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Safety is a necessity, an aspiration, and an inalienable right of the human being.
Understanding Security is always a sense of guarantee, protection, or tranquillity in the
face of obstacles and threats, actions contrary to the person, institutions, or essential
goods, existing or intended.

Concerning the Common Good, Security is an indispensable element in seeking the
closest possible approximation to those ideal, thanks to the degree of assurance it
must provide.

The State bears the most significant responsibility for the safety of all, as it must and
may demand the fulfillment of the duties and functions necessary to maintain this
condition.

One of the most challenging problems that the leaders of a nation face is to strike the
right balance between the obligations and responsibilities of the State - aimed at the
collective interest and the monopoly of the legitimate use of force - and those of the
citizen, the possessor of a inalienable rights and, on the other hand, subordinate to the
legal order of the rule of law. In the outer sphere, as well as in the domestic area, the
aspiration for the Security of nations is constant.

Security matters encompass both the so-called hostile universe, the one in which
attitudes are contrary to efforts aimed at the attainment and preservation of the
National Objectives, and the non-antagonistic one.

Fear can threaten the tranquillity of man, individually or collectively.

To make it difficult or impeding the protection causing concerns, and what is capable
of generating conflict, are the so-called reasons for insecurity.

That can take many forms. Sometimes result from the scarcity of essential resources to
meet the basic needs of the population.

These reasons for insecurity may also stem from threats to the Nation's sovereignty,
heritage, or territorial integrity.

Sometimes they take on very subtle forms, such as those arising from the improper
intrusion of external cultures that undermine national cultural identity. Thus, the
concept of Security, in the broad sense, includes the guarantee against all forms of
threat to the individual or social groups, and may assume different shapes.



Security is the feeling of warranty that is necessary and indispensable to society and
each of its members against threats of any kind.

The scope of Security is divided into the following levels: individual, community,
national, and collective.

These levels reflect the complexity and size of everyone's responsibility for Security.
The State corresponds to higher charges as a holder than a substantial portion of the
National Power.

Regarding individual Security, man must have guaranteed rights such as freedom,
property, mobility, protection against crime, and also the solution of his fundamental
problems such as health, education, justice, social security, subsistence, and
opportunities.

Since man is essentially a gregarious being, it is not enough for him to be backed by
individual Security.

Security is the guarantee of levels of stability of political, economic, and social
relations, which preserve and regulate property, capital, and labour for their full use in
the individual and social interest.

Security guarantees the coexistence between individuals and groups.
It brings the factor of harmonization for society.

National Security is related to the inviolability of the territory and national heritage. It
also aims to guarantee the unity and culture of the Nation and the functioning of the
rule of law.

The threats to national Security most often originate from the external environment of
the Nation can reach such a degree of generalization and severity that become
significant factors of instability for the Nation.

The conception of Collective Security stems from the idea that the elimination of areas
of friction and a higher possibility to reach and preserve the objectives of common
interest.

It should be noted, however, that National Security is not at the service of Collective
Security, on the contrary, the latter complements the former.

The defense is an act, or set of measures, attitudes, and actions, which counteract a
particular type of threat, and which is characterized and sized to provide a sense of
Security.



The defense is an act or set of actions performed to obtain or safeguard the conditions
recognized as Security.

It results as Security is a feeling, while Defense is an act.

Acts of defense guarantee security at different levels. On the other hand, these actions
will always be coordinated, supervised, or directly implemented by the State,
according to the legal-political order and specific planning.

Defense System is the set of means, availabilities, and relationships through which the
National Power is supported - or part of it - and that interact in a coordinated manner,
to guarantee or restore the feeling of Security.

It is important to note that the Defense System can take on specific characteristics
depending on the type of defense action to be planned and conducted.

This system operates in a Defense Environment, which is configured every time it is
necessary to regroup resources of all kinds, to guarantee or restore Security at any of
its levels of perception.

Defense Environment is the context with some kind of incidence of external or internal
factors - of political, military, scientific-technological, economic or psychosocial origin -
not consistent with the existing or desired level of Security.

Public Security encompasses human Security as an individual being and as a social
being. It thus incorporates the interrelationships between the individual and
community levels of Security.

Therefore, the implementation of Public Security requires the guarantee of the
exercise of individual and group rights, the maintenance of the stability of institutions,
the functioning of public services, and the prevention of social damage.

Public Order is the situation of normality whose preservation rests with the State, the
institutions and the members of society, according to legally established legal norms.

Public Security is exercised employing Public Defense actions implemented by the
Public Defense System, for the preservation of the Public Order.

Public Security is the State of normality in the society, guaranteed by the Public Order.
It is done through the application of the Police Power, the exclusive prerogative of the
State.

