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On the Language Issue in the System of National Security

Abstract In today’s world security researchers and language researchers are considering the
securitization of language problem from two academic aspects. As one of the constituent elements of
national security language security is included in the cultural security of the contemporary national
security system. Language may affect national security in various forms. The invasion and hegemony
of language as a form of cultural invasion and cultural imperialism can even threaten and endanger
national security in a certain way. Therefore in the system of safeguarding national security the
language institutions and their work have the unique position and function. The competitions between
countries include not only the economic and political competitions but also the language competition.
Economical political and military advantages can be turned into language’ s advantage and vice ver—
sa.

Key words language; national security; cultural security; securitization; language competi—

tion
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