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The “civilizing” approach in solving the global terrorism problem

Grachova Viktoriia

Overthe period oimore tharfifty years from 1963 till 2014 Stateshave adoptea@
range of special universal treaties aime@t countering the threat of international
terrorisnt. These treaties mostly rely on criminal justice mechasignresponding to
terrotisnt, focusing primarily on ensuring prosecution and punishmeribr terrorist
offences Meanwhile it is rather evident thatsuch mechanismslo not provide a
comprehensivebasis forthe solution of the global terrorism poblem and should be
supplementedvith other meaures In this regardthe Secretargieneral of the United
Nationspointed in hisreportof 14 April 2014concerninghe activities of the UN system
in implementing the United Nations Global Court@rrorism Strategy, thatwhile
initially many UN Member StateSmay have focused on their immediate need to comba
and prevent terrorisfay building critical capacities in law enforcement, investigation anc
prosecution,longerterm success also depends on a more thorough implementation
pillars 1 and IV'® of the Strategy,consisting respectively of measures to address
conditions conducive to the spread of terrorism and measures to ensure the protectic
human rights and the rule of law while combatitfgA particular importance of the pillar
| is stressedin this report since the UN SecretaryGeneral recommersdthat “the
international community make a concerted and focused effort on the preventive aspec
counterterrorisni, what “necessarily requires addressing conditions conducive t
terrorisni®. Lateron inits resolution 2178 (2014)f 24 September 2014 the UN Security
Council recognzed that terrorism would not be defeatedoy military force, law
enforcement measures and intelligence operations admueunderlired the need to

address the conditions conduciveit® spread. Considering the abovmentionedi,it is

! Seethe list of the corresponding treaties Onited Nations Action to Counter Terrorism. International Legal Instruments
(http://www.un.org/en/terrorism/instruments.shtnbee alsoProtocol to Amend the Convention on Offences and Certain
Other Acts Committed on Board Aircraft. Done at Montreal on 4 April 2014
(http://www.icao.int/Medhgs/AirLaw/Documents/Protocole_mu.pdf?Mobilg=1

%2 SeeHandbook on Criminal Justice Responses to Terrorisnited Nations, New York, 2009, 127 p.

3 Activities of the United Nations System in Implementing the United Nations GlobaeE®emorism Straggy. Report of the
SecretaryGeneral,14 April 2014, UN Doc. A/68/841para 20

* Ibid., paras 27, 91.

® |bid., para 107.

® UNSC Resolution 2178 (2014), 24 September 2014, UN Doc. S/IRES/2178 (2014), preamble.
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importantfor international law tembrace the challengd expandingegal regulatiorof
the global antterrorism efforton the basis cidequatereventive measures.

For abetter understamuly of what measureare particularly needatdmay be useful
to have recoursdo the conflict paradigmwhich allowsto view the phenomenonof
terrorism & a manifestation of underlyingpcietal antagonismsince reconciling such
antagonismgequiresthe knowledgeof the inner mechanismsf social conflictsand a
special methodology the tools of conflict studiesappearto be valuable infinding a
soluion to the global terrorma problem In this regarda number othe East Europealaw
scientistgpoint ata conflict-based nature of terrorism and the neemhvestigatats social
and political genesis. In particulariliBna Pungamentioned “crisis processes” in society
as conditioning terrorism and the necessity to make a thormajlgsisof its “social and

political origins”

