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FROM GEORGE SMILEY TO QUANTUM OR ON FICTION,
REALITY AND CREATIVITY AROUND SECURITY

GIOVANNI ERCOLANI

Abstract

This paper aims to bring together the two realmspgtstory (fiction) and Security Studies
(reality) along the time of the Cold War and aftex implosion of the Soviet Union. It is conceived
in terms of an intellectual exercise in which fictal narrative and academic research are put
together in order to test their respective “repmteons” of reality. It debates the problem that i
still into the protocol of work of the intelligeno®mmunity — an old paradigm of “certification” and
interpretation of reality is imposed, framing a dgmic and global world into the fragile limits of
blind schemes, which unfortunately are reflecteth@result of a bureaucratic mind.

Keywords. international relations, securitization, securitgctors, intelligence studies,
intelligence community, security communities, ségustudies.

My paper aims to bring together the two realmspytstory (fiction) and
Security Studies (reality) along the time of thddD&/ar and after the implosion
of the Soviet Union.

This intellectual exercise in which fictional ndaive and academic
research are put together in order to test thaipeetive “representations” of
reality, is not an eccentric divertissement but bamead as an approach which,
in my opinion, has its root in the philosophy ofesce literature.

If the western countries’ academic environment tlogie with their
respective intelligence communities were busy odpcing the “reality”, and the
“real” picture of our common enemy (Soviet Uniotheir scientific results were,
unfortunately, very distant from the “real” obj@éttheir study and analysis.

However, despite the fact that after the implosibthe Soviet Union the
majors International Relations and Security thesowdere criticised and found
inconsistent in their “scientific” production, $tiheir approach play a major role
in the production of the nowadays paradigm of efee in the western world.

If the big dilemma is linked to the production efdys of knowing” more
familiar to the environment of the philosophy oifesce, | can say that the same
problem is reflected into the work of the “rigid€ientific world which has been
incapable to produce intuitions able to explain‘thierld out there”, while other
“fiction” works have been able to observe and figigsother “liquid” realities.
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The problem is that still into the protocol of wook the intelligence
community an old paradigm of “certification” andténpretation of reality is
imposed, framing a dynamic and global world inte fhagile limits of blind
schemes, which unfortunately are reflected in #sailt of a bureaucratic mind.

1. George Smiley’s World and the Orthodox Securitystudies Paradigm

| want to take the fictional character of Georgeil&ph, produced by the
imagination of the British writer John le Carrehjdademonstrate that despite
the fact that he came from fictional literature, émbodied perfectly the
“paradigm” in fashion among intelligence and acaidemembers of what
constituted “intelligence” during the Cold War pueti

If George Smiley’s world then can stereotype thédG&/ar intelligence
community, on the same level the Security Studieries, better grouped
under the label of “Orthodox Security Studies” (PS$ecause of their
preference to see security issues through miliearg, can represent here in my
paper the scientific results of that academic emrirent which theorizing on
security and insecurity problems produced a procg&=ertification”.

Despite the fact that these two separate worldsipfi and “academic
scientific” reality, can be seen as rationally opga, at the very end each one of
them produced two identical hermeneutical circtesvhich the same narrative
was fabricated with the aim to create a plot inalhguite the same enemy,
threats, and of course solution were presentedtim énvironments.

The link between George Smiley and the OSS commfaitd the OSS
security certification) strongly supported not ohiypolitical elites but by various
agencies, can be seen in the common assemblalge stereotype of the enemy
who leaving his human condition took the shapd&efriuclear weapon.

In his way, the British spy had to spy (and thedacaic environment had
to research) on what the political elites were eoned, in what in their
paradigm of interpretation was considered an eneny, what constituted a
security problem, then on the military aspects,thethuman one, summarizing
in a simple equation: a security problem was atanili problem to be solved
through military means.

In this paradigm George Smiley was trained, dome&til, and convinced,
according to a certificated protocol of interpritat that what he had to search

! George Smiley is a fictional character createddiyn le Carré. Smiley is an intelligence

officer working for MI6 (often referred to as “th@ircus” in the novels and films), the British
overseas intelligence agency. He is a central cteran the novels Call for the Dead; A Murder
of Quality; Tinker, Tailor, Soldier, Spy; The Homable Schoolboy; and Smiley's People, and a
minor character in a number of others, includingCkrré's breakthrough novel The Spy Who
Came in From the Cold, The Looking Glass War and Séxret Pilgrim.
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for was the “military” aspect of “security”, and fortunately the same happened
inside the academic milieu.

| have to add that, writing myself from a Westeautry, all the above
aspects found their territorial space into the gaplgical dimension of the
North Atlantic Treaty Organization, then the NATG® and Smiley’'s
security-intelligence paradigm was not only the sdut was even “imposed”
on the territory of the enemy, like pretending ttieg enemy was going to play
on the same chess game as us.

However, as | said before, the enemy was dehun@nize was not
“human” (or at least he was human like us-NATOgrtlhe became a “nuclear
weapon” which like a pawn was moved and used aguoprtb the same
emotions, motivations, way of thinking, and peraagmg which referring to our
certified paradigm were the only rule of the game.

As a result there was the assemblage of a “sa@nphradigm which
defined security solely in military terms, where tehemy had not a soul, not
even an identity, and where the “nuclear weapodédrio represent a totem around
which a whole academic, political, and intelligepoatocol was constructed.

At this point | would like to introduce the readgy some concepts
developed by Security Studies in order to demotsstifze evolution of some
approaches and definitions in this dynamism which eentribute, | hope, to
the abandon of an old paradigm (orthodox) to a aew (liquid) more close to
the reality of nowadays.

My approach is justified by the fact that the meanof “security”, as |
will demonstrate here, is more wide, comprehensared fluid, then the one
“officially certified” by the OSS which is definitg solid and constructed around a
military protocol of interpretation which produceal parallel intelligence
community which is unmistakably unprepared to aeti “cellular system?®.

2. Security Studies: From Orthodoxy to Liquidity

I will start with linking the topic of security stlies between two terms:
orthodoxy and liquidity.

2 According Arjun Appadurai: “Vertebrate systemsiork off of traditional nationalist

models — propagating symbols, such as flags, aigihary stories of the nation-state affiliated
with structures national identity. ‘Cellular systénfsternational) offer more leaky modes of
exchanges and mobile borders. These include vamybsr communities, including terrorist
networks, as well as transnational corporationsdpecing the movement of people, money, and
products outside official regulatory channels. dalusystems take more abstract, at times
predatory, forms, eroding more "unified" nationalstures through the accelerated and shape-
shifting forms of entities such as finance capitdee A. Appaduraif-ear of Small Numbers: An
Essay on the Geography of Angeurham, Duke University Press, 2006.
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Both terms found an historical position in the pdrihat stretches from
1991 up to 2010 (date of the adoption of the NAT&WwrStrategic Concept),
and this is because the facts which have beeneegisin this lapse of time will
represent the mirror in which “security” will beflected.

2.a. Orthodox Security: The Cold War Period

The Cold War period ended with the implosion of 8wviet Union, and
we are well aware that the Soviet Empire was né&tated by any army, any
foreign conquest, not to mention any atomic bomb.

“Security studies may be defined as the study othieat, use, and
control of military force®’, and definitely the supremacies of strategic ssidi
on security studies was very well reflected eveside the academic
Department of Political Science and Internationala®ons.

Just to pronounce the word “security” and in oundnithe uniformed
image of a soldier used to appear, and the sanfertumately, happen again
today: security was, and is, synonymous with defexrad defence with military
forces and military attacks.

Due to the above correlation, the constructiorheféanemy’s identity was
a priority, and then shaped by the domestic pditis, the military intelligence,
and the media, as a chorus of agencies. This v&a#, ia, a pedagogic, a
learning process in which stereotyping the “eneeyforce the construction of
our own identity: considering the other our enemg,were forced to define us
as the opposite of the supposed enemy. In thisodoth rigid opinion, of
security (OSS), our identity was constructed os #idle of the wall, while on
the other side another opposed identity was coctsiiu

I can even push this idea to look at the “Iron @u'tas a real curtain
that was dividing two parallel stages in whichgach one of them, two similar
plays were performed: the “Great Theatre of thed@@hr”, using a reference to
the baroque Spanish play writer Pedro Calderoadatca’.

“El Gran Teatro del Mundoin which until the curtain was down, we see
a play within a play, and we know that the two thes in a way and in another
were hermeneutical isolated. In it every authogrgwactor, every theory, and
every ideology, being in a position not to be confed or challenged by the
opposite, were retaining a monopolistic position.

