. The
Caspian oil and natural gas resources are targeted to pass through the EU to reach to
the world market. Comparatively, the EU has more interest on the Georgian ethnic
conflicts rather than the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. The case for NATO and the
United Nations are same. They neither pursue direct involvement nor prefer to
become outer, want to be simply neutral about the conflicts. Yet, NATO is concerned
on the regional security issues and builds up a constant cooperation with the South
Caucasus states for military training in order to help them to restructure the security
relations in the region. There are also the UN Security Council Resolutions on the

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Nevertheless, all the resolutions ask for an unconditional



withdrawal of the Armenian deployed military forces from the occupied territories.

Yet, until now, Armenia did not comply.



CHAPTERI:
CONCEPTUAL and THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK: REGIONAL
SECURITY ENVIRONMENT

1.1. CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

1.1.1. National versus International Security

A comprehensive security analysis is presented in the Buzan’s book titled
‘People, States, and Fear’."" Besides the political and military security, he mentioned
societal, environmental, and economic security. According to Buzan’s work, the
compatibility between national and international security is an important
consideration, thinking that whether international system on behalf of the state is
willing to build cooperation between international and global security. Some others
argue that globalized world integration process is more important which is associated
with the societal security. @

In the classical approach, the state is the main referent. In this sense, the
sclassical deals with national territorial security-territorial waters and air-space and
national sovereignty. Whereas Buzan offers as broader framework of security, the
traditional approaches have given narrowly defined definition.”®’

National security is the main issue considered by realists classical realism
describes the world with mutual fear, constant suspicion, and possibility of conflict,
which puts pressure over states to search for constant survival. Furthermore, system
realism underlines the fact that states are living in an anarchical world order, in
which there is no control above the states. Therefore, the problem for national
security occurs by viewing this anarchical world order, where, states independently
are capable of being armed and any time get ready to defeat or harm one another.
Considerably, establishing and maintaining sustainable armed forces for deterrence

and defense are particular aims of national security policies. National security policy

! Barry Buzan, People, States and Fear: The National Security Problem in International
Relations, A Member of the Harvester Press Group, 1983.

* John Baylis, “The Concept of Security in International Relations”, Globalization and
Environmental Challenges, Hexagon Series on Human and Environmental Security and Peace,
Vol. 3, Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2008, pp. 496,497.

? Anton Grizold, “The Concept of National Security in the Contemporary World”, International
Journal on World Peace, Vol. 11, No. 3, September, 1994, p. 41.



takes calculated measures for international threats such as; terrorists, criminals,
demonstration, rebels and etc.?

Although the ‘national security’ or ‘national interest’ as political formulas
achieves prominence, they should be examined with certain care. The term should
not be understood as the same concept. In general, ‘national interest’ does not
recommend a political track, which others can differentiate and bring alternatives. It
highlights that the policy is designed particularly to promote demands for nations,
rather than individuals, groups and so forth, meaning the policy regards as of lesser
importance to others interests to those of the nation.®

International security has historical background; however, it has obtained
new forms in the 21* century. Today, the international security as a security concept
among the states belongs to the 21% century. Because external threats are not only
coming from states, but from ethnic groups with the hyper-nationalized mindset,
mafias towards government, criminal gangs, poverty, Acquired Immune Deficiency
Syndrome (AIDS) and other epidemics, terrorism, Genetically Modified Organism
(GMO) foods, economic inflation and mismanagement, refugee flows, over-
population, failed states, additionally and most importantly environmental threats
such as pollution effects on destruction of nature, irrigation problems and
diversification of nature. Individuals are the primary victims of a new threats to
human security, societal security, and in general global security.

Pluralists view the world as a mixture of conflict and cooperation. Pluralists
highlight that in the international system states are not the only actors to provide
security. However, the belief is that states obtain an extensive responsibility to
provide a security in international level. Therefore, international security has
different paradigmatic consideration compared to national security.”

International security today does not necessarily associate with military

power. Indeed, during the Cold War in order to maintain security, power was equated

with military capability. Today’s environmental nature and our planet are threatened

* Jennifer Jackson-Preece, Security in International Relations, The London School of Economics
and Political Science, 2011, p. 19.

> Arnold Wolfers, “National Security as an Ambiguous Symbol”, Political Science Quarterly, Vol.
67, No. 4, December, 1952, p. 48.

% Bartel Heurlin and Kristensen, “International Security”, International Relations, (Ed. Jarrod
Weiner and Robert A. Shrire) Encyclopedia of Life Support System, Vol. 2, p. 3.

7 Jackson-Preece, pp.19, 20.
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not by the only traditionally known military issues, but also with issues that are
originated by humans. Most importantly, no matter if, a state is taking precautionary
measures in the face of climate change with its fully prepared military power; they
cannot run away from the influence of climate change. In short, security cannot be
provided only by balance of power, but it is more than that.®

The emergence of International Security studies (ISS) occurred in the period
of the Second World War, where the debates have increased in terms of focusing on
how to protect the states from both external and internal threats. Unfortunately, the
ISS is not able to give a straightforward explanation and exercise as it was wished to
be. The reason is at the beginning the concept of international security did not get
prominent adoption, but progressively it was accepted. It is also true that there is no
universally accepted definition over what actually the ISS consists of. The
description of the ISS is quite intricate and its progressive volatile perspectives
predict what falls in and what does not.”

International Security Studies has faced with the major criticism for its
reliance on the significance of use of military power and state security. This
approach was observed during the Cold War, where international security described
international system with the bipolar nature. At the first state, it was exampled with
an ideological fight between the United States and Soviet Union. Lately, between
them the security dilemma has turned out to become a deterrent method with the
improved nuclear capability."”

The idea of an interdependence emerged by changing the concept of the
international security. The interdependence period has evolved and enlarged the
international security studies framework. The situation has become complicated by
the applied oil embargo over the Organization of the Petroleum Exporting Countries
(OPEC). Thus, the oil producers, particularly the Middle Eastern countries, have

decided to increase their power by limiting the energy resources, which was highly

demanded and needed by other countries. Therefore, the researchers in the

¥ Denise Gracia, “Warming to a Redefinition of International Security: The Consolidation of a Norm
Concerning Climate Change”, David Davies Memorial Institute for International Studies, 20
September 2010, Vol.24, Issue. 3, p.274.

’ Barry Buzan and Lene Hansen, The Evaluation of International Security Studies, Cambridge
University Press, New York, 2009, p.8.

' Bamzi Banchiri and Julie Blase, “International Security in the Age of Globalization”, SCRIBD,
2014, p. 12.
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international security studies have emphasized that considering all these factors the
recognition of the economic importance in the international security cannot be

ignored.""

1.1.2. Region, Regional Security and Level of Analysis

The regionalist perspectives have two historical waves, the first was between
1950 and 1970, and the second one started in the mid-1980s. Many IR and IPE
scholars lately have labeled the following process as the ‘new regionalism’.(lz) This
approaches have emerged with the evolvement of the new regionalism. Those views
have lasted for almost two decades. Indeed, regionalism was called ‘an elusive
concept’ in the most of the literature reviews. Moreover, the scholars extensively
interested in working on regionalism in order to demonstrate the widely accepted
conceptual definition. The conceptual understanding of the region seemed blurring in
the framework of relative subjects. Considerably, the regional studies took place in
geography, particularly in the framework of the empirical research. Thus, the new
regionalism became crucially a central subject of the constant debates. However,
geographers have described the region as a sub-state entity. The core contradiction is
highlighted by exampling the term ‘renaissance of border studies’. On the threshold
of the world politics, the term resembled the Westphalian system. In the borderless
world the term was linked to the prominent research realms within the IR."?

The notion of region, particularly in the framework of the modern
geopolitical discourse has been widely endorsed and accepted. Moreover, it has
gained an important role during the post-Cold War period. Moreover, there is
consistent interaction between different societal sectors such as local, national,

metropolitan, international, and global.!'¥

' Banchiri and Et.al, p.9.