. Viktor Petrshchev views conflicts in social, economic, political,
interethni¢ interreligious and other spheres a“[b]ass of origination of terrorist
manifestations’and pointsthat an effectivestrategy for combating terrorism requires “a
good knowledge of this destructive phenomefiofihe causes derrorism as a form of
violencecan be analyzed from a mierand macreviewpoint the formerfocuses on the
characteristics of terrorist perpetratarsd potential participatrs in terrorist activities, the
latter concentrate on the fluctuations of terrorism in functioof such societal
developmentss*“periods of politicaktrife, economic conditiongnd culturaideological
conflicts’® etc. Still, in general terrorism study “has become preoccupied with the
constantdebate that revolves around explainigat actually constitutes terrorismand
howto counter it instead otoncentrating ofiwhyit actually occurs'®, what seems to be
akey questionin the realm bterrorism preventionn order to answer this question aod
solve the problers which the answer wuld inevitably exposeterrorismper se as ason
Franksargues needs to be recognized “asnfiwt” and the study of it needs “to move
beyondthe [S]tatecentric understandirigivhich concentratesainly on terrorist violence

“against the established authority[Bitate’, into a wider and more holistapproachhat

" PUNGA, Politiko-pravovye aspekty mezhdundnogo terrorizmdPolitical and Legal Aspects of International Terrorism],
Kishineu, 1998, p. 9.

8 PETRISHCHEV,Antiterroristicheskaia strategiigAnti-Terrorism Strategy]n Organizatsionnepravovye voprosy borby s
terrorizmom[Organizational and Lawssues of Combating Terrorisniloscow, pp. 104, 886.

°® SeeDEFLEM, The Policing of Terrorism: Organizational and Global Perspectiisy York, London, 2010, p. 16.

Y FRANKS, Rethinking the Roots of TerrorisiBasingstokeNew York, 2006, p. 1.
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will provide acceséinto the deep socipolitical roots of theviolence ™. It seemgruethat
the relocation of terrorisnnto conflict studiesvould allow “to openup terrorist conflicts
to the multilevel andinterdisciplinaryapproaches to understangiviolencé andwould
also “bring with it the tools of conflictresolutiori®®. For instance,as Json Franks
believesthe analysis at thievel of “nonstate actdr provides an understanding based on
social conflict theory anduggests that terrorisme caused‘by the perceived function and
utility of terrorism, unsatisfied human needs and relative deprivatwwhatimpliesthe
existence ofr evolutionaryor reactionary terrorism, grievance terrorisenddeprivation
terrorisn’ ** the analysis atother levds implies the extence of “inherent’ and
“devious$ terrorism “terrorism management”, Cultural, systemicsituational , “ socic
economit, “ideological, identity, issue, emotional, cognitivand” groug’ terrorism™.

Consequently, atarting poinin undestanding terrorisnthroughconflict paradigm
Is the avarenes®f its conflictbased nature lat presupposeshe presencef an intrinsic
source of confrontationn this regardthe UkrainianresearcheV olodymyr Antypenko
insistson the “decisive present®f a “violent conflictness” interrorismandconsides it
as aform of “international social confrontation” based the ‘differences of political,
economic, ethnic and territorial dueultural interestsof Statesand thegroups of States
peoples, nations, social groups and movemeessilting in a [g]lobal terrorist conflict”
which becomsthe meango removecontradictiors and is ablgo bring disastrous effects
if it is not solved®. Both Volodymyr Antypenko and his Ukrainian follower nha
Antypenko argue that conflict dimension ofthe crime of terrorism contributes to
examiningit “in the frame of referencef international humanitarian law” arsiliggesta
theory of international legategulation of‘terrorist armed conflicts®. At the same time,
corsidering the importance of the “preventive” pillalr antiterrorism strategyi, believe
thatthe conflict approach to international terrorism needs to be deveioggobal antr

terrorism law in order to enrich it with a comprehensiveoncept focusing onthe

2 bid., pp. 17,18, 195.

21bid., p. 88.

3bid., pp. 112113.

“bid., pp. 112, 113.

15 ANTIPENKO, Teorii mirovogo razvitiia i antiterroristicheskoe praviogika sopiagaemostiThe Theoriesof the World
DevelopmenandAnti-Terrorism Law. Thé.ogic of Assogativity], Kyiv, 2007, pp.8,274, 125437.

v, ANTIPENKO, A. ANTIPENKO, Konfliktologiia v mezhdunarodnom pravotvorchesf@nflict Studies in International
Law-Making], Odessa2014,pp. 11, 169f.
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eradicaton of the correspondingsocietal antagonismslhe purposeof this essayis,
therefore to studypreventive aspect dhe conflict paradigm in theontextof the global
legal regulation ofight against terrorism.