Therefore they were two antagonistic ideological nomplies and
“scientific” paradigms for the construction of mé&ays.

3 S, Wwalt (1991), “The Renaissance of Security Ssiglinternational Studies Quarterly

35 (2), pp. 211-239.
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Even the NATO countries intelligence services, whwere operating
inside the other theatre, were incapable in fdietglthe implosion of the
devil's empire, or understand from the local sogalitical context what was
going on. Indeed, in military terminology, each ooe the theatres was
representing potential theatres for military opers.

Using the orthodox approach in which security dremilitary go hand in
hand, the two military organisations, that fourjdsdification and aaison d’étre
on the above interpretation, were respectively NARd the countries forming the
Warsaw Pact. Each organisation drawn a geopol@fzate of operation divided by
a wall and an iron curtain. Indeed NATO articleabd 6) of the North Atlantic
Organisation frames security and insecurity ingfue idea of an armed attack
against the territory and on the forces, vessehiyaraft of any of the Parties

We can recognise that the containment and thereleter policies prevented
the two sides to come to a direct armed confrantatiith catastrophic results, but
the point here is to analyse and ask: why, evesr #fe end of the Cold War
pantomime, the concept of “security” and the aitiaf the intelligence service
continues to concentrate and to be linked togéth@military approach?

To understand it we have to come back to the etygichl meaning of
“security” (Latin “securus+ta¥: freedom from care; carelessness.

It is confronting the above incontestable meaninith vihe imposed
“imaging” and paradigm of security (security = @ty forces), and the recent
historical events, that the break represented gy dmergence of Critical
Security Studies (CSS) forms a productive momentexinterpretation and
reframing security providing the inspiration fomaw paradigm and then not
only protocol but theory.

In their totality, the rich contributions brought the auto defined schools
of Copenhagen, Paris, Aberystwyth, and other CSBoasiwhich do not want
to see themselves entrapped inside a static ddgmeyolutionary in scientific
terms. But why is their approach revolutionary?

According to Mary Kaldor Social science is about telling storiésnd
indeed, like Don Quijote and Sancho Panza, ouritonds to be completely
surrounded and immersed into stories. Stories waiehtold to us through the
use of a language, images, media, etc., but timg sém be a language in itself
becauselanguage itself conditions, limits, and predeterasinvhat we see. Thus,
all reality is constructed through language, sotthathing is simply ‘there’ in an
unproblematic way — every-thing is a linguisticiteat construct. Language
doesn’t record reality, it shapes and createsatitsat the whole of our universe is
textual’® As John the Evangelist wrotdn‘the beginning, was the wdrd

The North Atlantic Treaty is available at: httpsww.nato.int/docu/basictxt/treaty.htm.
5 M. Kaldor,Human SecurityCambridge, Polity, 2007.
5 p. Barry,Beginning Theory: an Introduction to Literary andiltiral Theory Manchester,
Manchester University Press, 2002.
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Critical Security Studies represent a moment ofnopge the frame in
which the story of security has been told. FurtteenCSS has allowed
glimpsing at security issues at more multidimenaidavels, drawing on board
other sciences that until that moment were not glathe official protocol and
working instruments.

Indeed Ken Booth writing on CSS talks about “enaetton”: “Emancipation
is the theory and practice of inventing humanitigh e view to freeing people, as
individuals and collectivities, from contingent asttuctural oppressions. It is a
discourse of human self creation and the politfdsying to bring it about’

The above process is supported by the works of iBUaever, and de
Wilde, who reformulated a new framework for seguaihalysis.

Buzarf developed the sectorial analysis of security incivithe military
security is only one of five sectors, joined by #mvironmental, economic,
societal and political security. Then in 1998 wtie publication of “Security: A
new framework for analysi§” they developed an approach to the process of
securitization in which security is treated as &egh-act, as a linguistic
performance which re-constitutes the world it repres.

Let's have a look to the constant elements accuedlantil here:
security, military, stories, language, frame, enigat@on, sectors, speech-act.
The link between the essence of securdigc(rritag, its representation-frame
(military or the Buzan five sectors), emancipatappression, and speech-act is
astonishing. But what have they in common?

If according to the orthodox approach to securlBS§E) the referent
object of security is the state itself, in thedielf CSS and human security, the
referent object is the human being, or the humamnaonity, not the citizen of a
particular state, or the state itself.

It is for the above reason that | suggest an agproa security in which
elements of psychology, sociology, NLP (Neuro-Lisjc Programming)
together with the CSS visions can re-establishtando the very meaning of
security. Coming back to Don Quijote and Sanchaz®awe all know that both
are literary characters, but using their image®uld like to link them together
to our capacity of memorizing.

“The brain has two memory system, one for ordinacygsfand one for
emotionally charged on&S, and indeed our brain is formed by two opposite
hemisphere, the right and the left one. Both hehasgs perform distinctive
actions, and for the effect they memorise facts/ardemotions, | would like to
say that in our brain both Don Quijote (emotion®) &ancho Panza (facts) live.

7 K. Booth (ed.),Critical Security Studies and World Politickondon, Lynne Rienner

Publishers, 2005.

8 B. Buzan,People, State and Fear: An Agenda for InternatioBiaturity Studies in the
Post-Cold War EraLondon, Harvester Wheatsheaf, 1991.

9 B. Buzan, O. Waewer and J. de. Wilde, Security: e rFramework for Analysis,
Boulder CO, Lynne Rienner, 1998.

10" D. GolemanEmotional IntelligenceLondon, Bloomsbury, 1996.
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Security is invoked and affected by both reason fautls and emotion and
intuition. We are at the same time Don Quijote 8adicho Panza, and the way
external events are perceived and memorized, wd bpi our personal mind
map of our perceptions, which create a state amdslour behaviour.

According to Ernest Cassirérmankind, in order to mentally adjust
himself to the immediate environment, and throughdapacity to imagine, is
capable of creating a new dimension of realityjraf as a symbolic system.
“He lives rather in the midst of imaginary emotioirs,hopes and fears, in
illusions and disillusions, in his fantasies an@éams.

The orthodox approach to security calls in the ienafmilitary threats,
the sound of bombs, the memories of atrocities,thaddea of chaos. Waltz in
his Theory of International Politi¢stalks about &narchy in which it is
understood as the lack of a superior authorityhim international system (an
authority with enforcing power). He suggests tharahy itself is the location
of fear. The structure of anarchy means states owmspete for power in order
to survive in this self-help system. According tmhhe security dilemma is an
attribute of international anarchy.

But Cynthia Weber focuses her research on fear laternational
Relations Theory and assert thanharchy does not create the fear that Waltz
theories in Theory of International Politics. Rattiear creates the effects that
Waltz attributes to anarchy — prioritizing surviyaelf help over cooperation,
and either conflict or competitive balancing. (..HeTfear is the fear of fear
itself. (...) Fear, then, is the final supplement\&fitz’s theory'*?

Then we can add other elements which play a roteanconstruction of
the idea of OSS: anarchy and fear. Definitely ketims provide to our brain
not only negative images more than positive oné,skthong emotions. These
emotions have psychological repercussion on hunedsabours. What | have
been constructing so far is a representation opace which operates at
geographical and emotional level, and which frameprception of the reality
making prevailing the emotional aspects. A fastespdce, a “geopolitical
imagination” | would like to say, which likes th&tancha of Don Quijote and
Sancho Panza has been reinterptretaded and ogenedtt out the intellectual
contributions of Critical Geopoliti¢

This space is what Cassirer (mentioned above) daks “‘symbolic
spacé: for his capacity to create signs and symbolschtielp him to interact
with reality, the human being, then not more a fpast rational animal
becomes amnimal symbolicumand like such lives in aymbolic spaceand
this is a space which frames even his capacitynafjination.

E. CassiretAn Essay on MariNew Haven and London, Yale University Press, 12944].

2 K, Waltz, Theory of International PoliticsReading MA, Addison-Wesley, 1979.

C. Weber|nternational Relations Theory — A Critical Introttion, London, Routledge, 2005.
14 G. O'Tuathail Critical Geopolitics London, Routledge, 1996; G. O'Tuathail and Sbpéds.),

Rethinking Geopoliticd.ondon, Routledge, 1998.
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Then security becomes an emotional space in whiganessms learn to
fear and in which fear is associated to particstanuli: in the case of OSS, the
utterance and use of the word “security” construbes world of security...
military threat, chaos, anarchy, etc.

