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ABSTRACT 

Military security is a concept within a system of domains, types, sectors of national security 

(state security). This term defines a process that involves a variety of activities, a variety of measures 

aimed at counteracting external and internal threats that may endanger the use of military force to 

violate the territory and limit the sovereignty of the state, maintaining the capacity to oppose the use of 

military force. At the same time, this is a state of organized defense against these threats. Military 

security is a process that involves a variety of activities and measures aimed at counteracting external 

and internal threats. They may endanger the use of military force to violate the territory and limit the 

sovereignty of the state, maintaining the capacity to oppose the use of military force. At the same time, 

this is a state of organized defense against these threats [1]. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION  

  

The absence of a single document constitutes the custom in the United Kingdom for the 

division of power over the armed forces into customary years. The official name, Royal 

Armed Forces, or Royal Armed Forces, indicates that the formally appointed monarch 

remains their chief commander. In practice, however, his duties are limited to the symbolic 

position of the supervisor [2]. The Queen participates in the central military ceremonies, 

awards medals and decorations. Fearful monarchs swear by all the new recruits. The 

constitutional convention also says that the acting monarch is guarding the constitutional use 
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of the armed forces. However, since 1689, the parliament has been allowed to operate the 

army. Today is only a year of repeated formality, as with the strengthening of the executive 

position over the past two hundred years, the leadership of the armed forces has been taken 

over by the Prime Minister, and the Ministry of Defense is on a daily basis. [3] 

 

 

2.  TYPES OF FORCES AND SPECIFICITY 

 

The British armed forces consist of three components: 

 

• Navy (Naval Service and its main part – Royal Navy) 

• The Army (British Army, which, in spite of its name, should not be confused with the 

whole of the armed forces) 

• Air Force (Royal Air Force - RAF). 

         

The geographic position of the UK has made the Navy the most prestigious of all. Royal 

Navy is the oldest part of the army and is entitled "Senior Service". Currently the fleet has, 

among others. Three aircraft carriers, six 45 and 42 Batch 2 and 3 destroyers, 16 mines and 17 

escort type 23 and 22 Batch 3 escorts. Four Vanguard submarines on board the Trident 

nuclear missiles. The fleet also includes a group of auxiliary ships consisting of tankers, repair 

vessels and training ships, auxiliary fleets on a contract basis are hosted by non-state 

institutions. Outside of Royal Navy, Naval Service also includes the Royal Marine, Royal 

Marines [4]. 

Army structure – British Army is still based on regiments introduced at the end of the 

19th century, bearing in mind the fact that historically individual regiments were privately 

owned the entire army has no in the name of the adjective "royal". Operatively, the army is 

divided into six divisions, one armed and five infantry. 

The youngest structure among the armed forces is the Royal Air Force. Their equipment 

includes aircraft, among others. Type Harrier and Tornado, which will soon be replaced by a 

new Joint Strike Fighter aircraft probably in 2012. The Typhoon (Euro fighter) has recently 

joined the skyline [5]. 

British armed forces are entirely professional. Outside the army, the volunteer service in 

all types of armed forces is voluntary. For the naval forces, the reserves are Royal Naval 

Reserve and Royal Marines Reserve, for land forces Territorial Army, and for Royal 

Auxiliary Air Force. 

 

 

3.  THE SIZE AND BUDGET OF THE FORCES 

 

In official figures for 2010, it is estimated that 177,840 soldiers are serving in the 

British Army. Of which 35 500 in Royal Navy, 102 200 in British Army and 40 140 in Royal 

Air Force. Women make up 9.6% of regular army troops and 6.6% ethnic minorities. The 

armed forces have reserves of volunteer volunteers (about 43,000), nearly 40,000 of them. 

Serves in the Territorial Army and former soldiers (about 53,000). They can join the regular 

army as a Full Time Reserve Service (FTRS) for a limited time. Currently, 1290 people are 

using these policies (as of April 1, 2010) [6]. 
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The budget of the British Ministry of Defense in 2009/10 is £ 35.2 billion, which means 

that only Americans spend more on defense. These amounts do not include expenditure on 

operations in Iraq and Afghanistan, which are financed by the Ministry of Finance reserve. 

Since 2001, this source has been dedicated to missions of nearly 10 billion pounds. Compared 

to the previous year, the British budget increased by almost a half and a trillion pounds. 

Growth of similar size is planned for another year. According to the Global Firepower (2014) 

ranking, the British armed forces are the fifth military force in the world with an annual 

defense budget of $ 53.6 billion [7]. 