In general, as &erWallensteen pointsa conflict “contains a severe disagreement
between at least two sides, whéneir demands cannot be met by the same resources
the same tinde what isan “incompatibility’ — a keyelementto the existence of conflitt
The additionaklementsare“actors and“actiori’, anda completedefinition characterizes
conflict asa “social situation in which a minimum of two act@parties) strive to acquire
at the same moment in time an available seicafce resourcéqthe notion of resoures
coves “all kinds ofpositions that are of interest to an a&tdt Manifestconflict requires
both incompatibility andaction butevenif there are no actions although it is posstble
discernincompatibilities, there is a latent conffitt The Ukranian researcheAnatoly
Ishmuratov definesconflict as a fanifestation of theimbalance of interests, a
“disagreemerfitbetweenparties when each of therattemptso promoteits position or its
goals solely’. It is also viewed as “malady of communicatiofy an “unfair, unjust,
incomprehensiblelay’?*. The dynamics of conflict isspresentetby “latent , “manifest”,
“latent aggressive and “manifest aggressiVe phases, and the lattezonstitutes a
“[b] attle” phase,at which aggressive plans are beimegplized; it is the phase of
“declaration of wdr and its main strategy is “destruction”, “hatred”, “fanaticisth”
Considering ths, terrorismappears to ba manifest aggressive phase of social interagtion
linked to the incompatibility of interestsof its parties, the existence ofprofound
contradictionsetween them. Conflict resolution, in tupresentsa “situationwhere the
conflicting parties enter into amagreement that solves their central incompatibilities,
accept each other’'s continued existenseparties and cease all violent action against

each othet®®. Therefore, eslving terrorist conflict requires acceptance, agreement an

" WALLENSTEEN, Understanding Conflict Resolution: War, Peace and the Global Sykmrdpn, Thousand Oaks, New
Delhi, 2002, p. 15.

8 bid., p. 16.

¥bid., p. 15.

2 ISHMURATOV, Konflikt i zhoda. Osnovy kohnitivnoi teorii konflik{@onflict and AgreementThe Fundamentalsf the
Cognitive Theoy of Conflicty, Kyiv, 1996, pp154-155.

2 |bid., p. 155.

2 bid., pp. 9, 104.

ZWALLENSTEEN, supra,note T, p. 8.
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nonviolence.Since prevention of conflicis a much better way to avoid disturbance of

relationshipsthan “reconciliationafter a fight®

, an effective antiterrorism strategy
should prioritizesocial prevention of terrorisnseeking toidentify and eliminate those
factors of social interaction (political, economaultural, religiousetc) which bearthe
potentialof terraist conflict. At the same timeby settling existingincompatibilitiesit is
also possibleo neutralize thosdactors which have already transformed into terrorist
violence.

In 1970sthe UN General Assembiyjmade areffort to examinethe rootcauses of
terrorism in particular,this issuewas handled byhe Ad Hoc Committee on International
Terrorism established biys resolution3034 (XXVII) of 18 Decemberl972°. Between
1972 and 1991 the General Assemiaysisterly defendedhe needto graspthe context
within which terrorism thrive<®. In the “Working paper on underlying causes of
international terroristhpresented in the repast the Ad Hoc Committee of 17 April 1979
there have been namézblonialism”, “racism, racial discriminatidn® aggression, use of
force contrary to the Charter of the United Natiprieccupation of foreign territorie’s
“interference in the internal affairs of other Statépolicy of expansionism and
hegemony, “persistence of an unjust and inequitable inteomali economic ordér
“political, social and economic injustices and exploitdtidpoverty, hunger, misery,
frustration$ etc?’, although not all the delegations supportedapgroachreflected inthe
Working papef®. By the 1990sthe focus of the UN Gemal Assemblis anti-terrorian
actsshifted decisivelffrom measuresto preverit international terrorisnbo measuresto
eliminag” it *°. In 2004the High-level Panel on Threats, Challenges and Chamgeened
by the UN SecretaryGeneralpointed tothe imperativeto develop aglobal strategy of

fighting terrorism that'addresses root causes and strengthesigonsible States and the