Due to the fact those images have emotional repsi@us to the
individuals | would like to match the above cortiela to a psychologically
process defined as classical conditioffimgnd conditioned reflex, more simply
known by the example of Pavlov’'s dog.

The classic experience of lvan Pavlov (1849-198@hat of the dog, the
bell, and the salivation to the view of a piecarafat. Whenever we present to
the dog a piece of meat, seeing and sniffing it magtes the animal salivate. If
we ring a bell, what is the effect on the animaf?okienting reaction. It simply
looks around and turns its head to look for whéa sound stimulus comes
from. If we repeatedly ring the bell, and immediatafter show the meat and
give it to the dog, after a certain number of timsignply ringing the bell
provokes salivation in the animal, preparing itgedtive system to receive the
meat. The bell becomes a sign of the meat thatcattie later. The whole body
of the animal reacts as if the meat was alreadsepite with salivation, digestive
secretions, digestive motricity, etc. A stimulusttthas nothing to do with
feeding, a mere sound, becomes then capable toerttigestive modifications.

UNCONDITIONED CONDITIONING CONDITIONED
RESPONSE . . RESPONSE

Meat == Salivation Meat+ Sound == Salivation Sound == Salivation

15 Classical Conditioning is a form of associativertéag that was first demonstrated by
Ivan Pavlov. The original and most famous examgdleclassical conditioning involved the
salivary conditioning of Pavlov's dogs. During hésearch on the physiology of digestion in
dogs, Pavlov noticed that, rather than simply sdilng in the presence of meat powder (an innate
response to food that he called the unconditiorepanse), the dogs began to salivate in the
presence of the lab technician who normally fedrthPavlov called these psychic secretions.
From this observation he predicted that, if a paféir stimulus in the dog’s surroundings were
present when the dog was presented with meat powhden this stimulus would become
associated with food and cause salivation on its.dw his initial experiment, Pavlov used bells
to call the dogs to their food and, after a fewet@jons, the dogs started to salivate in respomse
the bell. Thus, a neutral stimulus (metronome) treca conditioned stimulus (CS) as a result of
consistent pairing with the unconditioned stimu{U$ - meat powder in this example). Paviov
referred to this learned relationship as a condlitiseflex (now called Conditioned Response).
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We can then assume that any time the alarm bedeofirity is ringed,
stressful physical and emotional human reactioadiaed.

Still now in Paris, every day at high noon, the 8ktond World War air
raid sirens are howling: a message which remembéow the local population
at that time was living in fear of attacks, dedfiucand death.

Clearly “our emotions have a mind in their own, one which tald
views quite independently of our rational mind. (.Those unconscious
opinions are emotional memories; their storehossthé amygdala™®

In humans the amygdale is an almond shaped clotieterconnected
structure perched above the brainstem, near therbaif the limbic ring. There
are two amygdalas, one for each side of the braistled toward the side of the
head’. “The amygdale is the specialist for emotional mattérthe amygdale is
severed from the rest of the brain, the result griking inability to gauge the
emotional significance of events (...) and more th#ection is tied to the
amygdale; all passion depends on ‘it.lh dangerous or threatening situation
“the emergency route from eye or ear to thalamuamygdale is crucial: it
saves time in an emergency, when an instantanessponse is required. But
this circuit from thalamus to amygdale carries oalgmall portion of sensory
messages, with the majority taking the main roytéauthe neocortex. So what
registers in the amygdale via this express routatest, aough signal, just
enough for a warning. As LeDoux points out, ‘Yon'tlaeed to know exactly
what something is to know that it may be dangetfbii§he OSS in my opinion

16 Daniel Goleman (1996), “Emotional Intelligence”.

" The amygdalae (Latin, also corpus amygdaloidesimgular amygdala, from Greek
apvydain, amygdad, ‘almond', ‘tonsil', listed in the Grey's Anatoas/the nucleus amygdalee) are
almond-shaped groups of nuclei located deep withinmedial temporal lobes of the brain in
complex vertebrates, including humans. Shown iraed to perform a primary role in the
processing and memory of emotional reactions, thggdalae are considered part of the limbic
system. In complex vertebrates, including humalms,amygdalae perform primary roles in the
formation and storage of memories associated witbtienal events. Research indicates that,
during fear conditioning, sensory stimuli reach thesolateral complexes of the amygdalae,
particularly the lateral nuclei, where they forns@sations with memories of the stimuli. The
association between stimuli and the aversive evibreg predict may be mediated by long-term
potentiation, a lingering potential for affectednapses to react more readily. Memories of
emotional experiences imprinted in reactions ofagges in the lateral nuclei elicit fear behavior
through connections with the central nucleus ofaimygdalae. The central nuclei are involved in
the genesis of many fear responses, includingifrgg€eanmobility), tachycardia (rapid heartbeat),
increased respiration, and stress-hormone relé2smage to the amygdalae impairs both the
acquisition and expression of Pavlovian fear coodiihg, a form of classical conditioning of
emotional responses. The amygdalae are also irdvdlveappetitive (positive) conditioning. It
seems that distinct neurons respond to positivenagetive stimuli, but there is no clustering of
these distinct neurons into clear anatomical nudéiferent nuclei within the amygdala have
different functions in appetitive conditioning.

12 Daniel Goleman (1996Fmotional Intelligence

Ibid.
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has pretended to work in this way, and this is ewvi reject in this paper
because of its repercussion on the intelligendgigct

Inside the NATO countries, any time the securityl b&as ringed (the
rough signal) the people’s amygdales were alarmedeaerybody was starting
to look for the “communist devil” wearing the savi@mmbat uniform. A show
of paranoia in which even if the “communist dewi¥as not there, the simple
suspicious made his presence real. We all know heawnipulative, and
oppressive, has been in both theatres the hurinthé ideological enemy in
order to construct homogeneous cultural scripts.

And this because, as Buzan highlight§hé difference between normal
challenges and threats to national security necélgsaccurs on a spectrum of
threats that ranges from trivial and routine, thgiu serious but routine, to
drastic and unprecedented. (...) The labelling ofssne as a security problem
by the government automatically legitimizes theafsexceptional means”

This “labelling process” which | see as a “cerafion process” is very
well represented by the fact that either Georgde§rsiworld (and the majority
of the spy literature and movies at the time) as@%S were pointing and
moving into the same Vertebrate-Solid “Geopolitidarrative Framework*
as a Security’s Interpretative Dimension.

However the implosion of the Soviet Union, and diappearance of the
“iron curtain” brought to an end not only the Cdaiar but, and with it, the
conditioned reflex....the looking for, or the imagigi (like Don Quijote) the
threatening big enemy, and as a consequence ougé&8miley did not know
on what to spy.

Now for whom the bell tolls? If someone was stidhtinuing to ring the
bell in order to alarm people with old memoriesrefl phantoms, well...the
show was over and the bell was only tolling for tteath of the Orthodox
Security approach, the end of ideologies, and asesoe wrote, for the end of
history. A bell was tolling for a war never foughtyictory never achieved, an
enemy never defeated, and a standing army of ssl@dled spies without a
mission. But the causes of the OSS-Intelligenceesriwere not only the
implosion of the Soviet Union, other reasons wenkeld to technological
innovation, the use of new media and means of pah@&nd communication,

20 Barry Buzan (1991), “People, State and Fear: Anndlgefor International Security
Studies in the Post-Cold War Era”.

2L «A ‘geopolitical-narrative-framework’ is a physitand intellectual-symbolic space (as a
hermeneutical circle), in which emotions and petiomg are elaborated through a narrative
(narrative is a re-presentation of real or inverggdnts), in order to produce a particular image
and meaning to be attached to the word “securltyis a space in which the reader, “volente o
nolente”, willy-nilly, is part of it and where he talled to play an active emotional/interpretative
role. As a result, the emotional state of the realpends on the opinion-narrative of others.”
Giovanni Ercolani, “Keeping Security and Peace:iBgtthe Strategicalization of NATO'’s ‘Critical
Security Discourse”The Journal of Security Strategié&ear: 7, Issue: 14, December 2011, p. 54.
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and the more mobility of people around the worlddbubtedly society and the
world were changing, and the rigid frame was grimgbdown: unfortunately the
OSS-Intelligence community remained prisoner i@ $ame Vertebrate-Solid
“Geopolitical-Narrative Framework” which they pragal and from which they survived.