"Rick Fawn, “Regions and Their study: wherefrom, what for and where to?”, Review of
International Studies, Vol. 35, February, 2009, pp. 5,8.

" Fawn, pp.11,12.

' Jessica da Silva Correia de Oliveira, “The Place of the Region in IR”, Contexto Internacional,
Vol. 39, No.1, January/April, 2017, p. 98.
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John Agnew has stated that the researchers in International Relations have
usually associated the term ‘region’, either with the ‘group together with nations that
are seemingly similar, which simplifies a greater complexity’, or to locate the IR

studies in a ‘meso-regional/sub-national field of reference’"'”

that is considerably
bigger than the national, and apparently smaller than international. The emergence of
region has been observed as undeniable level, such as special location or an object,
which can be easily differentiated from the domestic, international, and global levels.
Although it has frequently been in danger of reproducing the same notion in regard
to an objectionable interaction, it has rarely been across but mostly between and
among these levels or scales.!'®

The notion of the region goes against the idea of the nation-state as a
fundamentally geographical unit of delineation, which has obviously been at the
center of the social sciences and humanities in an entire period of the late nineteenth
century. Indeed, the region keeps its articulate and exact social and geographical
parameters. However, it is also undeniable fact that the term is increasingly
becoming an important issue in the other field of studies, though the definition
sometimes don’t even match.!”

The term a region is regularly described as a number of states are situated in
the same geographical location. However, a place where one region’s ending causes
another region’s beginning which is complicated. Moreover, scholars commonly
agree on the idea that a region is envisaged more than only physical proximity. Yet,
despite of an alternative formula, which needs to be used, has also proved
disputes.'®

Regional schematic terms have never been neither political nor simply
intellectual. It is very unpredictable to pin its location or working area. Taking into
account of the certain facts about the world that they tend to play, additionally it is

relevant to their originators also in order to reflect the biases.""

'* John A. Agnew, “Arguing with Regions”, Regional Studies, Vol. 47, No.1, January, 2013, p. 8.

' Jessica da Silva Correia de Oliveira, p. 111.

'7 Agnew (Regional Studies), p.8.

'8 Edward D. Mansfield and Et.al Solingen, “Regionalism”, Annual Review of Political Science,
Vol.13, February 16, 2010, p.146.

" John Agnew, “Regions on the mind does not equal regions of the mind”, Progress in Human
Geography, Los Angeles, Vol. 23, No.1, 1999, p. 95.
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Regional security may be examined in the framework of international
security, which categorically creates two formulas: One is an expected concern of the
external aspects for national security, relatedly is aiming to establish and maintain
either in two or multilateral relationships with other interested parties. These are
relatively the neighboring countries, military alliances, regional institutions, and
organizations for economic and political interaction and so forth. Another one is
considered an international system as a whole. As a last resort is to evaluate the state
in the regional context specifically from an international security perspective.*”

Accordingly, an analytical approach to the concept is more relevant. “The
concept of regional security has a long tradition in IR and was understood as an
effective protection, which was implemented in the system, where the interstate
relations are consistent in the regional scale. This happens basically against the
threats of instability, crises, armed conflicts, and regional wars”. Most regularly, the
essence of security concept at the regional level is usually built up on the ground of
the particular system or via regional alliance, which is going to conduct an action
within the certain region. Therefore ‘regional security institutions are often, but not
always, established on the basis of geographical boundaries of the region, and at the
interface of functional cooperation’.m)

The levels of analysis emerges with its five most regularly used forms in the
international relations studies. These are; [. International system-is highest level of
analysis. 2. [International Subsystem: Within the international system, certain
distinction among the units happens in two ways: certain patterns of relationship, and
occurrence of mutual interdependence. Coherently subsystems are regional 3. Units:
which means an untitled actors are determined by different organizations,
communities, subgroups, plenty of individuals are initiated cohesively get their
independence to have a distinction comparing to others. This initiative is aimed to

upgrade the levels. 4. Subunits: means that within the units there are some organized

groups of individuals, which may be able to influence the behavior of the unit such

%0 Aleksandra Kusztal, “Theoretical Foundations of Regional Security in International Relations: The
overview”, Journal of Science of the Military Academy of Land Forces, Vol. 49, No.1, 2017, p.
18.

*! Kusztal. Et al.
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as - bureaucracies, and lobbies. 5. Individuals: are considered the basement of other
level of analysis. 22)

Besides all these, two levels of analysis have been introduced by David
Singer, as national sub-system and international system. Singer considers
international system as the most complete one. Reasonably, it circumscribes
communication of the system next to the constituent parts of the system. He argues
that international levels of analysis give an awareness of the structure and interaction.
Moreover, it supports the idea of generalizations and predictions. Systematically the
levels of analysis arrange an atmosphere for studying entire international relations.
He adds that lack of details is the core weakness of the systematic level of analysis.
However, the strengthening characteristic of the system is its ability of prediction,
which means the actors’ behaviors can be generally predicted in a systematic
arena.®

In the study of international politics, the comprehensive starting point is
contributed for us by the levels of analysis. It is adaptable methodological tool kit
that provides us to evaluate the different components, which influences the policy
making process. It provides an awareness to question the development of one state’s
foreign policy. Moreover, the occurrence of the international conflicts may be
explained by relative questions. Thus, an intensive interaction creates an available
understanding of the development among the levels. The proponents of the level of
analysis usually have preferences, which levels should be prioritized in the view of
International Relations.*"

Regional security dynamics have usually been observed as a security
dilemma. In international relations such as other theoretical ideas, security dilemma
has its important place in the literature. In the international politics, security dilemma

plays a conceptual role on labeling particular situations. However, theoretical

approach towards the security dilemma has very much endorsed by the

2 Barry Buzan and Et.al, Security: A New Framework For Analysis, Lyne Rienner Publishers,
London, 1998, pp. 5,6.

3 Fakhreddin Soltani, and Et.al, “Level of Analysis in International Relations and Regional Security
Complex Theory”. Macrothink Institute-Journal of Public Administration and Governance, Vol.
4, No. 4, Malaysia 2014, p. 167.

* Tamaki.T, “Levels of analysis of the International System”, Encounters with World Affairs: An
Introduction to International Relations, (Ed. Kavalski, E), Loughhorough University’s Institutional
Repository, 2015, p. 22.
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understanding of causes, regulations, and implications of the security dilemma.
Conceptually, security dilemma took a particular and extended place within the
security policy and IR theory per se, to clarify relevant questions.*” The conceptual
approach to security dilemma in the framework of defensive realism is very crucial,
because of defensive realists’ belief on security dilemma within the context of
cooperation between states possibly to confront with the common enemy.(%) Security
dilemma prepares an interaction between war and peace. Security dilemma had
explained particular events in the world politics, and outbreak of ethnic conflicts in
the post-Soviet Union regions. Furthermore, security dilemma has been used to

@7 @® and preventing potential conflicts in

analyze military races, "’ ethnic conflicts,
certain areas.

There complexity also emerges between the security dilemma and conflict of
interest. The structural differences between defensive and offensive realism remain a
particular reason to come out. According to the defensive realist, approach within the
conflict of interests the occurrence of objective and subjective sides are crucial
outcomes, which may lead to the irreconcilable and reconcilable consequences.
These actual and factual points create another complexity within the conflict of
interests. However, the actual violent conflict does not happen by conflict of
interests. There are some divergences between interests of two states in order to
explain conflict of interests. Obviously, both states will not perceive the same things
at the same time, maybe because they want different things. Accordingly, if two
states get involved in full-scale war or demonstrate measurable threat that may lead
to real war, defines an actual violent conflict. Presumably, complexity remains
between conflict of interests and security dilemma because of these unpredictable

29

dynamics. However, for general observation several key points can be

summarized. Indeed, there is certain competition between conflict of interest and

% Shiping Tang, “The Security Dilemma: A Conceptual Analysis”, Security Studies, Vol.18, No.3,
October 08, 2009, pp. 587-588.