% Seede WAAL, AURELI, Ch. 18, Shared Principles and Unanswered Question¢atural Conflict ResolutiofAURELI

and de WAAL, eds.) Berkeley Los AngelesLondon 2000, pp. 374378.

% UNGA Resolution 3034 (XXVII), 18 December 1972N Doc. A/RES/3034 (XXVII).

% SeeMANI, The Root Causes of Terrorism and Conflict PreveritisFerrorism and the UN: Before and After September 11
(BouldenandWeiss eds), Bloomington, Indianapolis, 2004, p. 231.

" Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on International Terrorism, General Assebffitjal Records Thirty-Fourth Session
Supplement No. 37 (A/34/3Rew York, 1979para 69.

2 |bid., para 70ff.

29 SeeUnited Nations Action to Counter Terrorism. Resolutifhig://www.un.org/en/terrorism/resolutions.shtml
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rule of law and fundamental human righifs Thefirst elementof suchstrategywascalled
“Dissuasionworking to reverse the causes or facilitators of terrqrisoluding through
promoting social and political rights, the rule of law al@mocratic reform; working to
end occupations and address major politigaévances; combating organized crime;
reducing poverty and unemplment; and stopping State collagsé Still, in the United
Nations Global Counteferrorism Strategyadopted by the General Assembly on 8
September 2006he UN Member States resolvk to undertakemeasures aimed at
addressindthe conditions conducive to thepread of terrorisin includingbut not limited
to prolonged unresolved conflicts, dehumanization of victims of terrorismplieitie rule
of law and violations of human rightgthnic, national and religious discrimination,
political exclusion, soci@mnomicmarginalization and lack of good governatice

Thereby the perceptionof underlying causes of international terrorisnithin the

UN seemgatherblurred.But what is clear is #nneedto analyzethem ina globalcontext
andcertainscientiss blame the shortcomingsf the global systerfor creatinga breeding
groundfor international terrorismin particular it is stressed thatnder globalizatiorthe
principles of* equality” and“justicé areviolated, the singlerules of playin economic,
political, cultural spheres are absamd“individualism, selfishness, the fight for survival
and thecult of forcé have come to the foregroufidin this connectionrsome researchers
regardterrorism asa result ofthe existing flaws of the global systeras asign of crisis
within the international communityand a specific resistanceto globalizatiort*, and
suggesthat effectiveterrorism prevention requirehanges within the global systeand
international community‘tant sur le plan interndes Etats queus le plan des relations
interéatiques *. Consequentlyit may be usefuto conducta specificstudyof the cause
andeffect relationship between globalization and international terroasma social
conflict within the framework of the United Nation®n the basisof it the UN General

30 A More Secure World: Our Shared Responsibility. Report of the-ldigh Panel on Threats, Challenges and Chaige,
%{N Doc. A/59/5652 December 2004 aral48.