2.b. Security and Liquidity

As the Cold War helped the construction of oppasedks of identity
developed by the two opposite factions, the enthefCold War has provoked
the slow disappearance of net, clear, identifialolenti-caf® characters. Now
we have passedrbm the ‘solid’ to the ‘fluid’ phase of modernitgnd fluids’
are so called because they cannot keep their sftageng, and unless they are
poured into a tight container they keep changingpghunder the influence of
even the slightest of forces. In a fluid settifggré is no knowing whether to
expect a flood or a drought — it is better to bad for both eventualities. Frames,
when (if) they are available, should not be expgttelast for long. They will
not be able to withstand all the leaking, seepingkling, spilling — sooner
rather than later they will drench, soften, contartd decomposg&?®

In order to continue our intellectual journey whistarted in the time of
orthodox security and will end in the 2010, in whiccall now, the time of
liquid security, | need to reassert some histomgaments.

With the implosion of the Soviet Union in 1991, thestern organisation
which motivated its existence in the name of aemmel enemy attack started to
suffer of identity problem. Until that moment for ANNO countries, the
identification of the threat and the enemy havenbakvays clear, not to
mention the territory of the supposed battlefi&den the “security intellectual”
field was dedicated to speculations on countrideriging to one side or the
other of the iron curtain. In our case, the cemtas represented by the national
security of the NATO members, and being a cenbreret was a geographical
periphery, which was not on the security agendealige...not the centre.

The conflicts which erupted in the periphery, iéyhwere not regarded
and certified of “strategic importance” on the bigess game between the two
superpowers, they were left there, in this periph&fr not importance. The
situation was overturned completely after 1991until that moment it was
possible to live in peace, well protected, andaitaml in our fortresses, the new
conflicts which exploded around us become a secaahcern for us too (We-
NATO): the centre became the periphery and thepery the centre. Without
entering into the details (because the literaturéhese topics is very extensive)

22 v dentity” in English has its origin in the Latidem same.

2 7. Bauman (2004), “Identity”, Cambridge: Polity.
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after 1991 we saw not only the explosion of unfeeable conflicts but these
conflicts were in their shape completely new anthatbeginning irrelevant for
NATO. Bosnia-Herzegovina, Kosovo, Afghanistan, am@q were not
considered by the strategists of NATO as possh#attes of any intelligence
activity, military involvement and operations. NAT@as structured to win a
war in the classical sense, not to provide andeptgecurity behind itgallum

It was not just the context which changed, but nhéure and the paradigm
attached to the concept of security.

It this with the involvement in these conflicts tH4ATO, obsessed in
staying alive after the vanishing of its mortal miye had to re-invent itself. In
contrast, to redefining its mission it had to refea(and re-bureaucratize in
Weberian sense) the concept of security no longaromolized by a military
syntax. Apparently they realized that the simpleatipn “a security problem is
a military problem to be solved through militaryans” was not valid any more
and that in it we needed to add more variables. ¢44@wNATO was organised
to fight a war, but the new conflicts in which [decided to operate, had new
shapes so much different from the ones its militagnoeuvres were staged. At
this point | would like to insert in my analysispecific clarification due to the
fact that we are dealing with terms which have iorigp Latin as security-
securitas Referring to the etymologic meaning of ‘war’ wanctrace back its
origin in the Indo-European roowvers, to confuse, mix up.” For the Romans,
bellumwas what we translate nowadays as war.

War-Warre-Guerraentered into Medieval Latin because of the Germani
invasion inside the Roman Empire. Theuerrd refers to a conflict
characterised by confusion, disorder, strife, thefusion of all against all, and
not the dispute, the duel, the formalised confrbmta that lays the
etymological meaning in the Lathellum

Then | can argue that we can have two type of war:

 “bellumwar”, the dispute, thduellum

 “werswar” identify by disorder, and confusion.

Therefore NATO (and the OSS approach which finddATO its armed
hand), had been geared to figheflumwar”, and not tverswar”. Despite the
above NATO has had now to confront itself witherswar”.

The conflicts which come to stage after the imglogf the Soviet Union
have been variously characterized as:

* “new war'®*, in which, opposite to what Mary Kaldor defines‘alsl war”

(war between states in which the aim is to infiieiximum violence, then
are becoming an anachronism) we are in front afva type of organized
violence which could be described as a mixture af, wrganized crime
and massive violations of human rights. Accordiogkaldor actors are

24 Mary Kaldor (2006), “New & Old War”, Cambridge: g.



FROM GEORGE SMILEY TO QUANTUM OR ON FICTION, REALM AND CREATIVITY AROUND SECURITY 47

both global and local, public and private. These mars are fought for
particularistic political goals using tactics ofrta and destabilization that
are theoretically outlawed by the rules of modeanfave.

“War amongst people”:it' is the reality in which the people in the
street and houses and fields — all the people, heysv — are the
battlefield. Military engagements can take placeywinere: in the
presence of civilians, against civilian, in deferdecivilians. Civilians
are the targets, objectives to be won, as muchpgosing forces.In
contrast to what Gen. Rupert Smith defines iagefstate industrial
war”, the new paradigm of war amongst people isdubsn the concept
of a continuous criss-crossing between confrontatend conflict,
regardless of whether a state is facing anothetestar a non-state
actor. Rather than war and peace, there is not efieéd sequence, nor
is peace necessarily either the starting or the paooht: conflicts are
resolved, but not necessarily confrontatiAsAnd personally | see
here that violence will have much more in commothwihe cudgel of
people's wdr (“ That without consulting anyone's tastes or rules] a
regardless of anything else, it rose and fell watbpid simplicity, but
consistentl}) *® than the Clausewitz’s duel. There is more aboutiwa
Tolstoy’s “Peace and War” and in the words of then&al Kutuzov
than in “On the War” of Clausewitz.

“Large group identity-conflict”, in which a threagainst a large group
identity brings a psychological regression that spark an identity
conflict. Here the concept of large-group identity describes how
thousands or millions of individuals, most of whaith never meet in
their life-times, are bound by an intense sensaonfeness by belonging
to the same ethnic, religious, national, or idedbadjgroup. (...) When
large groups are threatened by conflict, membershef group cling
evermore stubbornly to these circumstances in famtéb maintain and
regulate their sense of self and their sense obrgghg to a large-
group. At such times, large-groups process becommirthnt and
large-group identity issue and rituals are more cible to political
propaganda and manipulation. Political, economagdl, military, and
historical factors usually figure prominently inyamattempt to manage
and solve large-group conflicts, but it is also eesary to consider the
profound effect of human psychology, especiallyipdarge-group
processes that evolve under stress or after masgeiwena and are
manipulated by leaderg’.

% Rupert Smith (2005), “The Utility of Force — Thet of War in the Modern War”,
London: Allen Lane.

% | eo Tolstoy (1997 [1869]), “War and Peace”, LondBenguin Popular Classics, p. 1139.

27 V. Volkan, (2004), “Blind Trust”, Charlottesvill&/irginia: Pitchstone Publishing.



48 GIOVANNI ERCOLANI

» Hybrid conflicts: “Although conventional in formhe decisive battles
in today's hybrid wars are fought not on converdiobattlegrounds,
but on asymmetric battlegrounds within the confionhe population,
the home front population, and the internationaintounity population.
Irregular, asymmetric battles fought within thesgpplations ultimately
determine success or failure. Hybrid war appearsni@ that it
requires simultaneous rather than sequential sucdesthese diverse
but related ‘population battlegrounds.’ (...)Thus,bhg wars are a
combination of symmetric and asymmetric war in Whigtervening
forces conduct traditional military operations agat enemy military
forces and targets while they must simultaneowstyg--more decisively-
-attempt to achieve control of the combat zonelgyenous populations
by securing and stabilizing them (stability opepas). Hybrid conflicts
therefore are full spectrum wars with both physieald conceptual
dimensions: the former. a struggle against an armedmy and the
latter, a wider struggle for, control and supporft the combat zone's
indigenous population, the support of the hometf&anh the intervening
nations, and the support of the international comityu In hybrid war,
achieving strategic objectives requires succesallirof these diverse
conventional and asymmetric battlegrounds. At @llels in a hybrid
war's country of conflict, security establishmergeyernment offices
and operations, military sites and forces, essérgexvices, and the
economy will likely be either destroyed, damaged, otherwise
disrupted. To secure and stabilize the indigenoogufation, the
intervening forces must immediately rebuild or oest security,
essential services, local government, self-defémszes and essential
elements of the economy. Historically, hybrid whasve been won or
lost within these areas. They_ are battlegrounds legitimacy and
support in the eyes of the peong.”

