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Codex Hammurabi
229. If a builder builds a house for a man and does not make his work strong and the house that he built 

collapses and causes the death of the householder, the builder shall be killed.
230. If it causes the death of the householder’s son, they shall kill the builder’s son.

231. If it causes the death of the householder’s slave, he shall give slave for slave to the householder.
(Westbrook 2005)

 In following set of paragraphs i will try to clarify proposed research method that would be applied over 
the concept of security to find potential means, tools and clues in dessertation research and discussions. Mostly 
because it is highly contested and ambiguous concept, i am left to observe security in its historical and meta-
physical (and possibly mathematical) sense, with its contemporary (future) context and psychological element 
of fear. This method i find to be supportive of the idea to look for the essence of the security concept, and more 
importantly this path, i believe, can help disecting the specific dessertation domain of building security. With 
the help of exemples and theories of security, by observing its evolution, transformations, manifestations i will 
try to construct a theoretical framework to perform further analysis. Plan is not to choose a specific theory of 
a concept to establish the thesis development, but to make progress using few different (confronted) theories 
comparatively along the research process. This part of thesis will hopefully finish with a rough “sketch” of the 
security concept to be used in discussions about architectural design issues.

 Within my limited literature resources i have found Foucaults (2009) discussion on the meaning of 
security comprehensive enough to take it as important starting point for my observations.Security may be 
understood from Foucaults definition to be a complex system, a designed apparatus which has to function 
towards a specficicly targeted reality. Security means inability to act inside a complex system in a cohesive 
ways. Security abstracts, prioritizes the phenomena in space to achieve pronloguement of a powers life. Be-
tween the threat and a value, security appears as designed system to act against the threat, to protect the values. 
Foucaults method of dialectical interpelation of historical and methaphysical dimensions of tackled topics, i 
will try to enrich with modest  expansions by observing security in mathematical (geometrical) space. 
 
 Space of thesis development is chosen to be the mental, imaginative, “meaningful”. Contrary to Levfe-
bre’s Production of space, the research will be conducted with Production of meaning in mind. This is due 
to dual nature of security to potentially be both sebjective and objective. It is only when true experience of 
subjective security is combined with real capacities of objective security, that one can be truly aware of its 
safeness level, and act in specific situation accordingly.  On the other hand, achieving objective, high security 
levels is more important when observed from the perspective of system as whole. Security as applied concept 
can mean the sacrifice of true feeling of security for a trust in well being of matrix. One can place its own secu-
rity in the hands of engineer, doctor or government. Security emerges as a process of constant trade offs on all 
levels, from individuals to states. What occurs are inner-relations (self-relations) such as the relation between 
the management of security on higher and it affections on the meaning of security in lower levels.  Relation of 
the meaning of security with many other phenomena makes it quite difficult to analyse it, but i believe that all 
the relevant information can be mnaged into a coherent image of security concept.

 Relationship between security and power as concepts draws my attention as another potentially useful 
departure point into deconstruction of both concepts. Security appears to be closely related to power, as it  in 
some cases explicitly has a meaning of (economical) surplus. If we set up the abstract scene with power and 
security on stage, they appear to form specific relationships in terms of how they relate to each other in space. 
Power has priority over security but security is inevitable for the life of power. And it also appears that the 
apparatus of security has to act both to support the integrity of power from inside (react with its source?) and 
outside (react “against” other powers). Type of reactions may vary, as security appears to be a designed object.  
For a power may be decomopsed into the power to sustain itself and th power to expand - these are the forms 
in which power comes into reality. This perspective may indicate that security is just a face of power which 
acts to preserve the state in which power exist. 



Security as an issue has its moral and ethical values. It is important but not a desireable topic; it deals with 
obscure dimension of any existance. In one moment security appears contradictive by being very important 
but not essential for life. At the same time it becomes substantial for the susatinment of life. It becomes most 
essential when threat enters the reality. It may be observed that it starts to exist and can be measured when any 
life-essential need is met; when the life happens.  What ever the true meaning of security is, it makes a great 
impact on primary meanings in spaces. If the truth cant eventually be trully reached, one at least should chase 
it as if it is always around next corner.

