
 

 
 

 
 

INFORMATIONAL BRIEF FOR JOURNALISTS 
CIVIL CONTROL OF THE SECURITY SECTOR 

 
 
I. CIVIL CONTROL OF THE SECURITY SECTOR – BASIC PRINCIPLES 

 
1. Civil society 

 
The notion of civil society refers to autonomous organizations which are placed between State 
institutions and private life of people and communities. It includes a wide spectrum of voluntary 
associations and social movements, i.e. organizations and groups representing various social interests 
and various types of activity.   
 

2. Civil society and the security sector  
 
The groups of the civil society, such as academic, research institutions, organizations for human rights 
protection and the institutions for public policy analysis may actively influence on decisions and policies 
of the security sector.  
 
Governments may encourage the participation on non-governmental organizations in public debates 
about armed forces, the activity of the police, intelligence services, etc. Such debates reveal the 
Government’s transparency and represent an indicator of a democratic society. 
 

3. Role and contribution of non-governmental organizations in the process of civil control of 
the security sector  

 
NGO-s and research institutions can strengthen the democratic control of the security sector by the 
means of:  
 

- Dissemination of independent analyses and information about the security sector, issues of 
the military and defence field; 

- Monitoring and encouraging the enforcement of the legal framework and of human rights in 
the security sector (as far as the media are concerned - dissemination of abuse cases, abuse of 
office, etc.); 

- Putting on the political agenda the security problems which are important for the society  (i.e. 
the need to develop an Action Plan for National Security Strategy);   

- Presenting the viewpoints of independent experts about the State’s security policy, the 
defence budget, the purchase of  armament and the available resources, encouraging public 
debates and formulating possible options;   

- Providing reactions to decisions about national security policy;  
- Educating the public and facilitating the debates in the public sphere. 

 
 



 

 
 

4. Role and contribution of the mass-media in the process of civil control of the security sector  
 
The mass-media contribute to the control of the activity of three State powers (legislative, judicial and 
executive) and may influence on the content and quality of the issues raised in public debates which, in 
their turn, influence on Government, business sector, academic sphere and civil society.  
 
In the states where the mass-media are not independent from governmental institutions, they may very 
easily become a propaganda tool used by the power. In such cases, the mass-media cannot contribute 
to enhancing the transparency and the democratic control of the security sector.  
 

5. Collection and dissemination of information about security issues  
 
From the perspective of the democratic, efficient governance, the mass-media have the right to collect 
and disseminate information about security issues of public interest and have a public responsibility for 
obeying to truth, ethics, accuracy and equidistance standards.  
 
The mass-media can help the citizens understand the Government’s and Parliament’s decisions and 
policies, as they have the right to be informed and to involve knowledgably in the political process.  
 
For example, the mass-media may contribute to enforcement of the people’s right to get informed by 
the means of disseminating information about: 
 

- holders of public positions in the field of security; 
- the type of the adopted security policy; 
- detachment of troops outside the country; 
- the military doctrine; 
- purchase of armament; 
- treaties and agreements initiated by the state;  
- the stakeholders of the security sector;  
- the challenges faced by the security sector; 
- other important debates/issues.  

 
In the same time, the mass-media can self-censor or can be obliged to censor some confidential 
information. 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 

II. MAJOR STRATEGIES AND METHODS FOR CIVIL CONTROL OF THE SECURITY SECTOR  
 
Systematic monitoring and evaluation of institutions of the security sector is an important issue in 
developing the capability for control of the security sector. Such a fact shall help develop the required 
skills, shall strengthen the organization’s credibility and shall facilitate the research process. 
 
In general, we may distinguish the following control methods: 
 
1. Research activities; 
2. Advocacy campaigns; 
3. Information campaigns; 
4. Training; 
5. Monitoring; 
6. Budget analysis. 
 