According to official figures from the UK defense ministry, out of 15,325 soldiers who 

said goodbye to service in 2016, only 1759 contracts ended. 7439 soldiers left the army ahead 

of time, 3325 were removed from the ranks for disciplinary reasons, and 2337 had to leave for 

medical reasons. Andy Smith of the British National Defense Agency points out that cuts in 

spending on the army make the soldiers unsure of tomorrow. The British daily recalls that 

more than 800 British troops will be deployed in Estonia in the near future as reinforcement 

of NATO's eastern flank [8]. 

Western Europe drastically reduces defense spending. This is primarily related to the 

ongoing economic crisis. According to the European Defense Agency (EDA), members of 

which are EU countries with the exception of Denmark and Croatia, EDA defense spending in 

2012 totaled € 189.6 billion. This is € 1.1 billion less than in 2011 and as much as € 11 billion 

less than in 2006. On the basis of these savings, the United Kingdom announced in 2013 the 

"Reserves in the Future Force 2020" program. It introduces changes to the organizational 

structures of the British armed forces. As a result, the number of British troops will be 

reduced by 31,000. Soldiers, of which the Land Forces will suffer a reduction of 20 thousand. 

Soldiers, the Navy will decrease by 5,500. Workers and military aviation (RAF forces) will be 

reduced by 5,000. Soldiers [9]. 

Great Britain has launched a program of restructuring the army in 2010. At that time, 

the number of regular land troops is expected to decrease from 102 to 82,000, which means 

20 percent. Fall in the size of the professional army. At the same time the number of reservists 

is expected to increase from 24 to 30 thousand. 10 ths. Soldiers will also depart from service 

in the British Air Force and Navy, which means that in 2020 they will serve in succession 40 

and 35.5 thousand. soldiers. According to the report European Leadership Network - 

analytical center dealing with inter alia. Expenditure of European countries allocated to 

defense - Great Britain not only does not fulfill the promise of the NATO summit in Newport, 

and thus maintain the budget of the army at 2%. GDP, it will even reduce it from 2.07 

percent. To 1.88 percent, from 36.4 to 35.5 billion pounds [10].     

 

 

4.  THE MILITARY ROLE OF THE STATE IN THE REGION AND     

     PARTICIPATION IN OPERATIONS IN THE WORLD 

 

Due to the conflict in Northern Ireland, British soldiers have been engaged in restoring 

law and order in the province continuously since 1969 on Standing Military Task. It was one 

of the bloodiest conflicts in the United Kingdom in which 509 British soldiers (including the 

Territorial Army) lost their lives. In spite of the peace agreement, it was only in 2005 that the 

number of soldiers in the province was systematically reduced. At present there are only units 

under the command of the British Army in Northern Ireland (one of the three main command 
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structures of the British Army). Similarly, British Army troops are stationed in Falkland and 

Gibraltar, formally part of the United Kingdom [11]. 

The United Kingdom, both due to its imperial past and in accordance with the defense 

doctrine maintained consistently by the Labor Party and Conservative governments, is 

actively involved in military operations around the world. British armed forces are actively 

involved in the activities of the Covenant, but also in UN missions, either alone or in 

consultation with other EU countries [12]. 

After completion, on April 30, 2009, the largest foreign mission with British troops in 

Iraq was the Afghan operation carried out under the pseudonym Herrick. British forces as part 

of ISAF's ISAF mission to provide support to the Afghan government to take control of the 

entire country, support development and reconstruction, and improve security. Most of the 

British troops are stationed in the south of Afghanistan in Helmand province. The command 

has been taken over by the 4th Mechanized Brigade from Catterick on April 10, 2010, but 

after the division of command, June 1, 2010, 8,000. British soldiers began to be subjected to 

American General Richard Mills. British General Nick Carter is currently responsible for the 

province of Kandahar. The British forces are also stationed in Kabul, where they are under US 

command. In total, the British contingent currently counts nearly 10,000. And is the second 

largest in this mission. The British are also one of the most common victims of this war - by 

June 2010 289 British soldiers were killed [13]. 

 

In addition to the operation in Afghanistan, the British also take an active part in 

missions in other parts of the world: 

 

• mission in Kosovo, 

• in UN-Etho forces for maintaining and assisting peace in Cyprus, 

• in Nepal, Liberia, Sierra Leone and Sudan, 

• MONUC operations in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, 

• EUROFOR in Chad, 

• They also participate in training local police and troops in Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and 

Belize.  

