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The events of 9-11 were crucial in changing the minds of the American people about their security and the security of their nation.  The idea of National Security was well defined according to the perceived threats of the time, and the public’s perception of it was that they were protected. In the aftermath of the terrorist attacks, the Homeland Security Act was signed bringing into existence the Department of Homeland Security.  The jobs previously ascribed as being under the domain of the National Security Council, CIA, and the FBI.  The difference between National Security and Homeland Security is an emphasis on domestic threats versus international threats.


The Intelligence community defines national security in terms of their mission as:

"Timely and accurate information about the activities, capabilities, plans, and intentions of foreign powers, organizations, and persons and their agents, is essential to the national security of the United States. All reasonable and lawful means must be used to ensure that the United States will receive the best intelligence available." (Executive Order 12333)

In addition, the FBI’s focus on intelligence and national security pertains to mostly actions of foreign nations, such as the search for WMD’s, or weapons of mass destruction, and the analyzing of the possible threats posed by foreign nations. 


Homeland Security, however, has been defined by the Homeland Security Act to say that the Homeland itself is the United States and its territories.  The official primary mission of the Homeland Security Department, as defined by the act is to:

“prevent terrorist attacks within the United States … reduce the vulnerability of the United States to terrorism … minimize the damage, and assist in the recovery, from terrorist attacks that do occur within the United States…”

This mission statement reflects the idea that post-911, the emphasis of security was placed more upon the threats directly to the internal system of the United States than the threat of outside entities and nation-states.



When referring to National or Homeland Security, the question is what exactly is being referred to? In the case of National security, it is apparent that National security is an old-geopolitics model term that refers to external threats, and, as Porter puts it, 

“It took the sovereign state as the exclusive unit of analysis, and was concerned only with military threats or those related to an ‘enemy.’”

In the post-911 geopolitical climate, Porter’s post-Cold War model for National security was no longer sufficient for the American people who felt their trust in the government was misplaced because they were not able to protect them.


The response to the mistrust was the formation of the Homeland Security Department, which responds to the domestic threat. The real issue in Homeland security, though, is the ineffectiveness of such a department. In effect, the entire department and act itself is a red herring designed to draw attention away from the failures of the National Security department.  By creating such a department, which has had no visible successes besides the lack of further major terrorist attack, which is an unverifiable success, the United States government has engaged it’s citizens in a game of wordplay.  The Department of Homeland Security has been given many privileges in H.R. 5005, but it has yet to show proof of any “positive” work besides the formation of bureaucracy and the abuses of citizens’ rights.  In fact, according to Olague’s “macro-nationalism” idea of new world order geopolitics, the creation of the Homeland Security Department is in reality a danger to not only the citizens of the United States but to other nations as well, since the grouping of the US with other macro-nations is apparent, but Homeland Security is an idea dependent on independence from other nations, where National Security has the proper emphasis on international cooperation.  


By concentrating the efforts of the government on duping the people into believing that “Homeland” security is anything more than a placebo to appease the shocked sensibilities of citizens post 9/11, resources are wasted and real issues are ignored, both by the Government and the citizens.  One particular example of the negative effects of the Department of Homeland Security is the color-coded “Terror Alert” system.  This system, besides doing effectively nothing besides threatening the economic stability of the United States, is a false protection. 


The creation of Homeland Security has added nothing to the United States’ security that it did not already possess. What it has done is change Americans’ perception of their geopolitical imagination.  The addition of “Homeland” security is meant to make Americans feel more secure in, for one, having a “Homeland” instead of just a loosely affiliated “nation”.  In this sense, the United States has fallen into Agnew’s “Territorial Trap”, and emphasized that what lies within the borders of the nation are what makes the nation itself.  


It could be argued that the Department of Homeland security has solidified for Americans the identity of the “homeland”, and that is a positive development in terms of unity, being unified against a common enemy.  However, in the situation where the enemy is not easily defined, such as a terrorist threat, such national identity is useless and even detrimental, breeding fear and suspicion amongst the citizens.  It is also a negative development for the other countries grouped with us in macro-nationalism.  For the reason that we are forced allies, the United States must work with others it has been macro-nationalized with in order to maintain a strong alliance and front against the terrorist threats posed to the macro-nation as well as our own.  A strong national identity is not so much of help in this situation, and so the idea of Homeland actually works against our allies and us.


Ultimately, the creation of the idea of “Homeland” security versus “National” security is a fallacy that has accomplished nothing.  The terms, while seeming to suggest the defense of the Nation and State separately, actually do nothing but distract the public from the real security issues.  The Homeland Security idea also stagnates the development of macro-national defense, which would be the best option for the United States to defend against the terrorist threats.  “Homeland” is just another way of the U.S. asserting it’s autonomy and is only effective as an opiate for the masses.
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