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Abstract

The essence of the state’s phenomenon lies in the fact that, due to historical experience
and the specific conditions of modern political practice, the state is the most important
factor in the consolidation (unification) of society.

To preserve the independence, sovereignty, and territorial integrity of every country,
as well as human rights, freedoms, and other important social understandings (relations),
the state carries out operations aimed at ensuring national security, naturally taking into
account both its own interests and those of society. The structure of ensuring the security
of the Republic of Armenia is constantly and consistently being improved, based on the
establishment and maintenance of the distinct status of state structures. As stages of these
developments, one can distinguish the formation of the state system until 1995, the trans-
formations of 1995-2005, the conceptual changes of 2005-2015 (2018), and the presence
of entirely new governance structures from 2018 to the present.
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AHHOTALMA

CymHocTb (heHOMEeHa rocy1apcTBa 3aK/II0UaeTcs B TOM, 4TO, OJarofapsi HCTOPUUECKOMY
ONMBITY M CHEUU(PHUYECKUM YCIOBUSIM COBPEMEHHOW IOJUTHYECKON IPAKTUKH, TOCY-
JIApCTBO SIBJISICTCS. BAXKHEHIIMM (akTOpoM KOHcoiuaanuu (oObenuHeHus) oOIecTsa.
Jlnss  coxpaHeHMsT ~ HE3aBUCHMMOCTH, CYBEpEHHUTETa U  TEpPpPUTOpPUAIBHOM  1ie-
JIOCTHOCTH KaXJIOW CTpaHbl, a TaKkKe MpaB M cBOOOA 4YeNOBeKa M JIPyrHX 3Ha-
YUMBIX  COIMANbHBIX  HWHCTUTYTOB  (OTHONICHWI),  TOCYJapCTBO OCYILECTBIISA-
€T JeATE]bHOCTh, HANpaBICHHYI0O Ha OO0ECIeYeHHEe HAIMOHAIbHOW OE30IacHOCTH,
C€CTCCTBCHHO YYUTHIBAsA KaK CBOH COOCTBEHHEBIE HMHTEPEChI, TaK U HMHTCPCCHI 06IJ_ICCTBa.
Crpykrypa obecriedenust 0ezonacHocTu PecryOnuky ApMeHUs TIOCTOSIHHO U IOCJIe0Ba-
TEJILHO COBEPILEHCTBYETCS, OCHOBBIBAsICh Ha YCTAHOBICHWHM M MOAEPKaHUU 0COOOro cra-
TyCa roCylapCTBEHHbIX MWHCTUTYTOB. B kauecTBe 3TanoB ATUX U3MEHEHUM MOXKHO BBIICTIUTH
(dbopmMHpoBaHKe rocyIapcTBEHHO cucteMsl 10 1995 rona, npeodpazosanust 1995-2005 ronos,
KoHIenTyanbHbIe n3MeHeHus 2005-2015 (2018) ronos, a Taxke MOSBICHUE COBEPIICHHO HO-
BBIX yIpaBlIeHYeCKUX CTPYKTyp ¢ 2018 roma mo HacrosIee BpeMs.

KiroueBble cj10Ba U ¢J10BOCOYETAHMS: HAIIMOHATIbHAS 0€30I1aCHOCTD, CyObEKT, CTAaTyC,
roCyAapcTBO, OOIIECTBO, TUUYHOCTD, MOJUTUKA, HHCTUTYT, CTpATEerys, KOHIETIIHs, yrpo3a,
BbI3OB.
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<wiwpnunughp

Mbnnipyub tplunyeh Enipynibp Juywbtnud E Gpubtnid, np, yuundwljut thnpah e dw-
Jwhwljuyhg punupwjut ypuumhljuyh wnwbdwhwnni ) wuydwbbtiph 2tnphhy, wb-
wuninLip hwuwpuynipyubt hwdwhdpdwt (Whwynpdwl) wdbwupbinp gnponb k:

Snipwpwbiynin Gpiph wbupinipmip, hipthphawbtneniop b mupudpuyhtt wdpnn-
owljubinieyniin, htsytu twle dwpnnt hpuyneptiipp, wqumnipnibabtpp b wy; uplinp
humwpujuubt hwajugnignibitp  (hwpuptipnieynibtbtp) yuhywitine hwdwp wb-
wnipynLbl hpuubwginid £ wgquyhtt mbfuutgni pyubd wiyyuwhndwbp dhudud gnpdn-
nnipynLblitip® phuuuiiupun huwpyh wntnyg htswbu utithwuit, wybwbu B hwowpuayn -
ywli pwhbppe