The Public Defense, also related to the Public Order, should promote the necessary
actions for its preservation.



Public Defense is the set of measures, attitudes, and activities, coordinated and
applied by the State, through actual or potential application of the Police Power to
overcome specific threats to Public Order.

These Public Defense actions are implemented in the Public Defense Environment by a
Public Defense System, whose central body is, depending on the political form of
Governement, usually the Ministry of Justice or the Ministry of Internal Affairs.

There are subsystems, centered on the respective Public Security Offices or related
entities.

The Public Defense, also related to the Public Order, should promote the necessary
actions for its preservation. Public Defense is the set of measures, attitudes, and
activities, coordinated and applied by the State, through actual or potential application
of the Police Power to overcome specific threats to Public Order.

National Security National Security stems from the need to protect society as a whole
and the preservation by ensuring that national interests and aspirations are met. ,
requiring constant monitoring of the international conjuncture.

National Security is the responsibility of the State and from the entire Nation, whose
survival calls for the cooperation of the national community and each individual.

National Security is the guarantee that the objectives of sovereign existence,
democratic identity, social integration, heritage integrity, progress, and social peace
are sought and preserved.

Here is a clear distinction in treatment when threatening National Security.

In the event of antagonism, that is, obstacles that adversely hinder or prevent the
achievement or preservation of the National Objectives, the measures will be
predominantly coercive to varying degrees and levels. In case of adverse factors that
threaten the National Objectives, the rules will be mostly preventive, conducted in a
process characterized by their emergence and exceptionality.

National Defense

When National Power is effectively applied through actions aimed at overcoming
internal or external antagonisms that may affect the purpose and / or maintenance of
the Fundamental Objectives, National Defense materializes.

These defense actions are implemented by a system that meets the concept of
Defense System State-owned means.



However it may incorporate foreign institutions to the apparatus provided that they
act in a coordinated manner, under the guidance or supervision of the State, in actions
in Defense of national interests and needs.

The concept of National Defense: National Defense is the set of actions of the State,
for the integrity of the territory, sovereignty, and national interests against
predominantly potential or existing external threats.

Although the concept presented brings the idea of "emphasis on the military
expression," other measures and actions of the State can be implemented and are not
excluded.

Thus, National Defense involves the entire Nation and can assume different
connotations.

On the other hand, while there is a clear preponderance of concerns about external
threats, defense actions, depending on the type of risk, can be implemented both
externally and internally.

The general guidance in the execution of these defense actions must be contained in
specific documentation. This document is called the National Defense Policy.

National Defense Policy is the set of Government Objectives and guidelines to conquer
and maintain them, overcoming threats and aggressions of internal or external origin
that manifest themselves.

Or may speak out against the Security and Development of the Nation.

To overcome obstacles, achieve and preserve the Goals, following the guidelines
established by the National Defense Policy.

External Defense is present to establish specific policies and strategic actions
concerning the strengthening of Power, since the increase of power means to increase
the possibilities of negotiating and deterring.

And even, if necessary, to act coercively

In External Defense Actions are actions planned and coordinated by the Government,
applied in the external environment of the Nation and aimed at overcoming threats
that might undermine it.

Internal Defense Actions are responses to specific threats against National Security at
home.



Such risks are infringing the legitimately established legal order and are duly evidenced
by initiatives and acts that hinder or endanger the attainment or maintenance of the
Constitution.

The response to such attitudes and acts of manifest antagonism will be the adoption of
planned and coordinated measures that must be provided or determined by the legal
system of the State.

Internal Defense Actions are actions planned and coordinated by the Government,
limited and/or determined by the legal system aimed at overcoming situations that
may act against the public Security.

The Constitution of each Country determines the adoption of preventive and
operational attitudes and measures, establishing responsibilities according to the
progressiveness of the threats.

Military Aspects of Defense. The use of, or part of Power in defense actions aimed at

guaranteeing National Security may have the predominance of a particular expression
of power. When the military expression is predominant, defensive measures have at
least one unique characteristic: actual employment or the mere threat of the use of
force and/or violence. In this particular case, the National Defense System assumes
specific features.

A Military Defense System can be conceptualized as the set of means, availability, and
relationships, predominantly military, able to be used in a coordinated manner and
with the actual use with a threat use of form and/or violence in defense of national
interests in a defined situation.

The Military Defense System has as its central organ the Ministry of Defense, which is
responsible for coordinating, supervising, and/or executing defense actions, in which
military expression predominates.

The Ministry of Defense performs tasks articulating itself with other sectors of the
State or even non-state organizations, always acting as determined by the President of
the Republic and operating within the legal limits.
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