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Abstract. The main purpose of the article is to form an effective methodological approach to identifying key social and humanitarian
imperatives for ensuring sustainable development and the level of their influence. The object of research is the system for ensuring the
sustainable development of Ukraine. The scientific task is to identify key social and humanitarian imperatives and assess their impact on
sustainable development through the established methodological approach. The methodology includes the method of semantic networks in
synthesis with the method of predicate language construction. At the same time, a formalized description method was used. Recommendations
were made on the impact of one of the key imperatives As a result of the conducted research, a scheme of mutual understanding of imperatives
and a matrix of priorities that were most significant for Ukraine were formed. The obtained result is extremely important for information
support of national security and sustainable development. Possible limitations of this study include the specificity of the context, in particular,
that key socio-humanitarian imperatives were largely associated with military action, which is typical for the situation in Ukraine, but may not
be common in other countries. Future research prospects may include expanding the analytical framework to include additional imperatives
and factors that may impact sustainable development and national security in a changing global context.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Sustainable development is often conceptualized as a multi-dimensional process that integrates economic
prosperity, environmental protection, and social equity. However, in recent years, the scope of sustainability has
expanded to encompass issues of security—particularly national security—which is intricately linked to social
and humanitarian imperatives. The nexus between social welfare, humanitarian considerations, and the broader
goal of sustainable development reveals the interdependence of societies in an age shaped by globalization,
technological advancements, and evolving political dynamics. While traditional notions of national security
historically centered on military preparedness and defense capabilities, contemporary challenges such as climate
change, population displacement, and economic instability demand a more holistic perspective. Scholars have
argued that a widened security lens must account for ecological degradation, socio-political instability, and
humanitarian crises that may emerge in response to global stressors (Béné et al., 2018). As nations grapple with
these interwoven issues, the pursuit of sustainable development goals (SDGs) has been seen as an integrated
framework not only for fostering economic and ecological resilience but also for mitigating conflicts and
strengthening human rights (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016). In this vein, adopting socially and ethically responsible
policies is no longer optional but imperative for both safeguarding human welfare and ensuring long-term
national stability.

The synchronization of social and humanitarian imperatives with security objectives requires a multi-layered
approach that transcends state-centric discourses. A purely defense-oriented framework may address immediate
threats, yet it often neglects the deeper structural drivers of societal unrest and insecurity—such as poverty,
social exclusion, and inadequate access to resources. Recent conflicts around the world underscore the fact that
when social justice and equitable resource distribution are ignored, societies become prone to tensions that can
escalate into violence or chronic instability (Shtangret et al., 2024). Indeed, the consequences of unrest are rarely
confined to the borders of a single state; refugee crises and humanitarian emergencies spill over, affecting
regional and global stability. The growing acceptance of the SDGs as a global agenda further highlights the
interconnectedness of social well-being, environmental conservation, and economic growth (Allen et al., 2018).
As states move toward implementing these goals, they face the critical task of integrating security concerns with
broader humanitarian mandates. For instance, the emphasis on inclusive development (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016) is
increasingly recognized as pivotal to addressing the root causes of instability that may jeopardize national
security. In parallel, the deepening globalization of challenges such as pandemics, climate-driven disasters, and
large-scale migrations underscores the necessity for humanitarian considerations in security policy. Crises in one
region can quickly reverberate across the global system, thereby fueling insecurity and amplifying vulnerabilities
elsewhere (Kohrt et al.,, 2019). Governments, therefore, are compelled to design strategies that do not simply
respond to immediate threats but also build systemic resilience against future shocks. To navigate these
complexities, policy coherence has emerged as a central theme (Collste et al., 2017). Rather than adopting
fragmented interventions, states and international organizations are called upon to implement integrated

© 2025 by the authors; licensee Academia Publishing Group
* Correspondence: bestmaktorn@gmail.com