1. Research activities 
 
Civil society organizations, particularly the research institutions (think-tanks), may make 
recommendations for relevant policies in the field of security. They also may analyze the existing 
framework and, respectively, identify the ways for improving the situation in the field of security. 
Moreover, they may conduct research focussed on other relevant issues, including: 
 

 identification and analysis of major risks to security; 

 research in the field of security from the perspective of economic, environment, human, etc. 
fields; 

 degree of human rights enforcement; 

 reform of the security sector; 

 transparency of budgeting and of public expenditures in the field of security. 
 
The findings may concern: 
 

- The large public; 
- Local, national authorities; 
- Donors; 
- Other civil society organizations and relevant stakeholders. 

 
In this context, it is important that civil society stakeholders develop their abilities to conduct research in 
a professional, competent and independent manner. Or, their research must be credible and the 
research outcomes shall be communicated in an accessible language for decision-makers and/or the 
public. 
 

2. Advocacy campaigns 
 

Advocacy campaigns require the establishment of a dialogue with decision-makers in order to 
determine the relevant authorities to be responsible and transparent. The context of an advocacy 
campaign may encourage regional and international organizations to set up a deep partnership with civil 
society stakeholders in security issues. Civil society organizations may militate for institutionalization of 
the process of consultation with relevant authorities in the field of security sector policies. 



 

 
 

3. Information campaigns 
 

Raising the level of awareness is an important aspect of advocacy campaigns. Such a fact is important for 
educating the citizens about their rights in relation with the security sector and the way how the security 
sector shall operate in a democratic society. 
  
Raising the level of awareness is often the first step towards encouraging public debates and promoting 
political and social changes. Moreover, a high level of awareness might also be helpful during debates 
on taboo subjects. Such a thing is particularly important in the states in transition or in post-conflict 
states, where the people display a low level of trust in State institutions, especially in institutions of the 
security sector.  
 
Information campaigns may have the form of: 
 

- press-releases, briefings and comments; 
- reports, survey presentations (either written or in electronic format, by the means of a 

website or newsletters); 
- requesting information from relevant institutions and analysis of the provided information; 
- interviews and reports in the media; 
- organizing public debates; 
- conferences, workshops; 
- developing educational aids. 

 
4. Training 
 

The capacity to train the personnel, the citizens, the public servants of the security sector, etc. on 
supervision of the security sector is another important issue.  
 
Training can be focussed on: 
 

- explaining some basic concepts and complex notions; 
- presenting the major principles for supervision and monitoring;  
- conducting information and advocacy campaigns, etc. 

 
As a result of public information about the principles for supervision of the security sector, civil society 
organizations shall strengthen their credibility and legitimacy as central stakeholders in this process. 
 

5. Monitoring 
 

Civil society may contribute to responsibilization and good governance of the security sector by the 
means of monitoring of the activities of central authorities and public institutions in charge of ensuring 
the security. 
 
The respective actions may include: 
 

- Monitoring of the enforcement of laws, constitutional provisions, human rights; 
- Monitoring of the way how the concerned institutions fulfil their commitments derived from 

international and bilateral treaties, political declarations, etc.; 



 

 
 

- Monitoring of public expenditures; 
- Monitoring of the decision-making processes and of policy-making efficiency. 

 
The central role of the mass-media from this perspective consists in ensuring the visibility, in pointing 
out the failures of the respective institutions and in disseminating relevant information for the public 
and decision-makers. 
 

6. Budget analysis 
 

Civil society organizations involved in supervision of the security sector shall be able to analyze the 
budgets and the efficiency of their use. In order to perform such a task, the organizations need 
information about the financial data and shall enjoy the right to submit official requests to relevant 
institutions. 
 
Budget analysis is intended to ensure the efficient use of State’s resources (public money) and to inform 
the decision-makers about the possible faults. 
  
From this perspective, the role of the mass-media consists in developing the capability to make efficient 
investigation (investigation journalism) aimed at budget analysis and dissemination of findings. 
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