*Shiping Tang, “Fear in International Politics: Two Positions,” International Studies
Review, Vol. 10, No. 3, September, 2008, pp. 451-470.

27 Charles Glaser, “When Are Arms Races Dangerous?”” International Security, Vol. 28, no 4, 2004,
pp-44-48.

**Chaim D. Kaufmann, “Possible and Impossible Solutions to Ethnic Civil Wars,” International
Security, Vol. 20, No.4,1996, pp.139-175.

* Barry Buzan, “New Patterns of Global Security in the Twenty-First Century”, International Affairs
(Royal Institute of International Affairs 1944-), Blackwell Publishing, Vol. 67, No. 3, July, 1991, pp.
440-444.
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security dilemma. However, security dilemma does not necessarily give prominence
to be placed between states, where conflict of interest has already been emerged. In
addition, theoretical approach based on security dilemma explains that two states can
possibly end up in actual conflict, though there is no objective conflict of interest in
between, or there is only irresponsible subjective conflict of interest between them,
on the other hand reconciling conflict of interest become genuinely objective.
Another general observation is an emergence of possible danger in international
politics may happen by the provocation of misperceptions and security dilemma led
states to get into real conflict. Thus, predators might trigger the escalation of the
conflict in the international politics as an offensive realist defines that, and defensive
realists approve this claim.®”

A security dilemma is a particular situation that the certain actions driven by
the state in order to increase its own military capability because of the unknown
reactions might be understood from the other states, which possibly not stop but
decrease the security of state. In the realm of IR, some scholars state that security
dilemma can be an important source to analyze the international conflicts. They
intensify their argument by stating that the legitimate monopoly of violence does not
exist in the realm of international relations. Additionally, inexistence of central
anarchy or world government led military and political chaos emerges in the world,
as a result, there is no action to rescue. Therefore, states understand their urgent
survival responsibility to manage their constructive security individually. It can be a
reason for state to maximize its own security. Even though this course of action has
aimed only for its own security reasons, but not to harm or threaten other state
intentionally, but this movement will unintentionally decrease the security of other
states, though one state increase military capabilities for its own security with no
other intention. The dilemma does not happen when one state decreases the security
of other state, but if one state is going to arm in because of the anarchic structure.
Obviously, they cannot figure out the arming state has an intention to conduct any

military action with its developed military arms for a future attack. Thus,

% Tang, (2009), pp.599.603.
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reestablishing the balance of power, this option shows up that the military attack will

be imminent.®"

1.1.3. The characteristics of Securitization

Securitization has conceptually evolved by the Copenhagen School.
Proponent researches including Buzan and Weaver have produced comprehensive
works to develop this school.®?

The Copenhagen School analyzed the significance of the speech act, which was
used by John L. Austin. That was slanted a reference to John R.Searle. The speech
act in security is considered as the fundamental argument of the securitization theory.
The idea is simply to complete the security action. Thing becomes a security concern
only if the process has been labeled as such. It explains that object stands for a
particular reason and gets threatened in its existence. Therefore, the object expects a
particular support from the securitizing actor in order to guarantee its survival. The
notion of security has literally been accepted as an intersubjective and social
constructed.®?

The treatment towards security within the securitization theory is not on the
basis of detached condition, but the result of paradigmatic social developments: the
construction of security on social understanding elaborates the uncertainty on whom
or where security should be applied and from what security should be guaranteed.
The speech act examines this process by clarifying the potential threats. Thing first
becomes securitized, and only then have been treated as a security issue.*"

The securitization theory has also brought intense critics, which may be

because the understanding of the securitization concept is narrow. First, the

' Anders Wivel, “Security Dilemma”, International Encyclopedia of Political Science, January,
2011.

32 Holger Stritzel, “Securitization Theory and the Localization of Threat”, Securitization Theory
and Copenhagen School, Palgrave Macmillian, New York, 2014, p.11.

3 Rita Taureck, “Securitization theory and securitization studies”, Journal of International
Relations and Development, The University of Warwick, Vol. 9, Issue.1, March, 2006, pp. 53-61.

* Michael C.Williams, “Words, Images, Enemies: Securitization and International Politics”,
International Studies Quarterly, Vol. 47, 2003, p. 513.
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framework in identifying security is quite narrow, mainly focuses on the dominant
actor’s speech act. These are usually political actors, that influence the clarification
process which the securitization might be observed by the institutionally legitimate

political community, which is ideally state.®”

1.2. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK
1.2.1. Significance of the Regional Security Complex Theory

Barry Buzan in proposed the term ‘regional security complex’ in the book
named ‘People, States, and Fear’ published in 1983. By this he aimed to label the
relevant structures based on level of analysis.®®

In international relations theory, traditionally the global system consisted of
individual units that they achieve almost the same power in regards to the same
influence on the systematic dynamics. Therefore, anarchy predicts an inevitability of
the war, considering intense relations among the individual units. However, by the
end of the Second World War, this scenario lost its popularity by the emergence of

the multilateral institutions which rejects Clausewitzian®”

understanding of war
practically is the political continuation. The regional level of security
interdependence maintains its popularity in comparison to the global level. This
assumption is credited by almost all world’s sovereign states, where the power
demonstration happens in regional scale. Therefore, the regional level of analysis,
particularly after the Post-Cold War period, significantly has become an epicenter of
the security studies. Buzan has developed the RSCT by thoroughly analyzing the
subsystems in the regional level. He did this separately and independently from the

global and international level.*®

** Vladimir Sulovic, “Meaning of Security and Theory of Securitization”, Belgrade Center for
Security Policy, October 05, 2010, p.5.

%% Buzan, (1983), pp.105-115.

*7 Emile Simpson, “Clausewitz’s Theory of War and Victory Contemporary Conflict”, Exploring
War’s Character and Nature, The US Army War College Quarterly Parameters, Vol. 47, No. 4,
2017-2018, p. 9.

*¥ Michaela Cruden, Regional Security Complex Theory: Southeast Asia and the South Pacific,
Research Commons, University of Waikato, 2011, pp.10, 12.
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The Regional Security Complex Theory builds up a bridge linking various
historical dimensions with the current developments. The particular impact of the
Cold War period in the international system might be an example. The RSCT
supplies more refinement view than dynamically clarifying ideas, kind of center-
periphery or unipolarity. It maintains harmonization in between, and constructs the
theoretical attachment per se. The theory also includes the constructivist ideas, since,
the RSCT attaches on the structure of amity and enmity. This makes the regional
system hinge on an exposition of the actors’ behavior and certain actions. The RSCT
is applicable for the entire international system and putting lens on studying
particular regions per se. ©*

The RSC provides a clear understanding of the trepidation and inclination of
the separate units. In this context, the security concern either in separate units or
global scale of intervention may be understood through the regional security
dynamics. The security complex has been scrutinized in the framework of region and
security. However, in other word, the security complexes have not necessarily been
referred to the regions. Yet, they were originated from or depend on the other
impression regional paradigm. Articulately, the RSCs characteristically focus only on
the security terms and its open relationship for the clear examination. The first time
the classical version of the of the security complex was defined by Buzan, which
was called, “a group of states whose primary security concerns link together
sufficiently closely that their national securities cannot reasonably be considered
apart from one another”. Lately he had presented an updated version of the definition
as, “a set of units whose major processes of the securitization, desecuritization, or
both are so interlinked that their security problems cannot reasonably be analyzed or
resolved apart from one another”.“”

Significantly, the security complexes specifically tend to be applied in the
medium level of analysis by being merged with the two others: micro and macro
levels of analysis. The crucial combination between them may supply a full-reaching
and applicable analytical understanding and investigation for the target regions.