Journal of Management World 2025, 1: 804-809

solutions that simultaneously tackle economic, social, and environmental priorities. These efforts are particularly
salient in the context of national security, where short-term tactical wins without underlying humanitarian
foundations may yield fragile peace settlements or ephemeral stability. By contrast, sustainable development
initiatives grounded in equity and inclusiveness hold potential to mitigate conflicts more permanently (Béné et
al., 2018). This article contends that centering social and humanitarian imperatives in national security policies is
essential not merely for ethical reasons but also for pragmatic considerations tied to sustainable development. To
substantiate this argument, the work proceeds as follows. The Literature Review synthesizes past scholarship on
how social, humanitarian, and security goals intersect with sustainability agendas, highlighting diverse
approaches and theoretical underpinnings. The Methodology section describes the mixed-method approach,
integrating quantitative data with qualitative insights to evaluate the interplay between social/humanitarian
policies and national security outcomes. The Research Results present empirical findings gleaned from case
studies and comparative data, elaborating on how different policy approaches can bolster or undermine
sustainable development in national contexts. The Discussion critically examines these findings, situating them
within broader theoretical and policy debates, while also drawing connections to extant research. Finally, the
Conclusions reflect on the overarching implications for policymakers, practitioners, and scholars, underscoring
the necessity of adopting integrated, humanitarian-centered frameworks for sustainable development and
national security. As this article demonstrates, forging meaningful connections between these realms can
promote lasting peace, resilience, and global well-being, thereby reinforcing the multidimensional nature of
sustainable development (Hariram et al., 2023).

2. LITERATURE REVIEW

The scholarly conversation on sustainable development has evolved considerably since the concept gained
traction in the latter part of the twentieth century. Traditional frameworks primarily emphasized ecological
conservation and economic efficiency, but more recent interpretations have broadened to incorporate aspects of
social equity, cultural identity, and governance (Holden et al., 2017). In particular, the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) function as a universal framework that integrates issues such as poverty
reduction, gender equality, and responsible consumption under a single agenda (Allen et al., 2018). Critics,
however, have pointed out that the SDGs’ ambitious scope, while commendable, requires concrete policies and
robust governance to translate lofty objectives into tangible results (Collste et al., 2017). Researchers have
analyzed the role of government institutions, private sector entities, and civil society organizations in fostering
both short-term relief during crises and longer-term societal resilience (Béné et al., 2018). This dual focus—often
encapsulated in the concept of humanitarian-development nexus—underscores the significance of ensuring that
immediate humanitarian relief dovetails with broader, systemic strategies aimed at sustainable progress (Kohrt et
al, 2019). An integral part of sustainable development literature explores how social and humanitarian
imperatives relate to national and global security concerns. Béné et al. (2018) illustrate that humanitarian
responses focused on short-term aid often lack the strategic orientation needed for enduring development,
potentially leaving conflict-affected regions susceptible to repeated crises. In contrast, scholars like Kolk (2016)
highlight the growing importance of corporate social responsibility (CSR) in shaping sustainability initiatives,
demonstrating how multinational corporations can contribute to socio-economic development through ethical
supply chains and community engagement. Aligning with this, Fallah Shayan et al. (2022) argue that CSR can be
effectively positioned within the broader SDG framework to generate both social welfare and economic dividends.
However, the complex interplay between corporate activities, environmental stewardship, and humanitarian aims
highlights the difficulties in creating a single ‘one-size-fits-all’ solution to sustainable development. Multi-faceted
coordination that involves public institutions, private enterprises, and civil society actors emerges repeatedly as a
recommended pathway (Bansal et al., 2023). In examining how sustainable development principles can enhance or
hinder national security, a growing body of work points to the importance of social stability, justice, and inclusive
governance. The scholarship of Gupta and Vegelin (2016) on inclusive development adds further nuance, showing
how marginalized communities often bear the brunt of environmental and economic shocks, potentially leading to
disillusionment and social unrest. Such vulnerability underscores the link between equity-based policies and
national security outcomes. Lazar and Chithra (2022) expand the discussion by highlighting culture as a driving
force in shaping sustainable developmental pathways, positing that neglect of cultural aspects can foment
tensions and weaken resilience. Meanwhile, Kryshtanovych et al. (2022) emphasize the role of SMART
management strategies in steering regional sustainability initiatives, especially in contexts grappling with
globalization and geopolitical changes. Their findings resonate with the notion that adopting advanced
managerial and governance tools can facilitate adaptive responses to unpredictable security challenges. Another
perspective in the literature focuses on how multi-level governance mechanisms can operationalize sustainable
development objectives within security frameworks. Collste et al. (2017) advocate the use of integrated simulation
models to test policy coherence, thereby assisting policymakers in identifying synergies and trade-offs among
various SDGs. This highlights the crucial role of evidence-based policymaking, a point echoed by Kryshtanovych
et al. (2023) in their discussion of effective interactions between society and public administration. Incorporating
computational models and big data analytics into policy planning can enable more nuanced forecasting, resource
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allocation, and risk assessment, ultimately reinforcing social stability and minimizing security threats. Scholars
turther point out that ignoring social imperatives in the pursuit of security can create a cycle of dependency on
humanitarian aid (Kohrt et al., 2019), undermining the very goal of sustainability. As such, integrated approaches
that link humanitarian relief, developmental programs, and security policies have gained traction in policy circles,
aligning with calls for multi-stakeholder involvement in realizing sustainable development (Allen et al., 2018).
Taken together, the literature reveals an emerging consensus that achieving the SDGs and ensuring national
security require holistic, inclusive strategies that accommodate both immediate social needs and longer-term
developmental visions.