 

Since the end of the Second World War, the British troops have also been stationed in 

Germany, but their presence has become increasingly symbolic. Military security is more 

dependent on external support than other sectors / internal security departments. The most 

recent form of improvement in security in general and military security in particular were 

alliances, covenants, alliances, coalitions. 

 

• The North Atlantic Treaty Organization, in brief NATO, colloquially the North Atlantic 

Treaty Organization or the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

• OSCE, Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) 

 

 

5.  ASSUMPTIONS OF UK DEFENSE POLICY UNTIL 2025  

 

Published on 23 November, the National Security Strategy and Strategic Security 

Review 2015 is the second such document. The first British strategic defense review was 
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published on 19 October 2010 (Strategic Defense and Security Review 2010). 

The current review defines the British national security strategy for the next five years 

(pointing out further directions for the next five years), and explains how the British 

government intends to implement it. "It presents a clear vision of a secure and prosperous 

United Kingdom, with global reach and global influence". This is a very important document 

that defines not only indications for further action in the field of defense, but also explains 

them by identifying the most important threats and resources for achieving the goals. In 

addition, it shows how the British government intends to "configure" the entire armed forces 

in the coming decade in accordance with these tasks [14,15]. 

In the new Strategic Defense Review, the British government has committed itself to 

maintaining military spending at 2% of GDP and establishing a so- Joint Security Fund, 

which is expected to increase to £ 1.5 billion by the end of the current parliamentary term. In 

addition, 1.2% of the defense budget is dedicated to research and new technologies. 

In addition to the regular defense tasks, two issues articulated in the review include: "giving 

priority to the fight against terrorism, radicalism and extremism in the country and abroad" 

and "investing in new solutions as a world leader in cyber security." 

In spite of the ongoing discussion on the expediency of remaining in the European 

Union, it is still assumed: "To invest more in our alliances and to create a new, stronger 

partnership." At the same time, the British want to persuade potential opponents of the 

benefits of this collaboration, while supporting "... what we can achieve by ourselves." 

The British paid a lot of attention to Russia. They recalled that at the NATO summit in Lisbon 

in 2010 they pledged to work with other Allies in building a partnership with Russia. But 

since then "... Russia has become more aggressive, authoritarian and nationalist, increasingly 

aligned with the West. The illegal annexation of the Crimea in 2014 and the continued 

support of the separatists in eastern Ukraine through the use of hybrid and media 

manipulation have proven that Russia is capable of breaking international standards of 

cooperation to safeguard its interests". 

The British noted that the Russians are modernizing their armed forces (including 

strategic nuclear forces) and want to set up nuclear weapons bases in the Kaliningrad Region 

and the Crimea. According to the British assessment: "Russia's behavior will still be difficult 

to predict, but it can not be ruled out that Russia may be tempted to start acting aggressively 

towards NATO allies." That is why the review included a very firm statement by the British 

government: "Our commitment to common defense and security within NATO remains as 

strong as ever." However, the British remember that Russia is an important political player. 

One of the five permanent members of the UN Security Council. Therefore, in spite of the 

apparent differences in policy making, the United Kingdom: "... will seek ways to cooperate 

and deepen relations with Russia on global security issues, such as the ISIL threat." 

The British announced cooperation with Poland on the organization of the NATO summit in 

Warsaw in 2016. They want to focus on fighting current threats and adjusting the Alliance to 

action in the future. 

The published review reveals that only equipment and support equipment for all three 

types of forces is planned to spend more than £ 178 billion in the UK over the next ten years. 

A budget of as much as £ 12 billion was planned for investments to provide the UK with the 

opportunity to respond to various emerging threats world wide. The British Government has 

also set up an expeditionary force for rapid response from the current 30,000 to 50,000. This 
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includes the maritime task group, the ground troops division (consisting of three brigades), 

the combat, patrol and transport And Task Force Special Forces (Special Forces task groups). 

 

 

6.  SUMMARY 

 

With the evolution of threats to the security of the state, the scope of the instrument of 

armed force has also changed. Whereas in the past the military mission was in principle solely 

defense by military threat, the military is now the main pillar of the internal security of the 

state. Today, nobody argues that the armed forces should, if necessary, provide civil and civil 

society support for non-military threats. One of the currently developing task areas of the 

military is the fight against terrorism. It is therefore worth asking the question of how, in the 

light of native solutions, the role of the armed forces in counteracting and combating terrorism 

is presented. 
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