 “He cited as an example a statement by General Jacob L. Devers: National security is a con dition 
which cannot be qualified. We shall either be secure, or we shall be insecure. We cannot have partial securi-
ty. If we are only half secure, we are not secure at all.” (Baldwin 1997) But then we cannot ever feel secure 
because there is no such a thing as complete safeness. İt may be only possible if we would not be completely 
aware of the reality of situation - if we sould accept to live in a lie, deprived of the news about the threats - 
only then we would potentially be able to enjoy “absolute” feeling of security. Such discussion points out that 
the human perception of space, and the security as one of its layer plays may play a big role in the definition 
of the concept of security. We can have a case of a highly anxious, scared person inside the best guarded and 
protected spot in the world, where objective security cannot do anything in the case of providing feeling of 
being safe.”For Hobbes it meant little whether a man’s insecurity was at the hands of local thief or an invad-
ing army. Protection from either, he believed, was the absolute responsibility of the state. For this protection, 
the citizen should give up any and all individual rights to his country, his protector - security prevailing over 
liberty. (Taylor, 2004) “What, therefore, is the comparative cost of the theft and of its repression, and what is 
more worthwhile: to tolerate a bit more theft or to tolerate a bit more repression?” (Foucault, 2009).

 Security always requires resources. It has it costs. It is a commodity, today a very luxury one. Based 
on how resources are distributed within the security system we can say that there can be good and bad secu-
rity. There are many other things which can enforce the quality of human life. Food, water, justice, freedom 
are just some of the elements, next to security, which are required for the quality sustainment of human life.  
Clue we may also look among the other living species. Turtles, snails have their armor which provides them 
secure place but this has a cost of carryng the shell everywhere, reducing speed, mobility, etc. Plants also have 
developed different defense mechanisms in order to fight their enemies. Think of eggshells which declare that 
an entity (a certain form of power) is under danger and requires protection since the very beginning of its ex-
istance.bliving beşngs are born vurnerable and in need of security. This part of existence dedicated to enable 
itself, enable the existence of the existance seems to be present among many levels, in many different forms. 

 There is a constant link appearing between the conflict and security; the question of security arises 
in specific situations. In the case of Peloponesian war: “...The underlying motivation for the conflict was the 
desire for security aggravated by the power shifts that arose in the aftermath of the Persian Wars. Sparta and 
her allies initiated the conflict with a desire to protect themselves against the newly demonstrated power of 
Athens.” (Texin) Here a security appears as a reaction to power, acting against the power. Strenghtnening of 
Athens power caused the reaction by Sparta to start making allies. Sparta’s preventive engagement in rein-
forcement of its own power was a matter of security. The rise of Athens was percieved as a threat. The very 
reaction of Sparta starts to be shaped around the Athen’s power. If such engagement is initiated, than the quest 
for com plete (irrational) security cannot be achieved without total elimination of the threat (without the diss-
apearence of Athens’ power). Rise of one power calls for a rise of other power, but with a specific goal. If we 
can think of Athen’s rise of power, as something which accidentally, naturally emerged, than Spartas building 
of power is intentional, artificial one. In such a case the conflict becomes unavoidable. “So in all of this I will 
therefore propose only one imperative, but it will be categorical and unconditional: Never engage in polem-
ics.” (Foucault 2009) Queat for security starts when an apparent threat enters reality. The security mechanism 
must be challenged in order to come to reality, to action. Otherwise it can just be in passive, build-up mode. 
Using the example of grain trade and market changes Foucault see security to act by “finding support in the 
reality of the phenomenon, and instead of trying to prevent it, making other elements of reality function in 
relation to it in such a way  that the phenomenon is cancelled out, as it were.” Security appears as an active 
form of defense.



 In reality of course understanding the threats and preparing security requires a lot of analysis in order 
to acquire objective understanding of the situation. This problem brings us to the problem of objective security 
and very feeling of security. One can feel (un)secured without a objective reason. Underestimating or overesti-
mating the power of presented security is a common scenario, resulting in paranoia or unreasonable feeling of 
safety. Only when the capacities of security enter the reality one can be sure of the true potential of its power, 
unless security levels are transparent so that one can always be aware of the situation (which is rarely the case). 
Any case taken into consideration indicate a very personal relationship with fear and security. At least on the 
level of perception, as reactive component is almost always generated, produced externally. If the problem of 
the security’s imperfection really lies in the perception, can the perception be (re)constructed (if nesseccary) 
for one to establish the most rational relationship with its environment? Can architecture be observed as an act 
of information management which is percieved through the senses and information produced with our speech 
and movement? Our production of meaning in space, is what we actually percieve as space. Can architecture 
be used as an act to design the extraction of meaning from raw inputs of perception, to correct the distorsions 
resulting from imperfection of our senses? Can mind completely overcome the problem of “false” feelings 
by installing personal security apparatus, to establish complete personal (and true) control over the feeling of 
security in search for absolute security. It would be important and morally righteous according to my modest 
domain for one to be completely informed about the security situation, while perserving rationallity levels and 
its functional performance.