These regions consist of countries, which locate in the same geographical zone and

** Barry Buzan and Ole Waever, Regions and Powers: The Structure of International Security,
Cambridge University Press, New York, 2003, p. 40.
* Buzan and Waever, pp.43,44.
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covered up with the certain historical experience. Thus, between the levels, there is a
constant interaction, which means the local security dynamics may be possibly
transformed into the international one or contrary. The RSCs authorize interest
groups to concentrate on the collection of the states that their behaviors and actions
influence the security concern of the other member states. Thus, RSCT can be
articulately understood if it looks at the states from their heterogeneous perspective.
This act may comprises the group of states and creates an interplay dynamics
between them and other potential states, which is going to be emerged.“"

Furthermore, the RSCT must be significantly useful due to three reasons. 1.
The theory produces an awareness of the suitable level of analysis for the security
studies. 2. Provides empirical studies arrangement. 3. Alternatives to the Regional
Security Complexes may be set up based on the known and attainable forms of the
theory. The RSCs have been identified based on the sustainable figures of an amity
and enmity. This action links the process to the sub-system, which are geographically
unified figures of the security interdependence. History shows that the specific nature
of the local RSC, quite often have been influential with their past factors alike-
Turkey and Greece, Persians and Arabs, Azerbaijan and Armenia, or an acceptance
of the shared cultural civilization area-Europeans, South Americans, and Central
Asians. The Security interaction in the context of geographical proximity does not
happen in all the sectors, but mostly in political, military, environmental, and
societal. The certain interaction in the same proximity for an economic sector doesn’t
go ahead successfully.“?

The RSC may not be perspective in order to be accordingly applicable to any
constellation of states. It is discussable that the right exposition of the frontiers has
been shaped by the figures of the corresponding security linkage and lack of interest
about. However, the theoretical framework does not privilege the one determine a
random group of states based on the RSC for any group of states. The Nuclear Non-
Proliferation Treaty (NPT) Members, Warsaw Pact, and Norden can be relevant
example in this regard. To be qualified as a Regional Security Complex, it requires

originating the security interdependence as a precondition among the group of states

* Fatmir Xheladini, “Regional Security Complex: The Macedonian Context”, European Journal of
Multidisciplinary Studies, Vol. 1, Issue. 6, September/December, 2016, p. 36.
*2 Buzan and Waever , pp. 45,46.
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and other entities. The purpose to that is to set up a sufficient correlation and
distinguish them from other security regions. The Regional Security Complexes
determine themselves as a substructure of the international system within the RSCT.
It has been operated by the aggregative initiatives by the constellation of units in
order to serve for the multilateral security interdependence. Yet, an important queries
need to be answered here. Firstly, the Regional Security Complex does not literally
locate in ideas of the digressive construction of the regions. The reason is the RSC
has conceptually been defined as an analytical and have become an applicable
theoretical framework by Buzan and Waever. More importantly, the nature of the
regions in terms of RSC are socially constructed, therefore, they are unable to give
an advanced prediction in order to detect the actors’ practices in terms of security.
Presumably it is unclear that from whom and what the regional actors will be
securitized. Buzan and Waever’s constructed approach has been circling around the
security. On behalf of the RSCT, a security has actually been understood as what

actors operate.(43)

1.2.2. Classical Regional Security Complex Theory

The application of the theory had been addressed to the different parts of the
world in various periods. The basic logic of regional security symbolizes an
understanding of the interactional affairs based on international security. The
principle behind the classical security complex emphasized that actors in the unit
level had mostly political-military security concerns. The classical security complex
demonstrates the regional subsystems as security objects. The traditionalist scholars
describe a state as a key unit in the military and political sectors. This conceptual
approach aimed to design and underline the correlative autonomy of the regional
security relations. Certainly, supplying relevant area specialists, which are fully
prepared with language and theoretical concepts in order to implement comparative
studies throughout the regions, is one of the purposes of theory. Besides these, the
theory aims to balance the inclination of the theoretical approach in the realm of the

international security; it has been prominently valued at the regional level.

* Buzan and Waever , p.48.
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Inherently, the most of the military and political threats can be transmitted in a short
range comparing to the long one, thus, insecurity is frequently equated with an
adjacency. Accordingly, the neighbor states frighten each other rather than other
states locate in far distance. Practically, the security interdependence has usually
been observed as complex among the states, which are in the neighborhood rather
than with states outside of the zone. ¥

Classically a security complex is defined as “a set of states whose major
security perceptions and concerns are so interlinked that their national security
problems cannot reasonably be analyzed or resolved apart from one another”.
Escalations of the structural dynamics within the security complexes have been
derived by the units that are usually states with their mutual security attitudes and
communications. The theory postulates that in geographical variations, the security
complex and international anarchic system are normally accepted factors. If these do
not exist, one wanders to know the reason. Therefore, identically those factors are
characterized by the local states of aggregation. Thus, practically the classical
security complexes do not exert its interrelated impacts only among their members;
whereas they have anxious concern for the region is about the potential penetration
may be realized by the stronger external powers. As a result, there are two crucial
conditions to clarify the uncertain future of a security complex. 1. In some regions,
not all the states out there are literally prepared fully with their power projects, which
enables them to operate an action out of their own frontiers. These types of states
generally focus on the domestic security concerns, which bound them to have a
sufficient security interaction with others in order to originate a local security
complex. 2. The condition happens when the stronger external powers have direct
penetration into the region. The condition vanquishes an expected security
performance among the local units, which is called overlay.*”

The necessary structure in classical security complex defines three the crucial
constituents: positioning of the units and distinction among them; a motif of amity
and enmity; power dissemination among the leading units. Besides these, there are
four additional structural options which examine the influential change over the

security complex. They are: 1. Preservation of the status quo, which explains a

* Buzan, and Et.al, (1998), pp. 10-11.
* Buzan, and Et.al, (1998), p.12.
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structural importance of the local level security complexes which have been engaged
with the power dissemination and motifs of animosity; 2. internal transformation-
that explains the emergence of the local complexes which happen by the
transformation of its necessary structure within the context of its available exterior
boundary; 3. External transformation- usually happens when the current structure of
the complex is adjusted. This action has been realized in two ways: enlargement and
discrepancy of their available outer frontier; 4. Overlay that explains the direct
penetration has been realized by the group of external powers targeted to the regional
complex. As a result, they destroy the domestic security. Lastly, an analysis of the
classical regional security looks for elements of the security interdependence. Those
elements are considerably powerful to separate the group of units from the outers.
Additionally, two other possible options explain the security complex theory by
making it available to other sectors besides military-political and state related; 1.
Homogeneous complex- preserves the classical belief that the security complexes
have been intensified within the particular sectors. It produces particular types of
communication for the better togetherness of an analogous structure of units; 2.
Heterogeneous complexes-disregards the belief that security complexes are stuck
into particular sectors. Presumably, the regional rationale can move forward on
building up an active interaction with the other actors throughout the two or more
sectors. For instance, socio-economic or socio-political sectors is convenient place
for an achievable interaction to combine two or more interested groups such as;
nations-states-alliance.*®

The security complexes in their own angle are sub-systems and miniature
anarchies, and similarly with the complete systems they have a separate formation
for themselves. The current durable status of the RSCs with its elements on anarchy
makes us possibly accept sub-systems with their unique formations and motifs of
communication. This supplies an advantageous standard opposite to the testable

developments in the motifs of regional security.*”

* Buzan, and Et.al, (1998),pp.13-16.
“Fredrick Soderbaum and Timothy M. Shaw (Ed.), Theories of New Regionalism, Palgrave
Macmillan, 2003, p. 143.
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1.2.3. Moving beyond the Regional Security Complex Theory:

Constructivist method

Adler states that “constructivism is the view that the manner in which the
material world shapes and is shaped by human action and interaction depends on
dynamic normative and epistemic interpretations of the material world.”“®

Onuf introduced constructivism in his manuscript is called ‘With World of
Our Making-1989 “* that influenced the IR scholars’ approach on constructivism
and made them rethink about it. Onuf’s work had an incentive impact on Wendt for
his article is called ‘Anarchy is What States Make of It-1992° ©° which gained
prominence in worldwide and endorsed by many scholars in the relative realm. The
importance of the Wendt’s book and its significant contribution to IR even today is
saluted.®" The third important contributor Kratochwil is known as prominent
constructivist, that he started with John Ruggie defining the importance of central
constructivist concept and intersubjectivity.>

The constructivist approach doesn’t only fulfill the gaps in international
relations theories, but most importantly it helps constructing the international social
system in the complex world.®?