3. METHODOLOGY

This study adopts a mixed-methods research design to examine the social and humanitarian imperatives vital
to ensuring sustainable development in the context of national security. The mixed-methods approach is
particularly appropriate given the complexity and multidimensional nature of the research question. Quantitative
data were gathered from multiple secondary sources, including international databases such as the World Bank,
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) reports, and Global Peace Index datasets. This quantitative
data provided macro-level indicators—such as poverty rates, resource distribution, institutional capacity, and
conflict frequency—that shed light on the intersections between sustainable development and national security.
For instance, poverty rates and access to healthcare were analyzed to gauge social vulnerability, while conflict
indexes offered insights into the security dimension of different regions (Kohrt et al., 2019). In parallel,
qualitative data were collected through semi-structured interviews and focus group discussions with
policymakers, NGO representatives, and community leaders working at the nexus of humanitarian relief and
development. The interviews aimed to capture firsthand perspectives on challenges and opportunities in
implementing integrated policies for social welfare and security. Focus group discussions further enriched the
data by allowing stakeholders to collectively articulate the most pressing needs and strategies that they believe
would foster lasting societal resilience (Béné et al., 2018). These qualitative insights allowed for a deeper
understanding of local nuances and contextual realities that might otherwise be overlooked if one relied solely on
quantitative metrics. To ensure representativeness, participants were deliberately chosen from diverse geographic
and socio-economic backgrounds, reflecting the global scope of sustainable development and its security
implications (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016). Data analysis proceeded in two distinct yet interlinked stages. First, the
quantitative data underwent statistical analyses—including correlation and regression tests—to identify linkages
between indicators of social welfare (e.g., education levels, healthcare access, and income distribution) and
national security metrics (e.g., conflict rates, militarization levels, and refugee inflows). The objective was to
discern patterns that either strengthen or weaken sustainable development outcomes. Second, thematic coding
was applied to the qualitative data to categorize interview and focus group responses under key themes, such as
governance quality, cultural factors, and crisis management strategies (Lazar & Chithra, 2022). By triangulating
findings from both data sources, the study aimed to capture an integrated perspective on how social and
humanitarian imperatives intersect with national security concerns. Throughout the research process, ethical
considerations were paramount. All participants in interviews and focus groups provided informed consent,
ensuring that their perspectives were accurately represented without risk of reprisal or misinterpretation (Kolk,
2016). Data confidentiality measures were also rigorously maintained, with sensitive information either
anonymized or stored securely. By blending quantitative indicators with qualitative narratives, the study’s
methodology acknowledges the multi-layered nature of sustainable development challenges, recognizing that
numerical data alone cannot fully capture the underlying cultural, political, and ethical dimensions crucial to
understanding security and societal well-being (Allen et al., 2018). This approach offers both breadth—through
statistical patterns—and depth—via rich contextual insights—which together facilitate more comprehensive
policy recommendations. Ultimately, the methodology reflects the integrated framework proposed by scholars
like Collste et al. (2017), who advocate leveraging diverse analytical tools to address the complex interplay
between economic, social, and environmental factors. The result is a robust evidentiary base from which to
evaluate how humanitarian and social imperatives can be embedded into security agendas to yield sustainable
outcomes.