But still, new-war, war amongst people, large graienmtity-conflict, and
hybrid conflict, all of them retain this ambivalenof “werswar” in which we have
been forced to look at them, and where the pringastll given to the word “war”.

CSS and the recent contributions from ContempdadCanyflict Resolution
studies suggest us that the above conflicts, ane ildentify them on a map we
can picture in front of us, no one of them was twmhed with a peace
agreement. What CSS also does is to insist on ritieat epistemology, the
critical research practice, which, as Booth (cit#ubve) argued, offers an
emancipatory approach into this difficult material.

We have to start to see at these and future ctmticough the lens of
peace, then not win warli¢llumwar”, and or Wwerswar”) but the priority is to
win security. Then a new position from which see tonflict and win it. In a
very cynical way mythology already presented thgec® win a war in using

2 John J. McCuen, (2008), “Hybrid Warsfjlitary Review(March-April 2008): 107-113.
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the narrative of peace. The Trojan horse had agbglaneaning for the Trojans,
because it was the emblem of their city, but notth@ Greek. Presented as a
gift for peace the natural reaction of the Trojares to open the door of their
city. And | ask, was it another rough signal? Wewrthe events that followed.
Ulysses was condemned by the God Poseidon (theoGibeé Sea, Earthquakes
and Horses) to wander ten years before returningigchome land. And his
return was helped by the Goddess Athena, the Gedolestrategic warfare,
wisdom, and heroic endeavour.

Then the cunning of Ulysses (his way to be liquidhis warfare approach
and to understand the enemy local culture-symbglesmd not the muscle of the
semi-god Achilles brought to an end a long wary@ars of “certified” military
strategies and | say Orthodox Security) and victorthe Greeks.

3. The Need of a Paradigm Shift: from the Achillesfo the Ulysses’ Paradigm

An epistemological paradigm shift was called arstifie revolution by
epistemologist and historian of science Thomas Kimnhis book “The
Structure of Scientific Revolutions” (1962). A saidic revolution occurs,
according to Kuhn, when scientists encounter anesialvhich cannot be
explained by the universally accepted paradigmiwivhich scientific progress
has thereto been made. The paradigm, in Kuhn's, v&emot simply the current
theory, but the entire worldview in which it exisend all of the implications
which come with it. It is based on features of kgape of knowledge that
scientists can identify around them.

The necessity to move from an Achilles’ paradigmohiwas focused on
the wall, on the nuclear weapons, and not on wietdcal society (the enemy)
was living inside their own culture, is strongly pported by the recent
innovations inside NATO community on what is coesetl security.

If we follow the evolutions of the NATO discoursp to the adoption of
the recent NATO New Strategic Concept (Lisborl! Nbv 2010) we can see
how the military organisation has understood thednef a “paradigm shift”,
then a new paradigm, a liquid one, which not onijyl Welp to adapt its
organization to the new threats, but will contréo@n how to perceive and
certified them, and consequently to address itdligence community.

The new NATO'’s paradigm was provided by the “NATi@eeging security
challenges” as reported on the speech of the NA&@esary General Rasmussen
on emerging risks (London, Oct 1, 2009). “The dvadies we are looking at
today cut across the divide between the public thedprivate sector$”the
NATO Secretary General said. Furthermore, his dpeetbraced the following
pretexts for NATO interventions which his own wortiss future “casus belli”
include: a.) piracy; b.) cyber security / defencg;climate change; d.) extreme

2 At: http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/opinior&/ 785.htm
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weather events — catastrophic storms and floodengthe rise of sea levels;
f.) population movement ...populations will move mrde numbers...always
where someone else lives, and sometimes acrossrbpgl) water shortages;
h.) droughts; i.) a reduction in food productior);the retreating of the Arctic
ice for resources that had, until now, been covereter ice; j.) global warming;
k.) CO2 emissions; |.) reinforcing factories or gyestations or transmission
lines or ports that might be at risk of storms lmodling; m.) energy, where
diversity of supply is a security issue; n.) natad humanitarian disasters;
0.) big storms, or floods, or sudden movements agugations; p.) and fuel
efficiency, thus reducing our overall dependencéooeign sources of fuel.

As Rick Rozoff pointed out in a 2009 article, “noné the seventeen
developments mentioned can even remotely be caustas a military threat
and certainly not one posed by recognized statesith

On the other hand, the NATO map was provided byteieant General
Jim Soligan, USAF, Deputy Chief of Staff, of the W@ Allied Command
Transformation on Apr 17, 2009, at “The Secondrhéonal Symposium on
Strategic and Security Studies”, organized in Istdrby the University of
Beykent, one of Istanbul’s many universitfes

In his presentation, the NATO General showed a ofgpotential areas
of intervention for NATO and defined potential regs of crisis as “Multiple
Stress Zones”, adding that “Instability is likelp be greatest in areas of
Multiple Environmental Stress”.

Multiple stress zone — Hunger ™ cfb
Water stress —— Coastal risk

—— Demographic stress 4} Recent history of

Crop decline Conflict

%0 Rick Rozoff, “Thinking the Unthinkable: NATO’s Glab Military Road Map”,Global
ResearchOctober 3, 2009, at http://www.globalresearclmc@x.php?context=va&aid=15506.

81 Jim Soligan, “The Transformation of Defence: NAP@rspectives”, in Sait Yilmaz (ed),
The National Defense in the2Century Istanbul: Beykent University, 2009.
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According to General, the impact of these Emer@agurity Challenges on
NATO will produce security and military implicatisnThe Security Implications
are: a.) rethinking Article 5; b.) enhancing anéating new partnerships;
c.) expanded opportunities to positively shape iafidence ideas, values, and
events and d.) changes in military operationsteehnological vulnerabilities.

While as Military Implications, NATO will have to:

 adapt to the demands of hybrid ;

« adapt force structures, doctrine to train othelon& security forces;

» adapt C2 and organizational structures;

* enhance WMD detection and Consequence Management;

« strengthen EU/NATO/UN relationships, and

» win the Battle of the Narrative.

If we overlap General Soligan’s presentation witle tspeech of the
NATO Secretary General, we will see that not oy tmain points regarding
the possible security challenges are the same adtugeopolitical level, the
threats — Multiple Stress Zone — are all outsidadiritories of NATO countries.

If, until the implosion of the Soviet Union, thert@nology of the balance
of power, nuclear weapons, the Soviet Union, amddbmmunist enemy was
framed in a “defence” vernacular, now — with theagiipearance of a concrete,
identifiable and definable enemy — the foe become#uation (Multiple Stress
Zone) in which the particular interests of NATO obtes are at risk.

Consequently if we look at the above map we carerstand the strong
necessity to move from what | call the Achillestadigm to the Ulysses’ one in
which a new way to make intelligence is a vital ergtive: all the area of
possible operations are outside the cultural-syimtestitory of the NATO countries.

However the above security discourse not only dbesention any
particular stereotype of enemy but pay a particatéention to new actors as
“liquid-cellular-fluid enemies”.

4. “Liquid-Cellular-Fluid Enemy” and SpECTRE

If we follow the archaeology of the NATO new setuparadigm discourse
(how it moved from a defence-Achilles’ paradigmat@&ecurity-Ulysses’ one)
we can really understand the challenges we wile faod how the need to
reform the intelligence community is a vital prigrfor our security.

The first official change happened with the apptafahe NATO New
Strategic Concept (signed April 241999) in which two specific articles
mention the possibility to have the NATO countriggerests jeopardized by
“critical-security threats”® and then to start glimpsing on what was going on
outside the NATO wall.

32 Roland Dannreuthefnternational Security — The Contemporary Agen@€ambridge,
Polity, 2008, p. 210.
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With this 1999 NATO Strategic Concept, the Alliarstarted developing
a role in collective securityand Articles 20 and 24 are very clear examples of
linking threat-instability-interests:

» Art. 20: “Ethnic and religious rivalries, territati disputes, inadequate
or failed efforts at reform, the abuse of humanhtsg and the
dissolution of states can lead to local and evgional instability”;

* Art. 24: “Alliance security interests can be affsttby other risks of a
wider nature, including acts of terrorism, sabotag;d organized crime
and by the disruption of the flow of vital resoust&

In 2006, at the Riga NATO summit, entitled “Trarrsfing NATO in a

New Global Era®, three important moments stood apart. The firss wee
declaration made by the former American Presidexur@e Bush Jr. according
to whom “NATO is in transition from a static forte an expeditionary force”,
then in line with Rasmussen’s more recent speedhes.other two moments
were embodied by two specific initiatives which iomed the inseparable link
between energy security, global war on terror anevaNATO geopolitical map.