Constructivists incline to focus on social structure of states/units’ behaviors at
the scale of international system. While doing this, constructivist tend to investigate
the general process of configuration of world politics by norms. Consequently much
of the assignments finalized with the interstate conflict and state operates on the basis

of normative concerns.®?

* Emanuel Adler, “Seizing the Middle Ground: Constructivism in World Politics”, European
Journal of International Relations, Vol. 3. No. 3, September 01, 1997, p. 322.

* Nicholas Greenwood Onuf, World of Our Making: Rules and Rule in Social Theory and
International Relations, University of South Carolina Press, 1989.

0 Alexander Wendt, “Anarchy is What States Make of It: The Social Construction of Power
Politics”, International Organization, Vol. 46, No. 2, 1992, pp. 391-425.

>l Zebfuss, p. 10.

>2 Fredrich Kratochwil and John Gerard Ruggie, “International Organization: A State of the Art on
the Art of the State”, International Organization, Vol. 40, No.4, 1986, pp. 753-775.

> Ganja Nugroho,“Constructivism and International Relations Theories”, Global and Strategies,
January/June, 2008, pp. 89, 95.

> Theo Farrell, “Constructivist Security Studies: Portrait of Research Program”, International
Studies Review, Vol. 4, Issue. 1, 2002, p. 52.
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The constructive quality of security ideas depends on convey from a
descriptive to a conductive scene of universally considered linguistic literature.
Thus, universal definition of linguistic literature eyes at the ideas from their
manufacturing angle. It replies the query of the sense of security not by seeking for
an interpretation that contrives the ‘principles’ of the understanding of security.
Actually the understanding of security has been determined as a collection of the
regulations which interprets articulation as security utterance.>

Constructivism faces with the realist questions on constructing anarchy in
international system, meaning that realists discuss the idea of anarchy and its
uncertainty exerts states to be in a trap feeling insecure and continue on increasing
maximum power in order keep balancing with other states for the sake of survival.®®

As it was mentioned above security studies does not only represent military-
political security. While security studies conceptually enlarge, its activity in other
sectors ‘state’ still maintains the central position. If states overvalue security for its
existence, it envisages that the idea of ‘societal security’ actually is the sort of state
security which is opposing with society, where society per se may be insecure.
Therefore, Buzan and Waever moved on new optional referent object describing as
an assemblage in societal sectors with any identity may need to manage its absolute
survival. The differentiation between two sides; referent objects and securitizing
actors, creates possibility to develop a conditional environment within the generic
theoretical framework, where actors manage to securitize some potential threats in
support of a particular referent object.°” According to Buzan and Waever, the
securitizing actor delicately uses the condition of delayed defensible action on
necessary survival for its own benefit claiming the right of using an outstanding
means or abolishes normal rules by using security as a main reason. By this
definition of security, the attitude has articulately portrayed constructivism in the

meaning that, the necessity of wondering about the existence issue is considered as a

threat by itself, whereas the essential curiosity should be on unknown conditions

% Jef Huysmans, “Defining Social Constructivism in Security Studies: The Normative Dilemma of
Writing Security”, Alternatives, Vol. 27. Issue.1, February, 2002, p. 45.

56 John Ackerman, Barak Carlson and Young Han, “Constructivism and Security”, Air Command
Staff College, Maxwell AFB, 2010, p. 5.

7 Holger Stritzel, “Towards a Theory of Securitization: Copenhagen and Beyond”, European

Journal of International Relations, Vol. 13, Issue.3, September 01, 2007, p.377.
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makes us think of what issue will be securitized and by whom.®® Classical Regional
Security Complexes were originated as chaotic processes, which the trepidation and
perturbation installed in the framework of the region that constructs the Regional
Security Complexes. By the new interpretation in international level the construction
of the new form of RSCs may be possible, which astonishingly appreciated by the
particular sectors. Regions might be constructed as motifs based on the operations
specifically in the system level. Regionally, some groups of countries consider the
responsive responsibility towards the local issue that they may be effected-can be
environmental or something different. Regional Security Complexes still maintain its
association with the regional actors, because emerged problems are interpreted and
regional arrangement over the issues are settled by them. Consistent interactions
among the regional units help to define the Regional Security Complexes. The main
reasons behind their actions might be either internal to the region or external to
global; however, these reasons have never been successful on clarifying the
outcomes. Therefore, using visible outcomes might help such as-refugee flows, wars,
military confrontations, mass expulsions and some other unexpected situations might
be considered as securitization indicators. Successful securitization can be
constructed if the outcomes of the actions become visible for international

consideration. ©?

1.2.4. Types of Security Complexes

Buzan and Waever stated that in the world the security dynamics with its
developments create several types of security complexes: 1. Standard. means that
regional powers are determining polarity such as: Middle East, Southeast Asia,
Southern Africa, South America. 2. Centered: consists of various powers in which:
superpower-gets central place in unipolar system as such: North America. Great

power gets central place in other unipolar systems as such: CIS, South Asia.

*¥ Jeva Karpaviciute, Analysis of Regional Security Dynamics. Internal and External Factors and
Their Interplay, Vytautas Magnus University, Social Science, Political Science (02 S), Kaunas,
2010, p. 52.

%% Buzan and Waever, pp.70-73.
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Institutional: via institutions regions obtains actor quality like the EU. 3. Great
power. great powers as the regional poles in bi-or multipolar system, such as-East
Asia, Pre-1945 Europe. 4. Supercomplexes: Great power influences the neighboring
regions that effect the development of persistent interregional level security
dynamics as such: East and South Asia. Their first differentiation held between
standard and centered Regional Security Complexes. A Standard Regional Security
Complexes symbolize the traditionalist version simply the Westphalian where
security concern had been taken account on military-political scale among two or
more powers. The characteristic interpretation of all standard RSCs has been
determined as anarchic. Thus, entirely the regional powers determine the polarity in
the framework of the RSCs. It is different from the unipolary and multipolarity.(60)
Essence of unipolarity in the standard RSCs is about the certain region may obtain
only one regional power where Southern Africa may be an articulate example. The
reason of it is being standard but not centered, because the regional security
dynamics are not controlled by the unipolar power, additionally it is standard because
security complexes in the region do not obtain any global level power. On the other
hand centered Regional Security Complexes consist of almost mainly three or
sometimes four dimensions.®"

Usually great power and superpower lie on the system level, by contrary
regional powers lie on the regional level. Centered superpower-capabilities and
exercising spectrum should be in international system level. It is required to
demonstrate the highly evaluated military-political capacities, which may match with
the measurement of standard RSCs, and it must obtain the same level of economic
power to maintain it. Their capability on exercising military-political means must be
in global scale. Another centered dimension great powers by contrary is not obliged
to achieve the same amount of capabilities and means to behave.®® Great powers are
not expected to cover up all sectors with its giant capabilities; therefore, the
expectation is very low from it in the regard of maintaining securitization in entire

sectors in international system. Great powers act like lonely wolf, which

% Thierry Balzacq, “The Three Faces of Securitization: Political Agency, Audience and Context”,
European Journal of International Relations, June 02, 2005, p. 174.

%! Buzan and Waever, pp.55, 66.