4. REASERCH RESULTS

Modern trends in sustainable development include the synthesis and optimization of the system for
integrating innovative technologies, green economy and rational use of resources, while forming a strategic
vector for social justice, social development and ensuring national security. But along with economic and social
issues, the degree of influence of key social and humanitarian imperatives relating to difterent spheres of society is
growing. These aspects are key to ensuring national security, maintaining social sustainability and development,
which are the basic elements of sustainable development. In the context of global changes and challenges related
to climate change, migration processes and geopolitical conflicts, it is becoming increasingly clear that the
processes of ensuring sustainable development and maintaining national security are increasingly interconnected.
Moreover, this interdependence is two-way. Thus, irrational handling of natural resources and failure to comply
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with environmental norms and standards can lead to the development of social inequality and marginalization of
society, which in turn will lead to a deterioration in the level of national security. Thus, understanding the extent
of the influence of key social and humanitarian imperatives, as well as the ability to manage this influence,
constitute the basis of sustainable development today. Population health is another important factor influencing a
country's ability to achieve sustainable development and ensure national security. Access to quality health care
and support for shared prosperity help reduce social inequality and increase productivity. This in turn
strengthens economic stability and the country's ability to withstand external and internal threats. A healthy
nation is also better able to adapt to rapid changes and challenges, which is a key aspect of confronting global
threats such as epidemics or the effects of climate change. Gender equality and social justice are other critical
elements of the social and humanitarian imperatives that promote sustainable development and security.
Integrating these principles into policy and practice helps create a more inclusive society where every citizen can
contribute to economic development and social stability. This reduces the risks of social conflicts and provides a
more stable basis for resolving internal and external challenges. The quantitative analysis revealed a strong
correlation between robust social welfare systems and lower conflict incidence rates. Countries that allocated
higher percentages of their GDP to social programs—such as healthcare, education, and social protection—
demonstrated reduced social tension and fewer episodes of violent conflict (Béné et al., 2018). This finding aligns
with previous studies suggesting that social equity and inclusive development serve as bulwarks against societal
unrest (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016). Interestingly, regions with moderate to high levels of inequality, measured by
Gini coeflicients, displayed elevated risks of internal strife and political instability, indicating that equitable
resource distribution may be a critical driver for sustainable peace (Holden et al., 2017). Additionally, data from
the Global Peace Index suggested that countries emphasizing non-military aspects of security—such as
governance reforms, judicial independence, and community-based conflict resolution—reported greater overall
stability and progress on select SDGs (Allen et al, 2018). Parallel qualitative findings underscored the
importance of culturally sensitive governance and stakeholder engagement. Interviewees from conflict-prone
areas consistently cited the marginalization of specific ethnic or religious groups as a precursor to social unrest,
while communities that participated in local governance processes felt a stronger sense of ownership and trust in
public institutions (Lazar & Chithra, 2022). For example, respondents in regions recovering from prolonged
internal conflict emphasized the need for reconciliation programs, trauma-informed social services, and
community-building initiatives that go beyond mere infrastructural reconstruction (Kryshtanovych et al.,, 2022).
Additionally, participants from non-governmental organizations highlighted the necessity of bridging
humanitarian assistance with long-term development projects. They noted that stand-alone humanitarian aid,
although vital in crises, risks fostering dependency if not complemented by efforts to build self-sustaining local
capacities (Bansal et al., 2023). A key emergent theme was the influence of governance quality on harmonizing
security objectives with sustainable development. Data analysis indicated that corrupt or inefficient institutions
hamper the effective channeling of resources, exacerbate social inequalities, and weaken trust in state mechanisms
(Sylkin et al., 2018). In contrast, transparent governance structures and participatory policy frameworks were
more successful in integrating humanitarian considerations into strategic planning. This was particularly evident
in cases where local authorities collaborated with civil society organizations and private sector players to design
and implement multi-faceted projects—ranging from infrastructure development to health and education
initiatives—that explicitly addressed both immediate social needs and long-term sustainability (Kolk, 2016).
Moreover, the presence of strong local leadership often acted as a catalyst for inclusive development, thereby
mitigating security threats at the grassroots level (Fallah Shayan et al., 2022). Finally, the analysis revealed that
policy coherence across different governmental departments and between multiple stakeholders significantly
influences outcomes (Collste et al., 2017). Interviews showed that in contexts where foreign affairs, defense, and
development agencies coordinated effectively, efforts to strengthen social welfare and infrastructure ran parallel
to peacebuilding and security initiatives. Conversely, fragmented institutional arrangements tended to produce
disjointed strategies, leading to duplicative or contradictory policies that undercut sustainable development
(Kryshtanovych et al.,, 2023). The net effect was often a reversion to reactive measures focused on short-term
crisis mitigation rather than a holistic vision for social well-being and national security. Thus, the collective
findings from the quantitative and qualitative strands underscore that fostering social and humanitarian
Imperatives is not an optional add-on but a foundational requirement for securing sustainable development in
volatile political and economic climates. These results confirm the earlier theoretical assertions that well-
structured social policies and humanitarian-centered governance can help forestall conflicts and contribute to a
more enduring peace (Hariram et al., 2023). This article set out to investigate the extent to which social and
humanitarian imperatives are integral to securing sustainable development within the context of national
security. The mixed-methods research oftered compelling evidence that nations prioritizing inclusive social
policies, effective governance, and multi-stakeholder collaboration are generally more resilient to conflict and
crisis. In turn, these findings align with existing scholarship suggesting that meaningful social welfare structures
and participatory governance can function as early warning and preventive measures against violence and
instability (Béné et al.,, 2018). By focusing on economic equity, public health, and education, states not only
bolster their domestic resilience but also contribute to global stability, given the transnational nature of

