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Global health security
Professor pavel Suian (Bogdan Voda University Cluj Napoca-Romania): Global health security is becoming, along with the environment, one of the most urgent problem to be addressed by humanity in this 21st century. Generally speaking, global health security is part of environmental security. Negative effects of global environmental changes on human health is a direct threat to the national security of every state. In a broad definition of non-military threats to security, the global proliferation of infectious disease is included, because it is a direct threat to the survival and welfare of citizens in both developed and developing countries. 
Throughout recorded history, infectious diseases have consistently accounted for the greatest proportion of human morbidity and mortality, surpassing war as the foremost threat to human life and prosperity. According to the World Bank, of the 49,971,000 deaths recorded in 1990, infectious diseases claimed 16,690,0008 (34.4 percent), while war killed 322,000 (0.64 percent) were killed in war. This effect is even more pronounced in certain regions, Africa in particular. 
We have to add to these dangers the real threat of biological weaponry. The purposive development of pathogenic biological agents is becoming increasingly feasible. The release of such agents into human ecology could, of course, have catastrophic consequences for the human species over the long term. However, traditional concepts of security have ignored the greatest source of human misery and mortality. 
Globalization accentuated large-scale population transfer mainly from Africa, Asia, and Latin America to the advanced capitalist areas. Presently, there are around 170 million immigrants. The sheer size of immigration brings additional threats to health security. 
Future hopes rest on the civil society 
For various reasons the health issue and health security issues are not yet as highly attractive as environmental protection issues. Many national policy makers have yet to recognize the unique threat of infectious disease to national security and prosperity, let alone participate with adequate resources in the construction and consolidation of nascent global disease surveillance and control regimes. There are not as many NGOs, as well organized and well articulated in human heath security problems as in other fields. It is likely that in the future the role of the civil society will also increase in the area of world health security. 
The time has come to further develop and codify international law to deal with the international threat of infectious disease. This special law regime should become among the first of the international laws to govern trans-border problems. The new draft of International Health Regulations is the right step in this direction. Despite this step, international surveillance regimes are still in the very early stages, with the main initiative coming mostly from civil society and from state-centric militarized sources. 
Environmental and health security 
What is environmental security? Is it a legal notion, a political or economic concept? My personal view is that environmental security is a new emerging concept yet to be clarified and defined. It is an interdisciplinary concept with strong political, moral, religious, military, economic, cultural and artistic implication, sources and foundation. 

The relationship between the environment and security has become a fashion issue in the last fifteen years, with very many institutions getting involved in researching and addressing this issue: UNDP, NATO, WHO, famous universities and specialized research institutes, governments and NGOs, etc. Unfortunately the health security issue was less studied and considered. 
Each institution or research person is looking at issues of health security and environmental security from the perspective of his/her own interest and expertise. Those from the military domain begin with the assumption that the relationship between environment and war has a long history. One could find many examples of how armies on both sides of a conflict habitually ravaged the land surrounding the cities where they were fighting in order to destroy the enemy’s crops and also to crush the morale of the people. Recent history also provides numerous examples. 
The relationship between the war and the environment, however, is much more complex and interesting than merely acknowledging the fact that war brings about environmental degradation. 
On the other hand, scarcity of resources and the deterioration of the environment bring violence and civil wars. 
Over exploitation of land, over grazing, over production of cereals, meat and milk in Europe and the U.S. and so on, also bring about environmental degradation. 
The People’s Republic of China is now at war. It is not invading armies that are claiming its territory, but expanding deserts. Old deserts are advancing and new ones are forming, like guerrilla forces striking unexpectedly, forcing Beijing to fight on several fronts. And worse, the growing deserts are gaining momentum, occupying an ever-larger piece of China’s territory each year. 
Desert expansion has accelerated in each successive decade since 1950. China’s Environmental Protection Agency reports that the Gobi desert expanded by 52,400 square kilometers from 1994 to 1999. With the advancing Gobi now within 150 miles of Beijing, China’s leaders are beginning to sense the gravity of the situation. 
Globalization and new international law 
The most significant development in the post-World War II economy has been the increasing globalization of economic activities. But globalization means more than just economy. The term of globalization refers to a more comprehensive level of interaction among human beings than has occurred in the past, going beyond the meaning of international. It implies a world network of links among state, nations, people and individuals, and a diminishing importance of national borders. 
The general process of globalization and new transfrontier patterns of integration and regionalization bring new problems for the roles of the states and the interpretation and implementation of international law and international regulations. Among other things, the old notions and definition of nation-states and national sovereignty are being reviewed. Globalization triggers global approach to health problems and environmental reform. 
The role of the state in decline
Contemporary development in domestic and global political economies is enhancing the authority of private institutions, actors, and processes. In many states, privatization of government activities, the deregulation of industries and sectors, increased reliance on market mechanisms in general, and the delegations of regulatory authority to private business associations and agencies are expanding the opportunity for the emergence of private and self-regulatory regimes. 
The end result of this process is that “Private actors are increasingly engaged in authoritative decision-making that was previously the prerogative of sovereign states.”
We are witnessing the emergence of overlapping sets of authorities rising to challenge the regulatory monopoly of the state that characterized much of the twentieth century. Some authors names this new development as an emergent “globalizing ‘heteronomy’” in which regulatory authority is distributed across actors, but is focused on specific issues and problems. This form of moral authority is developing because specific private actors, particularly NGOs, are shouldering responsibilities that other actors, including state actors, no longer wish to take on. Authority is accruing to NGOs on the basis of their technical expertise termed by some authors as “consensual knowledge”. The globalization of the world in which we live is offering better chances and opportunities for NGO actors to influence the behavior of world politics and state activities through their arguments and moral criteria and goals. 
As can be seen from the expose above, manmade causes of the threat to human health and environment destruction are far greater in number and have much more devastating consequences. The role of national public health regulations and national environmental law is to prescribe new behavioral norms, to drive a progressive shift in attitudes against activities which cause prejudice and threats to human heath and the environment and punish those who breach the law. 
Changes in the development of international law 
In fact, what happened is that globalization process enhances some states’ capacities and diminishes the others. Still, the trend is that the state is retreating. The reality is that globalization is challenging the dominance of states in international relations and international law from above and sub-national forces are eroding it from below. 
The proposed amendments to the International Health Regulations is a good example of the trend of the development of the international laws:
More and more competences of the states are transferred to international organizations;
Overlaps are occurring between various international instruments;

With the overlap, new conflicts are appearing between different rules of international law;
The transfer of competence from national sovereign states to international organizations, if done through freely accepted agreements by the states, pose no problems to the principle of sovereignty. It is an accepted limitation of the national sovereignty for some mutual benefits. The benefits could be not identical for all the member states of the organization. But if accepted in a free way, the limitation of the sovereignty would now be a daily exercise. 
The present wording of paragraph 1 of Article 58 of the IHR says: “States Parties recognizing that the IHR and other relevant international agreements should be interpreted so as to be mutually supportive. The provisions of the IHR shall not affect the rights and obligations of any State Party deriving from other international agreements, provided they are compatible with the purpose of these Regulations”. It is easy to say that “providing they are compatible with the purpose of these Regulations”, but will be difficult to solve the conflicts. 
In conclusion to this idea we can conclude that with the globalization we are witnessing a transformation, rather that the replacement, of state sovereignty. 