62 Robert E. Kelly, “Security Theory in the New Regionalism”, International Studies Review, Vol.
9, No. 2, 2007, pp. 205, 209.
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differentiates them from regional powers in the system level where they have been
treated by other powers in the calculation of the potential-military, political and
economic capabilities. Third centered form regional powers determine the polarity in
the framework of RSC such as; Southern Africa as unipolar, South Asia as bipolar,
Southeast Asia, Middle East, and South America as multi-polar. Their influential
capabilities are webbed in the regional level, but do not commit much of any
initiatives to take part in the global level.®® They have been responded by the
superior power (higher than their) if they tend to influence regional level
securitization which is more or less relevant to the higher-level powers capabilities.
They have been always in the concern of higher-level powers with the reason of their
suspicious calculation whether regional powers desire to be on higher status.
Regional powers always have been target of global powers. ¢

The last centered form institutional RSC involves institutionally integrated
regions rather than standing a single power. The European Union is a clear example
with its structure maintaining regional level security for its communities, and acting
as a great power on its own track obtaining prominent actors in global the level.
According to the Institutional centered complex, the RSCT is challenged with a
problems created by the members of the RSC. Repeating the interpretation of the
RSC is based on security actions and security perturbations of actors, where
securitization dynamics must be obtained by the RSC, which explains the
securitization in regional level maintains by the regional actors. Thus,
desecuritization escalated the development of the security community. Referring to
the Kantian social structure on the view of Wendt, saying that; security problem and
threating disappeared with the actors’ friendly behaviors each other. What combines
all these four centered RSC dimensions are apparently the notation of centrally
positioned dominant region and its security dynamics.® In the international system
different from the centered forms, separately two other types of security complexes
are created: great power regional security complexes, and suppercomplexes. The

number of powers based on the great powers in the RSC has determined the

% David A.Lake and Patrick M. Morgan (Ed.), Regional Orders: Building Security in a New
World, The Pennsylvania State University Press, 1997, p. 25.

5 Buzan and Waever, pp.34-37.

% Ole Waever, “Securitization and Desecuritization”, On Security, (Ed. Ronnie D. Lipschutz),

Columbia University Press, New York, 1998, pp.3,9.
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definition of regional polarity in the global level. They are not ordinary RSC;
therefore, the treatment towards them should be different with two reasons. 1.
Comparatively to standard RSC, great powers dynamics possess direct influence on
global level stability estimation. 2. Great powers are actively involved in the
interregional interactions by exerting their influence, which is higher than expected.
Great power RSCs have been composed as a combination of the global and regional
levels. Continuingly, the sustainability of the strong interregional levels are core
characteristics of supercomplex RSC, however, the level or strength should be in
control in order to refrain on trampling upon regional dynamics in the Regional

Security Complex.®®

1.2.5. Structural significance of ‘amity and enmity’

Regional level of analysis is the best place for giving articulate understanding
for the significant characteristics of ‘amity and enmity’. The concept is not only
trapped in the regional level but also includes global and domestic actors in two
opposite sides. The origin of the ‘who fears whom, and who likes whom’ have
certainly not been made up by the system level. However, the system level has
originated the idea domestically in the region by the collections of the political
history and of course material conditions.” Thus, regional level is playing
undeniable role in the security analysis. Regional level is acting as like flashlight for
global power by lightening their spillover and their competitiveness into the entire
system as a result. Considerably regional level signifies much for the regional states
within, whereas global powers are not also out of this attention. Characteristic of the
security in comparison to other levels, in long-term has been sustaining on the
regional level.®

The idea of an amity and enmity are the concepts Buzan introduced in his

analysis on regional security. According to him, these concepts describe a consistent

% Buzan and Waever, pp.56-60.
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interaction among states that underlines a scene of friendship and enemies.
Therefore, he emphasizes that conceptually ‘amity and enmity’ should not be
associated only with the balance of power. The idea of ‘amity and enmity’ according
to Buzan theoretically constructed the idea of ‘security complex’.® Therefore he
argues that “security complexes are about the relative intensity of interstate security
relations that lead to distinctive regional patterns shaped by both the distribution of
power and historical relations of ‘amity and enmity”’."”

The idea of the ‘Self and Other’ explains where enemies lie on, usually in the
relationships of conducting use of violence. Enemies are associated by the
delineation of ‘Other’ actor. Therefore, it doesn’t acknowledge the existence of Self,
and continuingly behaves violently to limit Self’s sovereignty. Thus, in IR the
interpretation of ‘enemy’ presented as unit willingly who creates adversary using
violence.”" In order to target ‘other’ as an enemy, states adapt several implications
in their foreign policy. Firstly, states will contradict with the enemies with the
intention of destroying and vanquishing of others. However, this behavior and action
will not symbolize their interest as revisionist-by contrary they tend to maintain
interests on status quo, however, when states feel the threats of enemies then behave
as revisionist in the framework of either to be killed or kill first. Furthermore,
balancing military capabilities is core interest for states. Because enemy’s attacking
intention is obvious, therefore, states take protective measurements and arrange their
behaviors accordingly in order to win if war may happen. Relatively power matters a
lot in the survival context, thus, this belief consistently encourages status quo states
to increase its military capabilities to be ready for any bad scenario with the formula
of ‘if you want peace, prepare for war’. Consequently, enmity simply creates a
condition for increasing capabilities not because of the anarchic atmosphere only but
the structure of relationships made them to act as such.!”?

Amity (or Friendship), is developed in the Kantian culture links to the role

structure of friendship. In the international politics, enmity is more problematic than
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amity, and historically only few examples maintain their friendship. However, this
scene gets critique by realists saying that believing friendship in an anarchic system
is dangerous firstly and utopian also, because states always will act according to their
interests. Wolfers and Schmitt from theoretical perspective also argue that enmity
and amity is necessary concept in international relations. With these approach states
will be seen as an enemies in the eyes of scholars, which loses the further interests on

searching systematically the existence of the friendship in the international politics.
(73)

1.3. THE EMPRICAL APPLICATION OF THE RSCT
1.3.1. Empirical application of the Regional Security Complex Theory
in the global system

The Regional Security Complex Theory has enlarged its effective impact in
the world. The RSCT and its application in the world regions individually the same
results. Buzan and Weaver argued that the international security structures divided
into three levels: neorealist, globalist, and regionalist. Globalization does not believe
in power politics, rather contains variety of approaches such as transnational,
intercultural, and International Political Economy (IPE). By this, presumably the
fundamental guiding of it is pointing out the deterritorialisation of world politics.”®
Deterritorialization puts every state in the center arena of world politics and
eliminates the state-centric system. Thus, structurally globalist perspective is
removing the existence of the neorealist state centric approach. The motivation in
this action is the escalation of the capitalism, necessity of global market and similar
forms of world society endorse the values of system structure from globalist

perspective.”> To study Asia in the RSCT framework is justified with few necessary

key aspects need to know. Asia is a region where internal and external
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transformation process might be observed. Additionally, the region witnessed the
transition period from bipolarity to unipolarity. The region is transmitted from
conflict origination to security regime. Thus, Asia is known as a region where the
functioning of supercomplex sustained for a long time. 7%

Continuing with the Africa and Middle East, trade was a traditionally
conjunction instrument between these regions, which coincides to the spread of
Islam. Regional level of security dynamics has done much in the Middle East for few
decades; however, it was lately affected by the high degree penetration of
globalization. The determination of the precise time of the RSC in the Middle East
was difficult. The situation always has been quite volatile in the region; kind of
colonial status was replicated by the independence.””” Therefore, the starting date of
the RSC in the region may be taken after the transition period of decolonization
between 1945 and 1948. It was originated the regional independent states as a result.
After the Israeli independence, the region embraced new interstate conflict with the
Palestinians. As a conclusion, more than twenty states included in the RSC in the
region. In Africa, the development of the RSC reached on an essential level of
security interdependence among group of states and other actors. This process in
Africa has been observed either within regional states or with non-state actors
outside of boundaries.”® Security interaction levels in Africa has been observed at
the local scale and particularly they were seen very low which did not help to
maintain the consistency of strong interstate regional RSCs, on the contrary after the
decolonization it was performed outside the region. The RSCT should put light to
both the Middle East and Africa because of their interstate conflicts. Political break
down privileged the theory to give further predictions accordingly.”””