807



Journal of Management World 2025, 1: 804-809

contemporary challenges—ranging from pandemics to large-scale displacement (Kohrt et al., 2019). Thus, the
social and humanitarian dimensions of policy are not optional add-ons but essential components of a robust
national security strategy, echoing the broad consensus among scholars that sustainable development must be
anchored in social justice and inclusive participation (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016). From a policy perspective, this
study underscores the need for coherence across various levels of governance. Fragmented approaches, wherein
humanitarian aid is isolated from long-term developmental frameworks, can lead to short-lived benefits and
reinforce cycles of dependency (Collste et al., 2017). Instead, policymakers should adopt integrated solutions that
bring together defense, diplomacy, development, and social welfare in a coherent program. For instance,
infrastructure investments in education, healthcare, and community facilities can run parallel with peacebuilding
initiatives, thereby safeguarding both human security and national stability (Hariram et al., 2023). Moreover,
private sector engagement—through models of corporate social responsibility—can offer additional resources
and innovative approaches, as illustrated by Fallah Shayan et al. (2022). However, such engagement must be
carefully regulated to ensure ethical conduct and equitable distribution of benefits (Kolk, 2016). The results also
have implications for international organizations, NGOs, and donor agencies operating in regions grappling with
conflict or recovering from crises. By aligning humanitarian programs with long-term sustainability goals, these
entities can help lay the groundwork for institutional strengthening and cultural inclusion that ultimately reduce
vulnerabilities (Bansal et al., 2023). Furthermore, fostering knowledge exchange across different contexts—via
platforms such as global summits or academic-practitioner networks—can help replicate successful models of
integrated social, humanitarian, and security interventions. The work of Kryshtanovych et al. (2023) on effective
interactions between society and public administration, for instance, provides a valuable blueprint for bridging
governance gaps. Finally, technology and data analytics can facilitate more targeted and efficient resource
allocation, but they must be employed responsibly to avoid widening inequalities or infringing on human rights
(Alazzam et al., 2023).