<wjuunwih  <wbpuybtunnipput wijunubtgniput myuhnjidui - Juonigyudpp
Wunuytu b htmbnnuijubnptl jumupbugnpdynid B hhdingtng whnwjub junnyg-
ttiph hwwnni Jupgqughwyh diwgnpiwb b yiuhwywtdwh Jpuf Wu qupgugnuiitiph
thnitiphg Juiptih £ wnwbabwgbty ynwjud hwdwunpgh alewgnpnidp dhbsle 1995 pyw-
Juibp, 1995-2005 pywluhibtph thnpuowbpunidttpp, 2005-2015 (2018) pywljutittiph hw-
Jhgujupgquyhtl hinthnpuniggnitilitipp b 2018 pyujutihg win wyuop widpnnenipjudip tnp
Junuwywniwb junniggudpltinh wnuynieyniin:

Pwbwh puptp b pupwljuwyuljgnipyniiiiip. wqquyhtt mijuwbgnipeynih, uni-
ptium, Jupgquyhtwy, wytunnggmel, hwuwpunieynid, wbhum, punupujuimipynid,
hwunmwnni pyni b, nwqiuyupninil, hwytigwljupg, uyuntwhp, dwupunuwhpuybn:

Introduction

Ensuring national security must be considered as a unified systemic process, the implemen-
tation of which should be based on the principle of contributing to the achievement of strategic
security objectives. In general, national security can be characterized as a system of political,
legal, economic, organizational, and other measures aimed at protecting the vital interests of
the state, society, and individuals from all types of threats.

The unique role of the state as the main actor in the political system of society in the process
of ensuring security is defined by its dual nature. On one hand, the state acts as the determinant
of security policy and is endowed with broader capabilities. On the other hand, it is itself directly
subjected to the most significant impacts of threats and challenges, making it an object of secu-
rity. This dual nature becomes even more pronounced in conditions where traditional security
threats are joined by qualitatively new threats and challenges, thereby involving new actors in
security policy.

Theoretical-methodological bases

The dual role of the state in ensuring national security has been noted in the works of ancient
thinkers such as Herodotus, Plato, and Aristotle. These works not only contain valuable data
about the political and state systems of society but also reveal the essence of the state’s funda-
mental institutional functions, including in the field of security. They also define the criteria for
the formation of the “state structure” intended for these functions [5].

For example, according to Plato, “the guardians must be chosen from among those who have
made serving the state’s interests the purpose of their entire lives and who will never act contrary
to them. They will protect the state from external enemies and, within the state, will protect
friendly citizens so that they do not develop a desire to commit evil acts.”

According to Aristotle, “first, there must be food, then crafts, and third, weapons.” This shows
that ancient Roman thinkers paid special attention to internal and external political issues that
must be addressed by specialized subjects, such as the guardians, who possess specific qualities
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and personal dignity, through the corresponding functions of protecting the state and its citizens.
Here, the concept of security as a state of protection is directly dependent on the form of the state
system.

The further development of the state’s role in ensuring security is reflected in the works of the
17th-century English philosopher and political thinker Thomas Hobbes. In his work Leviathan
or The Matter, Form, and Power of a Commonwealth Ecclesiastical and Civil, Hobbes empha-
sized that the primary goal of the state is to ensure security, which must be guaranteed exclusive-
ly by positive law, not by natural laws. In other words, the focus is on the fact that security cannot
be achieved solely through the goodwill of citizens.

The state must be the guarantor of security, capable of enforcing legal norms to ensure their
implementation. As Hobbes stated, “without the sword, covenants are but words, and of no
strength to secure a man at all” [1, 11].

Baruch Spinoza, in turn, emphasized that the ultimate goal of the state is not to keep people
in fear by subjecting them to the authority of others, but rather to free everyone from fear so
that they may live in security as much as possible, for no one remains under the power of fear
for long. Moreover, the thinker also saw a close connection between ensuring security and the
activities of governing bodies: “for the security of the state, it does not matter what motives guide
people, as long as they are guided by the right approach. Since freedom or firmness of spirit is
the moral quality of individuals, the moral quality of the state is security.

During the Renaissance of the so-called “third estate” (the bourgeoisie), the view was estab-
lished that the primary goal of the state is to guarantee the general welfare and security. In this
context, the views of the French philosopher Jean-Jacques Rousseau on the role of the state in
security matters cannot be overlooked. According to Rousseau, security is the most important
concern of the state, and therefore, one of the most important criteria for the legitimacy of state
authorities.