The first was made by the American Senator Richaghr, Chairman of
the Senate Foreign Relations Committehich comparing energy to a weapon
suggested the possibility for NATO countries todke art. 5 in the case their
energy supplies were cut off by fofteThe other, promoted by Jamie Shea,
Director of Policy Planning, saw the possibilityr fihe creation of a NATO
Energy Security and Intelligence Analysis Cell @spble for the gathering of
information on terrorism and energy security froanious sourcé$

Another important moment was represented by th& Hicharest NATO
Summit in which the American initiative to let Ggiar join the Alliance was rejected
by various NATO members. | cannot see the impogtasfcGeorgia in NATO
without thinking about the strategic and economigartance of the various pipelines
which, crossing the territory of Georgia, carry rggeresources from Central Asia.
Despite American pressure on this initiative o#iéance countries understood that
in case of troubles in Georgia (as was the cag&um 2008) resolution was not
through military means, something which in rediigppened.

The last historical moment in the constructionhig harrative is represented
by the recent NATO Strategic Concept approvedsbain on Nov 14 2010 (NNSC
2010). Accordingly, the defence and security of embers of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organisation “will be based on an Active &ggment, Modern Defence”:

“4. The modern security environment contains a thraad evolving set
of challenges to the security of NATO'’s territorgdapopulations. In order to

33 Aybet Gulnur, “NATO's Developing Role in ColleativSecurity”, Sam Papers No. 4/99,
posted at: http://www.mfa.gov.tr/grupa/ac/aca/a@a1.htm.

34 NATO Summit, “The Alliance’s Strategic Concegatt, www.nato.int/docu/pr/1999/p99-065e.htm.

35 At: http:/iwww.rigasummit.lv/en/

% Judy Dempsey, “U.S. lawmaker urges use of NAT@ust”, International Herald
Tribune November 29, 2006.

87 Jamie Shea, “Energy security: NATO's potentiidNATO ReviewAutumn 2006.
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assure their security, the Alliance must and wahtnue fulfilling effectively
three essential core tasks, all of which contribitesafeguarding Alliance
members, and always in accordance with interndtiama

* Collective defence. NATO members will always agssh other against attack,
in accordance with Article 5 of the Washington Tyedhat commitment
remains firm and binding. NATO will deter and defeagainst any threat of
aggression, and against emerging security chaemigere they threaten the
fundamental security of individual Allies or theliahce as a whole.

« Crisis managemetit NATO has a unique and robust set of political and
military capabilities to address the full spectraincrises — before,
during and after conflicts. NATO will actively enggl an appropriate
mix of those political and military tools to helpamage developing

% While NATO is adopting a Crisis Management apphpane of the major author/actor of
the Alliance, the United States of America, has anexl, since the terrorist attack of Sepf, 2001,
in a massive re-adaptation of its “defence” apparan various sectors and through new
methodologies and style. “America is at war, andliwe in a world where global terrorism and
extremist ideologies are realities. The Army haalyically looked at the future, and we believe
our Nation will continue to be engaged in an ergpefsistent conflict’ — a period of protracted
confrontation among states, nonstate, and individc@rs increasingly willing to use violence to
achieve their political and ideological ends.” Thleswhat the USA Army General Williams V.
Wallace wrote on the foreword the FM 3-0 Americam# Operations Manual (Feb 2008 at:
http://www.jmrc.hgjmtc.army.mil/jmrc_command_doed/rfm3_0.pdf) . The USA final product
which resembles to the NATO one of Crisis Managemsntepresented then by “Stability
Operations”. To arrive to this final product the Ancan administration has operated in various
sectors always keeping in mind the original purptoske “engaged in persistent conflict” (in the
Multiple Stress Zones?). In 2001 the State Depantrimétiated a program of Critical Language
Scholarship Program for American students of Aralsiersian, Azerbaijani, Bangla/Bengali,
Hindi, Indonesian, Korean, Punjabi, Turkish, UrdGhinese, Japanese, and Russian
(http://clscholarship.org/). At the same time in0B0the USA started putting in practice the
“Lawrence Legacy” (as the US forces will be engagedrregular warfare around the world,
using “an indirect approach”, they should build amork with others, and seek “to unbalance
adversaries physically and psychologically, rathen attacking them where they are strongest or
in a manner they expect to be attacked”. In the UEW6 “Quadrennial Defence Review
“available at http://www.defenselink.mil/qdr/.). &h in Oct 2008 the Field Manual 3-07
“Stability Operations”  (http://usacac.army.mil/ca2pository/FM307/FM3-07.pdf),  puts
stability operations into doctrine after they wanéroduced in the above mentioned FM 3-0,
Operations, and where their importance were elevate the same level as offensive and
defensive operations. “America’s future abroadnikkely to resemble Afghanistan or Iraq, where
we grapple with the burden of nation-building unfie” said Lt. Gen. William B. Caldwell IV,
commanding general of the U.S. Army Combined Armst&€enat Fort Leavenworth, Kan.
“Instead, we will work trough and with the commuynitf nations to defeat insurgency, assist
fragile states and provide vital humanitarian aittie suffering. Achieving victory will assume
new dimensions as we strengthen our ability to geeesoft’ power to promote participation in
government, spur economic development and addhesgadbt causes of conflict among the
disenfranchised populations of the world. At tharhef this effort is a comprehensive approach
to stability operations that integrates the todlstatecraft with our military forces, internationa
partners, humanitarian organizations; and the feisactor.”
(http://lwww.army.mil/article/13079/army-unveils-nestability-operations-manual/).
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crises that have the potential to affect Allianeewsity, before they
escalate into conflicts; to stop ongoing confligthere they affect
Alliance security; and to help consolidate stapilin post-conflict
situations where that contributes to Euro-Atlasgcurity.
Cooperative security. The Alliance is affected &yl can affect, political
and security developments beyond its borders. Tlhienée will engage
actively to enhance international security, thropgttnership with relevant
countries and other international organisations¢dmytributing actively to
arms control, non-proliferation and disarmamentt lay keeping the door
to membership in the Alliance open to all Europgemocracies that meet
NATO’s standards®

Therefore overlapping the NATO narrative and the&.Ggoligan map we
see how the importance to know the human terraa;ather” culture, in short
to have that capacity of the Ulysses’ gaze, tosteaa foreign symbols in
tactical tools for his own strategy and securigcdme valid capabilities.

However we have to go back to the fiction worldspfy story and see
how this world in a way was more able to perceivetwas going on in the
real world despite the “scientific’ evidences pard by the academic and
George Smiley-Achilles’ paradigm.

This is a necessity because the intelligence &gtwanducted in a “liquid
paradigm” must be ready to interpret various messegming from different sources.

If during the Cold War period the intelligence sees of the NATO
countries were not able to understand the capakilitention, and reality of our
mortal enemy, there is the danger that we can depethe same situation right
now on focusing too much on stereotype image of engmy or potential
enemies and then to remain fossilized on the Aadiifparadigm. There is but an
intuition which comes from the world of fiction ditature, and more precisely
from a former member of the English Secret Senaod, which links the period
of the Cold War to 2008. If we had to drawn a limetween the year 1961
(SPECTRE's first and last appearance as a worldwaeer is in the novel
“Thunderball® published in 1961), and the year 2008 (the laste3aBond
movie “Quantum of Solace” was released in the 2@@8an see a constant in
the message of James Bond/lan Fleming.

lan Fleming, a member himself of the British Nalaeélligence Division
during the Second World War, was very aware, thatikshis various
professional experiences (and his acquaintance pétiple of different levels
and occupations), of the existence of real menaedisbeyond the stereotyping
“‘enemies” depicted during the Cold War. SpECTREe($q Executive for
Counter-intelligence, Terrorism, Revenge and Eidnjtcame to existence in

% NATO 2010 New Strategic Concept, at: http://wwvicniat/lisbon2010/strategic-
concept-2010-eng.pdf.
40" Jan Fleming (1961)Thunderball London: Penguin Books.
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the 1961, the same year of the Cuban Missile Ctisésn in a moment of strong
tension between the major players in the Cold Wafrontation, but Fleming
was not afraid of the Soviet/Communist threat. SPEE is a global criminal
organization, organized as a “multinational”, whtve terrorist activity is only
one among its diversified strategic criminal ad¢i®d aimed to conquer the
world. SpECTRE, has is office in 136 bis Bouleveialissmann, Paris, and use
as a cover, an international organization (or NG&@jich main mission is to
help “oppressed people™: FIRC@raternité Internationale de la Résistance
Contre I'Oppression Of course here we are talking about fictionadrelters, but
the resemblance to the activities of recent testroriminal organisations is stunning.