Ibid.
%2 UNGA Resolution 60/288, 8 September 2006, UN DURES60/288p. 4.
% prava cheloveka i protsessi globalizatsii sovremennogo fitanan Rights and the ProcessesGbbalizationof the
Modern World (LUKASHEVA, ed.), Moscow, 2005, p. 7.
3 See e.g. MANIsupra,note B, p.237: V. ANTIPENKO and A. ANTIPENKOsupra,note B, pp.44-45, 386 BASEREN,
Terrorism with its Differentiating Aspedts Defence Against Terrorism Revigz008, p. 10
% See e.gMANI, ibid; RICHARD, Droit de I'extradition et terrorismeRisques d'une pratique incertaine: du droit vers le
non-droit in Annuaire francais de droit internationdl988 p. 663.
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Assembly could adoptthe Agenda for addressing underlying cause$ international
terrorismin a globalized worldwhich would be avaluable supplemenb the United
Nations Global CounteFerrorism StrategyTo havean indepth discussion of theoot
causes ofterrorist conflict within the UN does notnecessarilymean to provide
justification for acts of terrorismas critics may caution on the contrarythe above
mentionedgeneralconflict mode] consisting of‘incompatibiity”, “actors” and “action’,
does notinvolve “violencé as itsinalienablepart presupposing thetocial conflicts can
be manifested andettledthrougha non-violent action In addition,it is important thatn
the debate ovethe draft comprehensiveonvention on international terrorisih was
suggested tahangeits name to“United Nations Convention on the prevention and
suppression of international terrorisity however, this requiresubstantiathanges in jt
sinceinitially the draftconventionhasn’t focused much on the prevention of international
terrorism in the broad sende The adoption of theabovementioned Agendaould
facilitate the elaboration of theappropriatelegal provisions onglobal preventin of
international terrorismvhich shouldoeincorporated intdhe future Conventionin order to
reinforce its “preventive” side

Solving conflicts involvegompromigng, andterrorist conflict resolution requires
social compromisgfoundedon seeking mutual benefit and reaching agreent@mugh
mutual concessionsSuch compromise is always valuand moralitybased what is
particularly significant, since violent social strategiesisually reveal adeepvalue and
morality crisis As social sciencéteratureclaims modern civilization has started to forget
suchnotions as“unique human nature*universal values of cultureand“the signs of the
world spiritual crisi§ are showing up what results in a growing “military, religious,
political confrontation between peopl&&®. Within the framework of thisdiscourse
terrorismis regarded as a todbr searchingthe ways“to renovate human nature in a

139

violent form™~, what makes value and morality conflictan additional element of

% See Measures to Eliminate International Terrorism. Report of the Workingu@r@ November 2010UN Doc.
A/C.6/65/L.10,p. 27. Available on United Nations Action to Counter Terrorism. Reports of the Working Group of the Sixtt
Committeghttp://www.un.org/en/terrorism/workgroupsix.shjmi

37 Seeibid., pp. 4-15, 17-19.

3 BUKREEV, Chelovek agressivnyy (istakiezhdunarodnogterrorizma) [The Man Aggressivéhe Originsof International
Terrorism)], Moscow2007, pp.15, 265, 264.

*bid., p. 264.
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terrorism.In order tocut negative trends/hich caise and charactee terrorism the global

antrterrorism efforts need tobe guided bythe “civilizing” approach This approachs
foundedon the recogmion of a conflict-based naturef terrorism andcorrespondingheed
in comprehensive humanistitools to reconcile the antgonisms inherentin the
international social developmeithis presents one of the wayspmvidesolid groundor
coexistence andooperatiorwithin the international communitgndcreate anore secure
and democratievorld. The aim of this approach it bringinternational community to a
thorough analysis of terrorisgenerating factors whictvould allow to identify andto
implement political,economic,social, cultural,ethnic, racial, religious and moralong-
term developmendtrategiesontributing b a world-wide rejectionof terrorist violenceas
a noncivilized tool. In particular, as Philippe Richard underlined, “[u]n progres dans I
pratique générale des Etats en matiere de lutte contre le terrorisme neépyeuntdenu
que lorsque [...] le rexrs au terrorisme sera cor&iédcomme ilégal par tous les Etats:
but shaping theuniversalrejection of terrorisviolence goes beyoncmgnizingit as an
illegal practice.