Regarding Americas, it is not considered one RSC, though its hemispheric
activities. Security dynamics in the North and South America are different and they

do not have symmetric connection. The reason can be the escalation of security

dynamics in the South America are mostly observed as regional rather than US-
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oriented. However, it is obvious that the North America is one RSC per se, and it is
important how to describe the north, east, and west, whereas, it is quite uncertain
where the line should be drawn for south.®” RSC in the North America popped out
by the emergence of the decolonization and then was characterized as conflict. May
be this was the reason during 20™ the North America was known as unusual RSC. In
the global level the North America, extended geopolitical activities were confronted
with the Soviet Union, which challenged its security and intention of holding world
leadership. As a result, the North America still is and will be as one RSC. ¢V

Europe does not share the same story with other parts of the world where
RSC popped out with decolonization. The reason is Europe has never been the
source of colonization; by the contrary, it was the one to conduct that process®*. The
EU added some more security elements after 1989, such as terrorism, organized
crimes, immigrants, environment, and ethnic conflict. Some elements most of the
time were seen as security problems for the EU members and spread up to all
Europe. As a model, predominantly the EU is recognized as a security community at

the global scale and its maintenance always made the EU intriguing.®*

1.3.2. South Caucasus as Regional Security Sub-Complex after the

Soviet Union

The South Caucasus is a former Soviet region, which has been examined
within the content of Europe. It has mostly been focused in the security dynamics
after the Soviet Union within establishment of the sup-complexes. The South
Caucasus has been determined as one regional sub-complex. The South Caucasus in
another words Transcaucasus region, has a historical background regarding the
security dynamics. Regional interethnic and interstate conflicts have been the core

concerns. In addition, the Russian forces had penetrated the region during the
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Georgian conflicts. Moreover, receiving the Russian support Armenia has occupied
some of the territories of Azerbaijan. All these regional dynamics had shaped the
regional structure. Not only Russia got involved into the region, but Turkey, Iran, the
EU, and the US also interfered in regional issues.®" All these ties merge all the
actors on multi-literal benefits, specifically over the energy and pipeline projects.
Georgia’s consistent policy has reached on success level in 2001, that time Georgia
managed the closure of main Russian bases within the country, which happened with
low intention of Russia, but with an agreement. However, the agreement did not end
the Russian peacekeeping involvement. At the following year in 2002, Georgia
received the US assistance on fighting the Islamic troops that were associated with
the Al-Qaeda and Chechen rebels in the Pankisi George. Besides all these, the
formation of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was an interethnic conflict at the first
stage. When both countries gained their independence, the status of the conflict
became an interstate over the undisputed region. The entitled conflict started with
interethnic skirmishes in 1987, and then ended up with the ceasefire in 1994. As a
result, the twenty percent territory of Azerbaijan had been occupied by Armenia.
Although the ceasefire agreement is still on power, the region witnesses an
unaccountable border clashes. Since the ceasefire agreement, both countries were
involved in a peaceful negotiation under the supervision of the Minsk Group. There
are efforts for the peace settlement in the region. Obviously, the stability will create
advantages for the regional cooperation including Nakhcivan enclave arrangement as
a possible exchange corridor between Armenia and Azerbaijan. Conflict resolution
initiatives are attempted by Turkey, Azerbaijan, Armenia, Georgia, he US, Russia
and the EU consistently. Intrinsically, the entitled corridor exchanged would merge
Azerbaijan with Turkey, whereas it would separate Armenia from Iran. ®

Within the conflict, the agreement between Armenia and Russia is also an
important element of the negotiation process. They have traditional religious
grounded kinship as Christians, which always motivates Russia to prefer Armenia

against the Muslim neighbors. Regime changes or incumbent presidency always

% Jannatkhan Eyvazov, “The Regional Security System in the Post-Soviet Space: Formation and
Present Political Structure”, Journal of Economics and Political Sciences, No. 1(10), Baku, March,
2018, pp.133-135.

% Buzan and Waever, pp. 397,421.

35



influenced all these three states to rearrange their political orientation in the direction
of surrounding powers. For example, the Armenian first president Levon Ter-
Petrosyan’s attempt to balance with Russia made him loose presidency. The,
Azerbaijani second president Abulfaz Elchibay disregarded Russia’s role in the
region; instead build up strong relationship with Turkey, which also led him to loose
presidency, because Azerbaijan was the only Muslim republics rejecting the Russian
military bases and frontier protection. Azerbaijan did not get a satisfactory support
from the US, due the fact that Armenian diaspora settled so strongly in the US, which
made the US not to support Azerbaijan and in worst case to be placed in the blacklist
of America. Nevertheless, 09/11 terror attacks changed the US’s view positively
towards Azerbaijan with the resultant military assistance. It has redressed the rising
tension in the Caspian Sea and challenge from Iran. Although, Iran is sharing the
same Muslim brotherhood as Shia with Azerbaijan; in various stages of the history
Azerbaijan and Iran had a very complicated relationship. Iran always keeps the fear
that hosting Azerbaijani Turkic population within its territory may end up with
confrontation in fact, from time to time small nationalist movements have been
observed.®®

The case for Russia is different. Russia realized its role is not powerful after
the dissolution of the Soviet Union. The only way to keep hands over the region is to
secure its seat by the development of interstate relations, particularly over the natural
resources. The policy aims to disperse external actors from the region in order not to
share the advantage of holding the strategic position. Different from Russia, yet
similar to the United States, the EU has focused on economic benefits. Considerable
natural resources productions have been operating by Azerbaijan. The EU is seen as
a potential important player if it continues its enlargement policy targeting the South
Caucasus states. The United States did not expect to as maximize strategic relations
with Azerbaijan, after cutting off its relationship with Russia and Iran. In geopolitical
term, the Caucasus is valuable because of its rich natural resources. From the
international perspective it is seen different, as for China it is just energy source, as
for Turkey and Iran coordinating the energy companies as a regional actors, as for

Russia, gaining strategic position economically and politically in order to prevent
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other interested actors. This could be the reason that Russia. Considered protecting
the Caspian Sea natural resources from others is part of its national security. The
current struggle is to deliver these resources to the world market through Europe.
There is tough political and economic competition, on the issue whether the pipelines
should go through Russia and the Black Sea or through the Caucasus and Turkey.
Security concern in the South Caucasus is not the new phenomena; on the contrary,
the region historically lived within a security game, and now the regional actors
handle conflicts predominantly. For some reasons the South Caucasus is involved in
mini-security complexes and that is unfortunate history repeats itself with insulator
functions. Considering the influence of Russian policy over the region and the CIS,
which is, primarily an important political arena for Russia, the region in long run will
be recognized as a sub-complex within the post-Soviet Regional Security Complex.
The fundamental reasons, which made the South Caucasus a sub-complex, can be
explained with four components. First, there 1s separation of Georgia. Second, there
is an evolvement of an interstate conflict between Azerbaijan and Armenia over the
Nagorno-Karabakh. Third, there is effectiveness of small ethnic groups and their
micro coalition motives between the North and South Caucasus. Fourth, one is about
energy and pipelines. A possible scenario is to isolate regional sub-complexes from
the post-Soviet RSC, which would encourage external bipolarized elements to step
into the region, which attracts regional states and external powers. Azerbaijan and
Georgia receives full support from Turkey and the US, but Armenia different from
them gets support from Russia and Iran including separatists sub-states within