Not to talk about the other organisation Quantueatad by the mind of
the script player of the more recent James BondigsdiCasino Royale, 2006;
Quantum of Solace, 2008). But while the goals dEGPRE were revealed,
Quantum has more nebulous shape and motives. lgane we are confronted
with a “multinational” criminal organisation in wdfi one of the leaders maneuvers
his company, Greene Planet (again a NGO, whiclrasteare focused on
environmental problems; we are in 2008), to taketrod of Bolivia's water
supply, which might be part of a larger terrorikitpLet's overlap the James
Bond visual messages and we come up with the digoivertebrate, molecular,
and impalpable” structure of criminal organizatibat during the time (1961-2008),
and without being involved in political ideologies religious credo, or linked
to any state in particular, has been able to opexatl make profits from legal
high finance investment, energy resources, moneydig, drug, prostitution,
and may be even outsourcing terrorist activitiesriter to spread fear and take
advantages from it. Can we move aside this popitdaature in defining it pure
fiction (Oscar Wilde should have use “dry good®),here we have elements
which can be used for further and different use?

At the end of the Second World War the threat dinetnationalist-
political-religious terrorist organizations startedspread around and with it the
phenomenon of organized crime. But the structurthe$e organizations were
copies of the vertebrate, bureaucratic structuresegmt in the State apparatus,
the typical pyramidal, hierarchical configuratiori the Army, the Police,
Intelligence agencies, the Ministry, etc. Now d#ys dimension of this union
of forces between criminal-terrorist enterpriseggiot overlap with the static
structure of their enemy, the State, but, on th&raoy, it is exactly the copy
(cellular-fluid) of the various multinational, frahising, investment companies
that have made the financial world their battlédfse

It is on the liquidity of this form of threat thate have to focus our
attention, but until we will persist in the sameguigm in perceiving the threat
itself and our protocol of response to it, in aidigilitary way, we will be
condemned to repeat the same mistakes. This litquht is more vicious
because, as said before, doesn't refer to anycpsatiideology or religion, but
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to a human weakness: “quantum” is a Latin worldd &m English can be
translates in “How much”? Definitely this world &incial crisis, that is not a
crisis at all but a new dangerous reality will pwod a lot of potential labour
force for the above Quantum organisations.

If we want to use again the word “conflict” | cdhe combination of
threat/response as a “liquid conflict”.

In “liquid conflict” there are more than two dimeass, and the field is
open, not framed by borders or treaties, and timdlicting parties are liquid
too: “the new wars are ‘globalized’ wafs” The threatening entity can be a
combination of all the forms the conflict-actors4mation can assume and that
| presented above. The contrasting side, the “gemif should be liquid too
because must enter in this conflict not in a rifgidn but will have to adapt
itself to the “local terrain”, taking in considei@t that with the passage of time,
and the mutation of situations, its attitude towd#nd participation into the
conflict becomes a liquid too. We live in complerdaopen societies were
different sentiments, affiliations, and loyaltiepegist, and where is quite
difficult to establish the contours of real and &gined communitie$® which
are present in a “securitizer” state. Thereforeppetiving into the frame of the
same state can be interpellated, and be loyaffeereint communities which can
not be the state itself where they reside, minirenteven the basic concept of
state and its social contract.

The idea of “liquid conflict” call in a major colteration between various
sectors of our society, and members of our soeigigh is always moving and
changing. This new form of conflict presuppose tlathave to leave the door
open to various analysis and interpretations of thman nature, and much
more when we deal with insecure wannabe situatdig could have possibly
imagined the sparking historical situations whidglought to the First World
War, the Second one, and the Global War on Tem@iblistory is not linear,
and if there on this planet an animal which isrtiest dangerous, definitely this
is the human being.

The necessity to go back teecuritas” means not only an epistemological
position but a return to the intrinsic message psalated in the Latin word
securitas in which the human, as a superior entity, refarpossession of his
dignity. The critic position is the position of adge, and “critic” has its origin

41 “The new wars are ‘globalized’ wars. They invotte fragmentation and decentralization

of the state. Partecipation is low relative to fi@pulation both because of lack of pay and
because lack of legitimacy on the part of the warrparties. There is very little domestic
production, so the war effort is heavily dependamtocal predation and external support. Battles
are rare, most violence is directed against civdljzand cooperation between warring factions is
common. Those who conceive the war in traditionauSéwitzean terms, based on definable
geo-political goals, fail to understand the undedycested interests, both political and economic,
in the continuation of war.” Mary Kaldor (200®yew & Old War Cambridge: Polity, p. 95.
42 Benedict Anderson, (2006 [1983[nagined Communitied.ondon: Verso.
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in the Greelkritikos: judge, and as any good judge, before taking poresble
decision, he want to listen more versions, and froore people about the
events, and this is sometime the position of tHei€ Scientist.

CSS help us to understand the relativism of ouritjpms, of our
“framed-certified” perceptions, and it presentslitas a “reforming” voice, in which
scepticism can become a key to open the door sfsiéce in which we have
been enclosed like in the Plato’s cave, or in #ilitinated world of Don Quijote.

For the above reasons, and with the purpose taesetu societies, and
our existence, because we as human beings ar®railected each other as
liquids are, we have go back to basic philosophmatiological questions:

» What is reality?

» What is real knowledge?

* What we can do?

Only after having answered the above questions \ile be able to
approach the topic of security from a differentiogind then produce a liquid
paradigm. A new paradigm born out not from the tiGed” label, or the
“rough signal”, or even the Pavlov’s bell, but frahe fact that has decided to
fix as a referent centre the etymological meanifgsacurity as $ecurita$
(freedom from care; carelessness, safety, security)

The original significance of securigecuritasmust be the orthodoxy, the
doctrine, and more under the light of the globaiety.

In fixing this unchangeable meaning, as a centnd, accepting that the
referent object is not a tribe or the national ries¢ of a particular tribe, but the
human society, then all the answers to the follgwgnestions will provide us,
any time they do not much with the centre, withstathce, which represent the
manipulation, the “appearance”, the cacophony, imciv every wannabe
security discourse has been disguised.

» What is being secured?

» What is being secured against?

» Who provide security?

» What methods can be undertaken to provide it?

It will be the gap between theecuritascentre and the various “security
discourses”, which could be seen as a window. Bigge distance between the
too points, bigger the window, which will open ceyes and show us that in
front of us we have real windmills and not frighitepgiants.

But CSS at the same time provide us with very prakctools when we
go back to the Buzan’s security sectors theory.

The five sectors of security: military, politicaconomic, societal, and
environmental, all of them they have to play as@usty team.

The five sectors can become liquid tools (a neelligence paradigm) to
face liquid threats but with the purpose not to wifiverswar”, a ‘bellumwar”
or all the other variants analysed above, but wlith aim to win security,



58 GIOVANNI ERCOLANI

because this liquid threats infiltrate societiearfl more afraid of the spectre of
Quantum then the spectre of terrorism), and borolevglls do not stop them.

But again the problem remain on the credibilitytttd message and of the
impartiality of actors because as recent event&éorgia had show to the
world, other actors are capable in picking up @sa@nd play the pantomime.
What a coincidence that after the collapse of tbe curtain which divided two
orthodox theatres a new liquid curtain is agairt, lbas perceptible, dividing
stages. The difference? Now, in this globaliseditigsociety, the theatres are
more than two, and while the play is quite the saime script is an open text in
which all the authors copy and cheat each othdrs.pfoblem is that every one
of them wants to play the Pavlov’s bell and havéousbey as dogs.

Conclusion: a New Intelligence Community for a Comfex World

I want to go back again to the last moments ofGoé& War. When the
Berlin Wall fall down, and not Soviet tanks wererth ready to invade Europe, |
can say that the NATO defense paradigm upon whiiduaknowledge (supposed
science) of the enemy-Soviet Union was construamtehegemonically divulgated,
and inculcated with the purpose to construct or(We-NATO) a habitus (as
developed by P. Bordieu in his “Language & SymbBlower”), really represented
a structured protocol-paradigm-grid of analysis iatetpretation.

How did NATO paradigm explain the Soviet Union imgibn? And if it
tried, something that did not happen at all, hois garadigm was constructed
and based on which, it certificated as “sciences@aise this “official certification”
operated at the academic level too, where “noiaffzertificated” voices where
labeled as heretics.