Notably, it is necessaryto strengtherthe promoton of the concepts ojustice and
equalityin international relationdirst of all, in international economic relationdeedless
to say the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of Staties,Declarationon the
Establishment of a NewternationalEconomic Ordemandthe Progranme of Action on
the Establishment of a New International Economic Oatlipted in 1974nd aimed at
providing just and equitable basis for the international econdevelopment haven't
been succeskllly implemented. Such fundamental principlesf those documentsas
mutual and equitable benefp attempt to seek hegemony and spheres on influenc
promotion of international social justicetc*? are not fully working, deep income
Inequalitieswithin countriesanda wide economic gap betweeleveloping andleveloped
onesare persistinggtc In its World Economic and Social Survey 20t@ Department of
Economic and Social Affairs of the United Nations Secretegiignizdthat “the pattern

of uneven development brought about by globalization so far has been sustainable ne

“°RICHARD, supra, note 34bid.

“1 See UNGA Resolution 3281 (XXIX), 12 Decemi&74, UN Doc. A/RES/3281 (XXIX)UNGA Resolution 3201 (¥1), 1
May 1974 UN Doc. AIRES/3201 (&/1); UNGA Resolution 3202 (1), 1 May 1974, UN Doc. A/RES/3202 {9l).

2 Seeibid.
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economically nor environmentally, nor has it been feasible politicalhd offereddeas
on how the international communityould achieve “a more balanced and sustainable
globalization and a safemore prosperous and more just world fot ‘&llin particular the
Department suggested nans of “retooling the existing aid, trade and financial
architectures’and poinéd b theneed“to strengthen the global coordination of economic

decisionmaking™*

, Which requiresappropriate legal regationand implementatian

An important resource whictanbe an antidote to political or econonmgustices
Is dialogue— a concept whichdenotesthe communicative interactiobhetweensome
interlocutors where no partsan claim to have the first ¢ne last word. In the political
context as Fred R. Dallmayr points, this translatesnto a policy of multilateralism or
multilateral cooperation, which is the opposite of any absolutism or engmrcethe
rejectionof absolutism or empireonstitutes‘a precondition of just peat&. One of the
key elementsn solving terrorist conflict ismproving global communicative interaction
by meansof dialogue amongivilizations. This kind of dialoguds aimed,inter alia, at
attaining the objective oflentifying and promotig “common ground among civilizations
in orderto address common challenges threatening shared values, universalrigimsan
and achievements of human society in various fiéldsAccordingly, & Fabio Petito
claims the international situation imposes usa “moral obligation to pursue a politics of
inter-civilizational understanding and engagenent into an intercultural dialogue is
“crucial for peacé, as it cannot be ignored that since September 11, iveheyear

designated by the Umitl Nations as the “Year of Dialogwé Civilizations™®

, global
political violence and conflicts have reactedritical new levéf. While examining he
global political discoursef dialogue of civilizationsFabio Petito even speaks oén

“alternative model of world ordgrhaving “multipolarity as its spatial orientation and a

*bid., p. xxiv.

*SDALLMAYR , Justice and Cros€ultural Dialogue: From Theory to Practida Civilizational Dialogue and World Order:
the Other Politics of Cultures, Religions, and Civilizations in International Rela(®i€HAEL and PETITQ eds.),New
York, 2009, p. 30.

“©|bid.

" SeeUNGA Resolution 56/69 November 2001JN Doc. A/RES/56/6 Art. 2.

8 SeeUNGA Resolution 53/224 November 1998)N Doc. A/IRES/53/22.

“9 PETITO, Dialogue of Civilizations as an Alternative Mdder World Orderin Civilizational Dialogue and World Order:
the Other Politics of Cultures, Religions, and Civilizations in International Rela@hSHAEL and PETITQ eds.),New
York, 2009 p. 58
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new crosscultural jus gentiumas its normative ordérwhich is a “thick” dialogically
constituted normative orddrased on a “genuine” and “enrichegtiiversality®. Still, in
orderto ensure thahe global discourse of dialogue of civilizatiomnevesbeyond general
and rhetorical statements aassunesa clearer and concrete political agetidae concept
of such dialogue should bedeepy entrenchedand developd in international lav,
includingits peremptory rules