Thus, throughout the political history of human civilization, an ideology has formed that secu-
rity is a complex socio-political phenomenon. It constitutes not only the primary goal and main
function of the state but also a specific state of social relations that is directly linked to the vector
of development and the very condition of existence of society and the state [3, 10].

Almost all the main components of the modern interpretation of security have been identified:
internal and external threats, the role of the state as the main subject of security, and the distinct
responsibility for ensuring the security of society and citizens.

The modern understanding of security is characterized by the increasing emphasis on the inter-
dependence of “nature-society-individual.” Due to technological progress, external and internal
security have become increasingly interdependent. The connections between different spheres
of security, their mutual influence, and their impact on the security of individuals and society
have begun to lose their distinct nature. To determine the state of protection of the vital interests
of individuals, society, and the state from external and internal threats of various origins, it is
necessary to use a system of principles and methods of study that will allow for the scientific
formulation of the objective aspects of the phenomenon of security, considering it as the unified
security of individuals, society, and the state in various spheres of life [9].

National security policy, as a rule, is reflected in targeted, systematic programs developed by
the state to ensure the security of individuals, society, and the state in specific spheres of life [4].

In the context of individual security, the primary focus is to protect the vital interests of indi-
viduals, allowing them the full utilization of their physical and mental abilities not only for their
own benefit, but also for the society and the state. In guaranteeing individual security the states,
must provide an appropriate legislative system, emphasizing the rights and freedom of individu-
als and citizens enshrined in the constitution, as well as their legitimate interests.

The security of society implies conditions necessary to make civil society’s oversight of state
activities more effective, ensuring a non-state (public) share in security provision, developed pub-
lic institutions, advanced forms of public consciousness that allow the realization of the rights and
freedom of all population groups, and counterattack processes aimed at social division.

The country’s independence, sovereignty and territorial immunity, are guaranteed under the
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conditions of state security, as well as the protection of the state and socio-economic structure,
the fundamental principles of state activity, and the rights and freedoms of citizens enshrined in
the constitution (basic law). To prevent the negative impact of external and internal factors on
state security, it is essential to be guided by modern principles of law in relations with any state
and domestic institutions, and to demand that others also adhere to these norms. Here, it is worth
mentioning the reality that the choice of governance model in a state is an important political
issue, as evidenced in all post-Soviet countries after the collapse of the USSR. This choice also
influences the processes of shaping external and internal security policies [7].

The subject-object structure of national security is primarily expressed in the fact that the
subject and object mutually condition each other and, in many cases, may even coincide. The
differences between them are somewhat conditional, defined by corresponding functions, and
arise in the context of relations related to ensuring national security [2].

The state and society, as subjects of power and politics, are interconnected. In the structure
of power, the role of each subject is perceived through a complex combination of interests,
which means that each subject (especially the state) is both independent and dependent. The
state, society, and the individual, as the main structural elements of security, condition the other
components of the system, particularly the object, and are sensitive to any changes in this inter-
connectedness. This is also supported by the fact that the subjects of the security system are able
to influence the orientation of the general security policy toward the object, and vice versa, the
objects of security can fundamentally change the composition and functions of the subjects of
the security system [6].

Thus, the national security system can be characterized as an integral structure in which each
part serves the whole, and the whole, in turn, rules each element.

In general, the object of the security system is everything that needs to be secured.

Theoretically, the objects of the security system can be classified as follows: those related to
the individual (their rights, freedoms, and health), those related to society (its material and spir-
itual values), and those related to the state (the constitutional order, sovereignty, and territorial
integrity).Thus, the object-oriented structure of the national security system includes the entirety
of external and internal threats directed against the values represented by the above mentioned
subject classification.

The legal subjectivity of national security actors pertains to both national and international
spheres. Thus, the subjects of international law are bearers of corresponding rights and obliga-
tions in the field of security, derived from the universally recognized principles and norms of
international law and international treaties. In this regard, primary and secondary subjects are
distinguished. The primary subjects of international law and security are states, which are full
bearers of rights and obligations. At the same time, it is accepted that the secondary subjects of
international security (international organizations, groups of states) are endowed with limited
legal capacity compared to primary subjects. Nevertheless, international law grants the highest
authority in the field of international security to a secondary subject, namely the United Nations,
represented by its Security Council (Chapters 6 and 7 of the UN Charter)

In the field of national security, the situation is different. The primary and initial subject, as a
rule, is the state, which grants rights and obligations to its structures—authority bodies, legal and
physical entities [8, 12].