Interestingly in 2005 Prof. Edward A. Kolodziej ms “Security and
International Relations” gave an answer: no onéhefinternational Relations
rival theories, such as realism, neorealism, libaratitutionalism, classical
economic liberalism, and Marxism, were able alomesxplain the facts that
brought a “contra-revolution” and the implosiontioé Soviet Union.

Then our intellectual task is not only attacheths academic world, and
more precise the one dealing with InternationabRehs and Political Science,
but it is a real problem of philosophy of scieneewhich our knowledge was
based and will be based.

If the Cold War period was interpreted and recarcséd by the OSS in a
mechanicist model were two entities were opposezhtd other, now we have
work on a paradigm which is open to a big numbevasfables, among which
the most difficult to quantify (and to foreseebtshavior) is what Tolstoy called
the “spirit of the army. The unknown factor whichultiplied by the mass gives
the resulting forcg".

43 Leo TolstoyWar and Peacep. 1140.
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So if the NATO paradigm and the various IR theoapparently were, as
they are still now, not able to explain the 198@rdg, what about the “secret
service experts”, the various James Bonds who appgrwere brighter on the
movies than into the reality?

An answer can be provided by Joseph J. Trento endolok “The Secret
History of the CIA”: during the cold-war at the US#nbassy in Berlin no one
was an expert on Russian language-culture.

And what about the more recent years, let's saytitne before the
terrorist attack of Sept 11, 2011? Well, “See Nal:EVhe True Story of a
Ground Soldier in the CIA's War Against Terrorisnthe 2003 memoir by
Robert Baer, a former CIA case officer in the Diogate of Operations, give us
another dramatic answer: despite the fact thatwbdd was changing and
apparently not the official defense-security pagadias a result very few CIA
operatives had high skills in Arabic language, tactalk about the total lack of
Arabic and/or Muslim culture experts.

Going back to Buzan's security sectors theory, amsing an
anthropological approach | can say that the mogiomant sector are the
societal and the environmental ones. The socie®l(mentity, or according to
Ulysses the culture-symbols of Troy and the Trojatkse X variable, the
human factor (what Tolstoy calls the unknown “Xttiar) because if there is
not human society there are not the others seatmtsif the environmental is
not present, then we do not have the other sedtms but society and
environment influence each other. Consequentlynlaffirm that if we have to
work on a new paradigm we have to start to conaénioy the time being on
two pillars: societal and environment-al.

Because of that the big challenge now is not oal§ate various liquid
threats but to reform and produce a paradigm whidhhelp us to reorganize
an “intelligence” approach to new global realities.

When we read the above NATO security discoursesave to remember
that we-NATO are not the only human being living this planet but other
realities are present were various different refetiare constructed between the
societal and the environment-al:

» Other countries like China (with a population o6 billion) have
produced their own concept of war. “Unrestrictedriatae” is a book on
military strategy written in 1999 by two colonela the People's
Liberation Army, Qiao Liang and Wang Xiangsui. Tawok rather than
focusing on direct military confrontation examinasvariety of other
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means which can be summarized in the Formula: Stikegpf + Soros

+ Xiaomolisi + Bin Ladert!

At the G20 Seoul meeting (2010) even the map ofwtbed financial

crisis was changed. Despite the western countgpgted the financial

crisis as a global one, its perception from othkxbg actors and
emerging economies was completely different. Accmydo O'Neill

(Goldman Sachs), policy makers in Asia were refigriio the global

credit crisis as the "North Atlantic Crist8Thus, and for the first time,

the “others” defined our military alliance as adlirtial system.

* When we look at the “Multiple Stress Zone” map préed by the
NATO General Soligan in 2009, how can we not seg iththe exact
copy of Pentagon Map which was produced in the 2204 to
highlight the grand strategy for the American fgrei policy?
Furthermore the Pentagon Map is much more than raplei
cartographic representation of the planet, it @ivésion of the world
countries between the Functioning Core, charagérizy economic
interdependence, and the Non-Integrated Gap, dieairzed by unstable
leadership and absence from international trade. Gtre can be sub-
divided into Old Core (North America, Western Ewrpplapan,
Australia) and New Core (China, India). The Norefmated Gap
includes the Middle East, South Asia (except Indmapst of Africa,
Southeast Asia, and northwest South America. Tigisgua realist
terminology the Functioning Core can representdhd of order while
the Non-Integrated Gap the land of anarchy anddigsand also it can
be seen as a tentative to ethnicalize the Wowrtahd if what can happen
in the Non-Integrated Gap can produce security earcto the NATO
countries (which are part of the Functioning Camedl justify a military
intervention in their internal affairs then “feas something that is
actually missing in a situation of internationabeshy, and because it is
missing it must be invented and skilfully deployét.

4 Qiao Liang and Wang Xiangsui, “Unrestricted Weafa Beijing: PLA Literature and

Arts Publishing House, February 1999, at: httpyfftsme.org/cuw.htm

4 BBC News — Today — West 'paranoid' about world econdNov 11, 2010 at:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/today/hi/today/newsid_91799009739.stm

% Thomas P. M. Barnett, “The Pentagon's New Map: Wt Peace in the Twenty-First
Century”, Putnam Adult, 2004.

47 'Marco Aime,Eccessi di CultureTorino, Einaudi, 2004, pp. 73-100.

48 Cynthia Weber, “International Relations Theory —Chitical Introduction”, London:
Routledge, 2005, p. 23.
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» World Population Growth Rate: “By 2003, the combirmopulation of
Europe, the United States, and Canada account@asfct7 percent of the
global population. In 2050, this figure is expediedbe just 12 percent. (...)
Today, roughly nine out of ten children under the af 15 live in developing
countries. (...) Indeed, over 70 percent of the wsrldopulation
growth between now and 2050 will take place in 2dntries, all of
which are classified by the World Bank as low ineoan lower-middle
income, with an average per capita income unde8$53n 2008.*

» Consumption factor. “The estimated one billion deowho live in
developed countries have a relative per capitawuopton rate of 32.
Most of the world’'s other 5.5 billion people thabnstitute the
developing world, with relative per capita consuimptrates below 32,
are mostly down toward 1%°

49 Jack A. Goldstone, “The Four Megatrends That Wiange the WorldForeign Affairs
January/February 2010. And the recent article ofOBBEES MINOIS, “Une Planéete trop
peuglée ?"Le Monde Diplomatiqueluin 2011.

0 Jared Diamond, “What's Your Consumption Factoiftie New York TimeSanuary 2,
2008, at http://www.un.org/esa/population/publieati/wpp2006/WPP2006_Highlights_rev.pdf
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How will it be possible to “secure our future” (tlestimated one billion
people who live in developed countries coinciddnte the same number of
NATO people, the “our”) and then maintain a constiompfactor of 32 when
the “others” will want to consume like us? “The WbBank has predicted that
by 2030 the number of middle-class people in theelbping world will be
1.2 billion — a rise of 200 percent since 2005.sTimeans that the developing
world’s middle class alone will be larger that tb&al populations of Europe, Japan,
and the United States combined. From now on, therethe main driver of global
economic expansion will be the economic growtheafilg-industrialized countries,
such as Brazil, China, India, Indonesia, Mexical &nrkey.™

UNWPP 06 Rev. 2005-2010
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« Life expectancy rate. Will the people living in tlimultiple stress
zone” (the non- integrated gap) accept their dremtizing conditions,
and live less than the people living in other paftthe globe? Will they
accept the status quo that has produced their yngewill they rebel?
And the peace that NATO will impose on them will A€e*positive
peace” or a “negative peace” which will reproduoe same “structural
violence” that provoked unrest and internal confliend not seeing
instead the “civil war as a systet?

51 Jack A. Goldstone, “The Four Megatrends That WhHange the WorldForeign Affairs
January/February 2010.

52 D. Keen,Complex Emergencie€ambridge, Polity, 2009, pp. 11-24.
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To sum up, globally we are approaching what isedadl “take-off point”
in which it is necessary to recreate a communife &d see at security issues
through new lens, a community ready to accept grpssive approach in which
not only elements which belong to the “securityljpeon” are analysed but a
community capable to understand the dynamics ddettedements, and their
repercussions in society, and in a global geopalitontext.

If the major accusation made against the intelbtgecommunity after the
terrorist attacks of Sept 11, 2001, was their “latkmagination”, then we have
to contribute to the training of a young community researchers through a
multidisciplinary approach to security concernsanich Open Sources Analysis
enter in the Academic world and were the cunningsbiés’ gaze is a must.