The concept ointer-civilizational dialoguereflectsthe core values and principles of
the global ethic, such d&imanity reciprocity, trust liberty, justice rationality, sympathy
legality, civility, rights and respnsibility®, essentialin promotng rejection of terroiist
violencein the world. In particular,the real preventionas Ralph E. Stephens argues,
“begins with inculcating values and desimeshe populatiorfor an open and safe society
in which individuds would consider the use of terror for any reason to be unethical al
thus unacceptable, for themselves as well as for everyoné’elké culture of non
violence based on theylobal ethic seems to be a&ornerstone in thglobal terrorism
preventionand it implies the need to prometthe culture of peacen whole. The UN
General Assemblyhas adopteca number ofimportant acts on this subjectsuch as
Declaration on the Preparation of Societies lfife in Peace ofl5 December1978*,
Declaration and Programme of Action on a Culture of PedcE3 September 1999
Resolution68/1250f 18 December2013 “Follow-Up to the Declaration and Programme
of Action on a Culture of Peat® etc. The UN General Assembly regardee tulture of
peaceas aset of values, attitudes, traditions and modes of behaviour and ways of |
basedon respect for life, ending of violence and promotion and practice ciimbence;
respect for the principles of sovereignty, territorial integrity and political independénce
States and nwintervention commitment to peaceful settlement of confliatsspect for
and promotion of the right to developmeatherence to the principles of freedom, justice,

democracy, tolerance, solidarity, cooperatipluralism, cultural diversity, dialoguend

*0bid., p. 62.

*1 Seeibid., p. 63.

*25eeABOULMAGD et al, Crossing the Divide: Dialogue among Civilizatio@®outh Orange, 200pp. 76-91.

3 STEPHENS CyberBiotech Terrorism: Going High Tech in the 21st Centarithe Future of Terrorism: Violence in the
New Millennium(KUSHNER, ed.), Thousand Oaks, LondgpNew Delhi, 1998, p. 206.

> See UNGA Resolution 33/73, 15 December 1978, UN Doc. A/RES/33/73.

** See UNGA Resolution 53/243, 13 September 1999, UN Doc. A/RES/53/243.

% See UNGA Resolution 68/125, 18 December 2013, UN Doc. A/RES/68/125.
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understanding at all levels of society and among nat&@od’. The deadesof ever-
growing violence which ironically, followed the adoption othe Charter of the United
Nations as the world’s blueprintfor maintaining peace and secuyitprompt that
internatimmal law must providevalid means todefend and promote itsfundamentks,
notably, the ideal of international peacgeainless weccept thatnodern international order
Is to be crushed down by an eruption of elemental violence, like anciemelt las been
destroyed bwesuvius.

Anothercomponent bterrorismprevention idolerance, recognizeasa “necessity
for peace and for the economic asakial advancement of all peopl&s Its meaning,
defined in theDeclarationof Principleson Toleraceadopted by th&eneral Conference
of the United Nations Educational, Scientific a@diltural Organizatiomn 1995 includes
respect, acceptance and appreciation of the rich diversitewforld’s culturestheforms
of expression and ways of beingnman; recognition of the universal human rights and
fundamental freedoms of otheexcepting the fact that human beings haveigid to live
in peace and to be as they®r&olerance is notoncession, condescension or indulgence
instead, itconve\s the idea thabne is free to adhere to onelsn convictions and accepts
that others adhere to theiend that one's views are not to be imposed on Sthétrss
crucialthat blerancecontributes to the “replacement of the culture of war by a culture c
peace”and itis to be exercised bYindividuals, groups and Stat&§ Tolerance in the
sphere of ethnic, racial, cultural, religious and other “sensiteefal relationsis able to
eliminate risks of discriminatioand marginalization stimulatesound soial interaction
and create opportunities for conflict prevention acahflict resolution onthe basis of
social compromise.