Therefore, in the national (domestic) security system, the state has significant influence over
other security subjects as well. By utilizing these, as well as relying on the legal system, material,
and force resources, the state fully employs all its capabilities to protect the main objects of na-
tional security. Here, all structures related to the three branches of power (legislative, executive,
and judicial) are applicable.

In fact, the organizational and structural composition of the national security system is usually
discussed in two aspects:

Broad: As the entirety of all structures participating in the process of ensuring national security.
Narrow: When referring specifically to the relevant bodies of the executive branch.
The subjects included in the security system can be classified into two subgroups:
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e Subjects that directly participate in the implementation of this function and are the main im-
plementers of state policy.

o Subjects that participate indirectly in the implementation of this function, and their influence
on the process is of a supportive nature.

In order to properly implement the necessary functions for ensuring security, the state, as the
central institution of the political system, forms an appropriate institutional system with clear di-
rections and functions. Hence, its individual components must have a sufficient level of humane,
administrative, financial, and ideological potential.

The systemic processes of establishing the security of each country are carried out within the
framework of specific historical conditions and are determined particularly by the social, eco-
nomic, organizational and scientific-technical characteristics of the life of the state and society,
including:

e Social situation and social characteristics: The reflection of security in the programs of polit-
ical parties, the alignment of public interests and demands in the socio-psychological views
of the population.

e Economic characteristics: Natural and human resources, economic development, the standard
of living of the population, domestic and foreign trade, finances, the state of the national econ-
omy and its sectors.

e Organizational characteristics: The formation and operational indicators of power structures,
which determine the level of state governance.

o Scientific-technical characteristics: The country’s scientific potential, the pace and scale of the
spread of scientific and technological revolutions, the quantity and quality of discoveries, etc.
Among the conditions influencing the state of national security, the following stand out:

e Civil aspect: The state of citizens’ health and the provision of social security.

e Social aspect: The state of protecting the moral and cultural values of society.

e Political aspect: The state of international relations, mutually beneficial cooperation, intereth-
nic relations, and social stability.

e Economic aspect: The state of the economy, the financial system, natural and raw material
resources.

e Defense aspect: The preparedness of the population, economy, armed forces, and other troops
for modern wars and military conflicts.

e Technogenic aspect: The state of main productive assets, labor discipline, early warning sys-
tems, and means of preventing emergencies.

e Environmental aspect: The state of the environment and its protection.

¢ Informational aspect: The possibility of freedom and accessibility of information, etc.
Results
The differentiation of the links in the management of the national security system and its pro-

vision process allows for the distinction of the political-legal status of each of these structures,
their model “internal” structures, and their interaction, especially in the issues of evaluating and
controlling the system’s activities. It is also important to emphasize that the structural system of
national security includes not only the entirety of the above-mentioned structures but also the
relations related to the organization of the system’s activities.

Within the framework of its foreign and domestic policies, Armenia considers the protection
of its national security as a prerequisite for building a democratic, legal state, implementing
socio-economic reforms, engaging in equal international relations, establishing mutual coopera-
tion and friendly principles, and consistently organizing a comprehensive international security
system. The security policy of the Republic of Armenia is guided by a number of fundamental
documents, among which the 2020 National Security Strategy, the 2007 National Security Strat-
egy, and the Military Doctrine are the basic ones [13, 14].

It was noted that the full provision of national security can only be achieved through the tar-
geted and unified activities of all state bodies and institutions. In this field, the state collaborates
with other subjects of domestic and foreign policy, striving to ensure a comprehensive security
environment. In this regard, the state bodies of the executive branch of security, including the
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forces and means of ensuring security, constitute Armenia’s national security system. The 2020
National Security Strategy also specifically emphasizes the priority of “forming an effective
defense- security system capable of countering military-political threats.”

Conclusion

Summarizing all this, the main goal of the state’s role and policy in the field of national
security can be considered the creation of the most favorable internal and external conditions to
improve the quality of life of the country’s citizens, ensure stable democratic development, and
protect the interests of individuals, society, and the state from social conflicts, natural disasters,
and long-term ecological threats.

The most important guarantee for ensuring national security is the strengthening of state-
hood, which is considered the foundation for any other activity aimed at ensuring the security of
all subjects of political activity. This is explained by the fact that, among all types of governance,
state governance occupies a special place, which is determined by the distinct status of its sub-
ject—the state [15, 16].
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