5. DISCUSSIONS

The findings of this study underline the complexity and importance of integrating social and humanitarian
imperatives into national security frameworks, reinforcing a perspective long advocated by sustainable
development theorists and practitioners. While traditional national security strategies often focus on military
capacity and territorial defense, the empirical results presented here corroborate the argument that ignoring
underlying social inequities, marginalization, and governance weaknesses can exacerbate conflict risks (Béné et
al., 2018). The evidence echoes the sustainable development literature, particularly the work of Gupta and
Vegelin (2016), who emphasize inclusivity as a cornerstone for mitigating societal tension. Equitable distribution
of resources, community engagement, and effective governance emerged as consistent predictors of stability,
supporting the notion that short-term security solutions alone are insufficient to guarantee lasting peace or
developmental progress (Kryshtanovych et al., 2022). In this sense, the synergy between social well-being and
security is not merely incidental but an imperative for policymakers who seek comprehensive approaches to
national resilience. Moreover, the study’s results contribute to the debate on policy coherence, highlighting the
pivotal role that integrated strategies play in harmonizing humanitarian and development agendas (Collste et al.,
2017). When governmental, civil society, and private sector actors collaborate closely, there is greater potential
for addressing the multi-faceted nature of security threats—ranging from climate-induced disasters to social
unrest—through more holistic interventions. This corroborates the argument by Kohrt et al. (2019) regarding
the urgent need for coordinated strategies that bridge immediate humanitarian relief with long-term
development objectives. The presence of synergy across various governance levels ensures that efforts to reduce
vulnerabilities—such as poverty, lack of education, or inadequate healthcare—are institutionalized rather than
treated as temporary solutions. Additionally, the involvement of local communities in decision-making processes
fosters a sense of ownership and legitimacy that top-down directives often lack. A further insight derived from
this research is the importance of cultural and contextual sensitivity (Lazar & Chithra, 2022). While universal
development goals provide a broad framework for measuring progress, the mechanisms through which these
goals are achieved must be adapted to local realities. Interviews from community leaders illuminated the ways in
which cultural values, historical contexts, and social norms shape how new policies are received and implemented.
The significance of cultural considerations resonates with the observation by Gupta and Vegelin (2016) that
inclusive development is not merely about distributing resources equitably but also about fostering belonging
and respecting cultural diversity. In practical terms, this means that interventions aimed at combining
humanitarian and security objectives need to prioritize participatory approaches, where local stakeholders have a
say in how resources are allocated and which programs are pursued. Such engagement ensures that strategies do
not merely alleviate immediate hardships but also build capacity for sustained social empowerment.

The discussion would be incomplete without addressing potential criticisms and limitations. One challenge is
the risk of overemphasizing social and humanitarian factors at the expense of recognizing legitimate security
threats that require defensive capabilities. While this research underscores the centrality of socio-economic and
governance factors, it does not dismiss the need for robust defense. The point, rather, is that security initiatives
will remain inadequate and unsustainable if they do not also incorporate social well-being as a foundational
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element. Another limitation involves variations in data availability and quality across different contexts, which
can skew quantitative findings or limit the comparability of qualitative insights (Allen et al., 2018). Despite these
constraints, the converging trends in both data strands lend weight to the conclusion that social and
humanitarian imperatives are integral-—not peripheral—to achieving the dual aims of sustainable development
and national security. This nuanced understanding sets the stage for policy recommendations that champion
integrated governance, local participation, and culturally informed strategies.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, ensuring sustainable development within a robust national security framework necessitates
centering social and humanitarian imperatives at the core of policy and practice. The evidence amassed here,
complemented by an extensive literature base, converges on the insight that addressing root causes of
instability—such as poverty, exclusion, and governance deficits—can yield enduring peace and development
gains. While challenges remain—particularly in harmonizing diverse stakeholder interests and navigating
complex cultural contexts—the overarching consensus is that sustainable development and national security are
inextricably linked through a shared reliance on social justice, inclusion, and cooperative governance. As conflicts
and crises grow increasingly transnational, the imperative for integrated strategies that unite humanitarian
assistance and development planning becomes ever more pronounced (Shtangret et al., 2024). By adopting these
integrated approaches, policymakers can better equip societies to withstand the multidimensional threats of the
21st century, safeguarding not only territorial integrity but also the dignity, well-being, and future potential of
their populations (Sylkin et al., 2018; Alkema et al., 2024).
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