Considering the abowmentioned it is logical that the UN General Assembly
emphasies in its Resolution 68/2760f 13 June2014 that tolerance dialogue among
civilizations the enhancement of interfaith and intercultural understanding and respe

amongpeoples, including at the national, regional and global levels, are among the m

" See, in particar, UNGAResolution53/243,supra,note 55, Art. 1.

%8 Declaration of Principles on Tolerance adopted by the General CordesétUNESCO on 16 November 1998eamble
(http://www.un.org/en/events/toleranceday/pdf/tolerancé. pdf

*bid., Art. 1.

% bid.

® |bid.
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important elements in combating terrorfén¥et, terrorismis alsomay belinked to the
“lack of human security among an increasing number of people in the’wwHdt makes
it necessaryto put “individuals and their wellbeing into the centre of our concern’
becausg as Wolfgang Benedec poirg "peoplewho enjoy decenliving conditions and
democratic ruleare less likely to generate terrorists or sympathiith theni®®. The
concept of human securigares tomake anindividual a major element of the security
paradigmwhat challenges He traditional secuty model based on th&tate’s coercive
competencesincein the modern world[p] ower cannot maintain itself solely through
power, especiallythrough the power of the armed fotée The UN GeneraAssembly
defined human securityas an“approach to assidflember States indentifying and
addressing widespread and crosgfting challenges to the survivéiljelihood and dignity
of their peoplg, indicating that this notion includeke right of peopléto live in freedom
and dignity, free from poverty ancespait and calk for “peoplecentred, comprehensive,
contextspecific and preventieariented responses that strengthen the protection ar
empowerment of all people and all communittesGovernments retain the primary role
and responsibility for ensuring the survival, livelihood and dignity of their citjzehise
the role of the international community is womplementand provié the necessary
support tothenf®. Humansecurity require$greater collaboration and partnership among
Governments, internathal and regional organizations and civil socity which is
particularlyimportant in the context of thgdobal anti-terrorian efforts At the same time
| strongly believe thathe anthropocentrisnof the modernsecurity paradigm must be
complementedvith the principle of high moral andcivic responsibility ofan individua)
on the basis of whichachof usshould consciouslgct asa member ofglobal community
This involves willingness toadjustone’s life, one’srights and needto the needs and
interests of thewhole human civilization,based orthe imperatives of its survival and

progress.

2 SeeUNGA Resolution 68/276, 13 June 2014, UN Doc. A/RES/68/p@fa 23.
% BENEDEG Human Security and Prevention of TerrorismAnti-Terrorist Measures and Human RigfBENEDECand
YOTOPOULOSMARANGOPOULOS eds.), Leiden, Boston, 200gp. 175, 174.
®DALLMAYR, supra,note %, p. 38.
22 UNGA Resolution 66/290, 10 September 2012, UN Doc. A/RES/66/290, para 3.
Ibid.
7 bid.
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The main conclusion following from this essay is that universal strengthening a

developmenbf the concepts of justice and equality, dialogue among civilizations, cultu
of peace, social tolerance and human security in international law seems tabesangr
tool for global social prevention of terrorism and its eliminatibhnis brings with it hope
that global terrorist conflict could be finally solveg means of civilizing. The nature of
the abovementioned conceptsinequivocally suggests that the success of this task
primarily depends orthe viability ofthe United Nations Charteralues which must bea
critical foundation forbuilding secure, demaatic and prosperous worldhis task, in
particular, imposes big challengeon the draftersof the comprehensive conventiam
international terrorismf they aspire to a truly “comprehensive” outreach of the future
Convention It is worth noting that global terrorism not only poses a threathioman
civilization, as it is broadly acknowledged, but alsonically, puts its ability to function

as “humanistic” and “civilized” to the test. InternationaWlghould actively explore
preventive aspect ofthe conflictologial paradigmin order to provide an honorable

solution totheglobal terrorisnproblem
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