 Cold war affected many to start debating on the concept of security. Narrow and wide definitions with 
military as decisive element is an example of scientific reaches of literature coming from the political scienc-
es. United Nations defined several categories of security which in an examplary way imply basic values of 
human life. Political, economical, human and other types of security were identified as a layers which are to 
be subject of protection, monitoring, etc - necessary conditions which should be in the focus of security. Close 
relationship between political decisions and security may impose political questions for architect to answer 
when dealing with security. With current trends of social sciences to place the attention on the individual, one 
could expect for architecture to follow the trend, because in my oppinion it is the one which could answer the 
security needs in the most comprehensive manner. But having the disproportional relation between the secu-
rity of the whole and its elements, there has to be a debate on this duality within the building design. 

 Dealing with broad, post Cold War definition of human security, which focuses on protecting the indi-
vidual, through means of architectural design would mean a creation of self-sufficient habitats - living spaces 
with capacity to completely and independently support the ‘normal’ sustainment of life. This self-suffi ciency 
would had to be established at the smallest scale possible in order to reduce the dependency on energy, food, 
water and other elements required for noraml living conditions. With current trends in architectural design 
which are supporting creation of such self-sufficient habitats it seems that contemporary definitions of hu-
man security are already tackled by architectural community. In this case one can perceive a dual nature of 
architecture towards the design, because on one side it tends to provide the security related to energy, food, 
water which is in direct relation with the contemporary definition of human security, but on the other side it is 
exclusive only when it comes to security in times of war and other violent events, which could be understood 
as a silent approval of states unquestionable responsibility for security of its citizens.

 Security, defense, protection, are all synonyms and concepts which are used to describe the determi-
nance of communities to invest its resouces into the feeling of being safe.  Historically, the quest for security 
started with concious decision over the choice of location of the settlement. Choice to live on the hill, build 
a wall, or dig a city for a whole society are direct indicators of cognitive evaluation of space to make a pref-
erence of one type of space over the other. A simple idea of  evaluated advantage had a disicive effect on the 
occupation process of spaces. A relatively long life of many today’s cities is a witness of how the building en-
vironment has a strong “survival instinct”. “Cities tend to persist. Cities exhibit adaptive capacities that often 
strain credulity. Toward the end of the latest battle of Grozny (1999-2000), Russian authorities estimated that 
upwards of 35,000 civilians remained in a city where no buildings escaped serious damage, and no regular 
services existed, and movement was possible only at night. Cities are highly adaptive entities” (Joint Chiefs 
of Staff 2013). 



 Traditional idea of building security includes dealing with natural disasters and enemies (other tribes, 
empires).  The post Cold War era saught a lot of wars which were faught inside the cities, where buildings 
played quite a passive role, where the building fabric was used in its original form as a battlefield. Buildings 
are very often target of organized act of terrors. Motives can have different origins. A political message, 
robbery, complete destruc tion, car bomb are all very violent forces which act upon built environment today. 
Recent terrorist attacks, civil wars, riots, rise of crime introduced a concept of physical security inside the 
definition of building security. These new events where buildings, together with cities, became an important 
part of war scenario, inspires a discourse  about the role of the buildings in war-like events and scenarios.

 City was considered as a safe place against the outside threats until the time when walls stopped being 
effective against the new weapons (cannons). There was always mental, physical obstacle for the intruder to 
overcome, breach, in order to act towards its own purposes and desires within the encircled space. The wall 
was an episode in the life of a city, with Medieval sieges lasting for months. Sur was sufficient to provide an 
environ ment where order was able to be established, control imposed. A controlled environment. With cruise 
missles, atomic bomb, gps navigation every spot became vulnerable, every point within the city started to be 
unsafe. This situation fortified the role of the state in answering (and posing) questions of security. This state 
controlled security had its consequences on archi tecture, where the civil buildings started loosing any defense 
potential. This being a case, what happened is that visible, real security was centralized while at the same time 
an abstract notion of secu rity was dispearsed into the population.