Georgia.®”

1.3.3. Interconnectedness between the South Caucasus and the Regional

Security Complex Theory

As it was mentioned in the previous section the South Caucasus became one
sub-complex after the end of the Soviet Union. The region preserves rich natural

resources, and diverse ethno-cultural groups. Unstable political developments
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including interethnic and interstate conflicts made the region an important case
study. The South Caucasus countries have pursued different political relations with
the external actors in terms of regional security concerns. For instance, Azerbaijan
keeps its balanced policy with the neighboring countries - Turkey, Russia, and Iran
as well as with the EU and the US. Besides all these, Azerbaijan is still struggling for
the territorial integrity and political discussion continues for the Caspian Sea’s status.
On the contrary, Armenia in a high degree depends on Russia support and
demonstrated this intention once again by joining Russia’s Customs Union. Georgia
is somehow in the stage of chasing the western road such as NATO and the EU
membership.(gg)

According to the RSCT the emergence of the structural changes within the
regional security, system does not affect the general structure of complex. From this
understanding we may assume that the reconstruction of the RSC, with the
fragmentation of the Soviet Union does not perfectly match with the RSCT’s
interpretation and evolvement of the regional security system.®”

By the end of the Soviet Union, regional structure was called ‘Post-Soviet
Security Macrocomplex’ (PSM), which consisted of four regional sub-complexes
including Russia: and Azerbaijan, Armenia, and Georgia, which defined the South
Caucasus sub-complex. Although the South Caucasus was considered as a sub-
complex in the territory of the PSM; it has been questioning an existence of the RSC
separately in the South Caucasus.®”

Some scholars tried to apply the RSCT to the South Caucasus. For example,
Bruno Coppieters raised up his particular interpretation about the RSC in Caucasus
in general saying that “Both the Transcaucasus and North Caucasus may be thought
of as parts of a larger security complex, comprising Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan

and part of Russia.®" Also Svante Cornell, who told that “...the Caucasus is a

region; but more than being a region, it is a security complex: the national security of
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one of the Caucasian states cannot realistically be considered apart from that of the
other two. As far as the three regional powers (Russia, Turkey, and Iran) are
concerned, the security of the Caucasus does have a direct bearing upon the national
security of these states that justifies their inclusion into the security complex.””

Obviously, regional actors such as mentioned above have endless interests,
which from time to time put regional states in a complex interdependence. For an
example looking at Azerbaijani and Iranian complicated historical relationship,
enormous number of Azerbaijani Turkic population are living in Iran.®> Moreover,
after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, serious number of Azerbaijanis migrated to
Russia to be employed. Today over three million Azerbaijanis are living in Russia.
Yet, Russia has threatened publicly that migrants would be departed.®” Another
regional actor Turkey is also in complex relationship with Armenia due to Armenian
claim over the so-called genocide held in 1915 during the Ottoman Empire.®” )

The fragmentation of the Soviet Union had accelerated interstate frictions in
the Caucasus. The region did not witness independent security dynamics because of
the regional overlay. Security concerns after the regional states’ independence were
not only internal but also regional and even beyond the border. The South Caucasus’
geopolitical and geostrategic position always became an advantage when the regional
security talk had gone at the global level. However, the Western allies did not
demonstrate a concrete reaction when Russia’s military involvement as realized in
Georgia during 1993 and 1994. On the reciprocal manner, the US penetrated into
Haiti with silent assent of Russian diplomacy in 1994. These actions gave a clue to
think that Russia and the US are in the game of ‘now is your turn’. Different from the
US and Russia, the South Caucasus security issue has much concerned Europe,

because of regions territorial linkage with Europe. There are also economic interests

of EU in the region. Russia therefore, looks at the region from a global perspective
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and would unwillingly not interfere to Azerbaijan in reserving Caspian Oil
resources.®

Regaining the independence for the South Caucasian states the years during
the 1991-1994 might be defined as an era of internal weakness. In those years,
regional security issue was evaluated in a highest degree of its negative potency. The
existence of internal weaknesses together with the regional security problems
became beneficial for Russia, who was supporting the escalation of the ethnic
conflicts. This has made situation even worse and bounded the regional integration
process, economic developments, intercultural dialogues and so forth.®” All these
actions resulted with the bloody wars. The interstate conflict between Azerbaijan and
Armenia over the Nagorno-Karabakh is typical example, which happened during the
years 1988-1994. Furthermore, Georgian interethnic conflicts happened during the
years 1989-1993, while the central government confronted with the South Ossetian
and Abkhazian minorities. In the later stages Georgian military frictions with these
two in 2008 August, invited the Russian military intervention. Due to regional
conflicts, regional states ambitiously and intentionally increased their military
capabilities in the context of security dilemma. Interstate socio-political and socio-
economic relations were its worse. It finalized with an inexistence of the regional
security regime. Regional situation slowly got into a deep security complex.®®

In a broad context, the collapse of the Soviet Union had a benefit for Armenia
comparing to Georgia and Azerbaijan. Although Armenia was part of the bloody
war, but as a result achieved its historical goal by occupying Nagorno-Karabakh and
seven other surrounding regions, in total 20% of Azerbaijani territory. Georgia in this
regard, also lost its territorial integrity and political control over the ethnic
minorities. Consequently, the reflection of social tensions against Russia became
very aggressive particularly after the 2008 August incident.®”

Currently, the South Caucasus region is seen as a region with high security

risks. Because whatever is going to happen in the region, which challenges security,
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will not stay only inside of the region but presumably and most neighboring actors
will get involved that is Russia, Iran, and Turkey and the EU. This makes region
more complex.'*”

The interrelations of the South Caucasus with the RSCT theoretically and
geographically (including political, economic) proves the existence of the RSC in the
region. As Buzan argues the reflection of security, interdependence is usually
emerging between the states inside the RSC, rather than outside of it. Because the
RSC is practically consistent; intense inter-state security relations differentiates the
regional structure by two dynamics: first is an interaction between amity and enmity;
second is the division of the capabilities. From this perspective the conflicted parties
of the Nagorno-Karabakh have been composed as a single object because of the
ongoing conflict, challenges both sides’ internal security. Buzan later included a
constructivist method, saying that “a set of units whose major processes of security,
desecuritization, or both, are so interlinked that their security problems cannot

reasonably be analyzed or resolved apart from one another”.!°"

1.4. LIMITATIONS OF THE RESEARCH
1.4.1. Objectivity of the case study

Usually the failure emerges when the readers find out partiality or
subjectivity within the research. Particularly, it happens if the analysis is mostly
about an ethnic conflict and the researcher or scholar holds a national origin of once
of the states in ethnic conflict. This scenario happened many times in the case of the
Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. It appears that the researchers are; from either Armenia
or Azerbaijan, this brings doubt in regards to credibility of research. How can we
resolve the credibility of research?

Should we trust the credibility of the written works of Azerbaijani scholars,

and academic researchers? The majority of them had been an eye-witness to the
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conflict in two ways: being from the occupied territory and outside of area but had
been involved indirectly. People who were not living in the occupied territory before
the end of the Soviet Union but they used to live in capital cities or other parts of the
country. They were living with Armenian neighbors under the Soviet supremacy.
Even when the Sumgayit incident emerged, analysts knew the reason of the
escalation of the friction. Additionally, when they try to prove that separatist the
Armenian government intervened into the sovereign state and broke the territorial
integrity by occupying the 20 percent of the Azerbaijan, we must look at the result of
the conflict once again, asking that if the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict was for
Armenians the people’s right of self-determination, and why it ended up adding
seven surrounded cities to occupation map. According to Azerbaijan government, the
intention was to enlarge the land of Armenia and to realize the historical plan of
Armenia as “From Sea to Sea, Great Armenia”. Azerbaijani researchers refer to the
consequences of the conflict indicating the UN resolution. They try to use historical
materials to analyze the subject.

B