 The deprival of building from its role in state security its a consequence of state monopolly over the se-
curity of individuals. This is an example of absolute disconnection of civil building and its military even crime 
prevention role.  The utopia of state underestimates the localized, indivdual events. I think it is argued that the 
security of the state is more important than the one of the individual. According to Foucault this is exactlly 
what makes difference between security and discipline or law as a control mechanism. Security apparatus 
does not deal with induvidual cases but overlooks the system in general. Security underlies that a loss can be 
afforded in order to preserve the overal well being of the system. It means that security allows for sacrifice of 
the elements of system in order to preserve the system as a whole. Security trully is a survival dynamics of the 
system. Any policy regarding the protection, survival or sustainment of a system may be described as security. 
In the periods before the movement of modernism architecture had different relationship with the structure 
because of “limitations” of traditional resources like stone, wood, natural settings. With inten sive use of con-
crete, steel and glass, movement of International style pushed the architecture tightly towards the dominance 
of structure to bring more space, light, to proclaim the dominance of interior over exterior. Modernism pro-
vided massive livable units for the portions of population migrating from rural to urban areas together with 
the urbanization (industrialization) of the city (state). This gigantic and rapid construction of spaces which are 
strictly focused on primary threats (earthquake, fire) finally resulted in blooming of home security industry, 
as crime, violence were not taken into design consideration - motion sensors, alarm systems, cam eras, are 
installed into buildings to provide an “artificial” protection layer. This passive role of architecture is focused 
on providing the best internal and external conditions for perfect functioning of those instruments of security. 
What is happening is that architectural form bends through the space in order to create an ideal envi ronment 
for devices to perform in their most functional manner. The road of architectural thought is taught to be sup-
pressive under the requirements of other dimensions of built environment; to host events, desires, ideas. It is 
understood that architecture should create space which will be subject of pipes, cables, machines which will 
enable the desired functioning level of space. There is very little accent on contemporary architecture to use 
its own elements, shape them directly into the solutions, to use the very power of form in order to tackle the 
problems of security. This focus gave birth to internationally recongizable built forms which declare complete 
dependency of architectural form on consequent building systems of security, management, information tech-
nologies, etc. Boxes - Containers dominate the landscape. İ dont claim that any answer should be found within 
the domain of architectural design, but at least tools of design should be tested and explored in order to directly 
tackle the issues immposed by reality.

 Banks, prisons, storage facilities and similar buildings are archetypes which since the ancient times 
had a concept of security as a main design guideline. Those are actually buildings where security is an absolute 



priority. Building security, as any other security does, indicate the vurnerability of the building. It says that 
building cannot sustain itself, by itself. Historical challenges of building security are natural disasters such as 
earthquakes, fires, volcanos. There were also cases of epidemics such a plague which was dominant painter of 
horible scenes all-over the Europe in the Middle Ages. Such challenges were being solved with new materials, 
construction methods, infrastructure. The overal form of the buildings and cities were transformed according 
to the securty challenges. At the first sight security does seem as an actuall predicament of first architecture. 

 In relation to research on philosophical, historical perception on the concept of security in general, the 
building security differs because it is a matter, not a living organizm.  The way security is related to building 
is that the building provides for desired conditions and security appears to protect the building itself and its 
content as well.

 In the case of natural disasters, buildings are already more or less prepared for the catastrophy, and just 
as Foucault has predicted, security in this case is shown when threat enters the reality and the building starts 
shaking. There is still no way for preventing earthquakes, or similar disasters, so the only way is to design 
earthquake prone buildings. Security and its threats are indespensible, undividable. These are two atoms of the 
same molecule. Threat may be observed as a natural phenomenon, and security as a reaction to it. 

 Security concept withing the art of architecture should refer to the security of building and its values 
(users, goods). The building has to be safe to host any kind of event but the safeness should be readible and 
accessible to the users. As for now several quesitons arised such as: what tools does building design provides 
to tackle security issues? How does architecture attracts resources to produce the meaning of security? What 
makes a building secure? How does security behaves inbetween the different scales of built environment? 
How does building communicates its security potential?
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