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INTRODUCTION

The international academic literature analyzesiighn from several perspectives.
The definition of altruism is a subject to furttdiscussion, as it is diverse between disci-
plines. There is no difference in case of defirsagety. While altruism is more typical for
researches in social sciences, safety is mainlgaroed with engineering and safety sci-
ences. As it is difficult to bring together theseetlse fields, we invoke the research strategy
of transdisciplinarity. According to Basarab Nicste [1] transdisciplinarity examines ter-
ritories beyond different disciplinesAll observers are the slaves of their disciplingsich
force them to see through the lens of their corccapd methods. The big question is,
whether it is necessary for us to stay within thgecof our existing disciplines. If we want
to name reality, then we should escape our cagemioist avoid slipping into the glorified
mainstream cage, or any other. It is logical fbetmajority to recommend everyone being
in the same cage, and then there will be no argushg? p. 866].

Therefore, we seek the answer to how the broadignstood concept of safety can
be related to the field of social sciences in addisciplinary approach. The present study
is a theoretical research that brings togethepwuarielevant literature to frame altruism and
safety. We first look over the classic presencaltofiism in certain cases, after we examine
the concept of safety in such a way that we caallfirpresent the intertwining of two es-
sentially different areas.

ALTRUISM AS A WAY OF TRUST

Altruism is a prosocial behaviorwhich can be interpreted as a helping lifestyle, a
loyal activity that serves the interests of bothtiea, influenced by prosocial tendencies,
and helps the other party3, p. 199]. According to Hewstor& Stroebe [4] there are three
levels of assistance; helping behavior, prosocedabior and altruism. Help is usually
work-related and can be done not only by individulaut also by an organization. Prosocial
behavior is individual and the way of support iflvary, while in the case of altruism, the
helper is guided by empathy and long-term goals. [4

Helping Prosocial

behaviour behaviour At

Figure 1. Relationship between the concepts qfihg) prosocial behavior and altruism [5, p. 179]

The 19th century French philosopher Auguste Comteéd the creation of altru-
ism as a concept. In his view, altruism is an irdtthat is opposed to egoism and is related
to selflessness. However, the definition of altmuigaries from discipline to discipline. Ac-
cording to psychologists, altruism is a kind ofded selfishness, while biologists associate
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it with behavioral genetics. Sociologists see thpe of behavior is a motivating factor for
improving the well-being of others. There are alffterent transdisciplinary approaches.
Bonnie Benard [6] in her work about resilienceadibbed altruism as ththighest form of
social competence[6, p. 16]. According to Ann S. Epstein [7] alsm develops in child-
hood as soon as we experience empdtEmpathy is the ability to understand another
person’s feelings by experiencing the same emoti@self. Empathic behavior is demon-
strated through caring, compassion, and altruigm’p. 35]. Here and now, we are building
upon economic view; however, it is closely relateth sociological view. In the economic
approach, according to Balazs Hamori [8] altruissim be defined as the withdrawal of
others' prosperity into the individual's welfareadtion [8]. In another study [9], Hamori
points out that, according to the development ohemics over the last two to three dec-
ades, it examines the motivations of »beyond se#frest« and cases of propitiousness and
viciousness. Onto the characters of the econontjcpkarly the underdeveloped one, the
envy and wicked joy changes individual utility filons and creates a connection between
individual utilities. In the same way, altruistindacompassionate economic actors, whose
survival has been questioned for a long time, mbf exist, but with their manner »mag-
netize« the behavior of selfish actors who corttaein. As a result of this cooperation, they
act »as if« they are selfless [9].

Altruism has different criteria. Kahana & Midlarsk$Q] in their research high-
lighted that one of them is the adequate motivatiame, morality, social sensitivity, etc.),
the other criteria is the rate of cost (the pgpaat loses more than he/she invests), then the
rate of volunteerism (voluntary assistance), andlfy the extent of the possibility of alter-
native actions (there are real alternatives taagtiAccording to the authors, it is rare for
all criteria to meet at the same time, so a scasebleen set up with a low rate of altruism at
one end and a high rate at the other end [10]dtitian, altruism has different forms of
appearance that are related to framing taken friffereint approaches in different disci-
plines (like kinship altruism, selfish altruismg¢gt One of the most common of all is recip-
rocal altruism, a type of “gift exchange” where thdividual expects a return in the future
in exchange for selflessness. According to Hamoei of the most important components
of reciprocal altruism is trust. Reciprocal altraisan be described as a kind of exchange
relationship, more precisely as a clearing sys@nclarities, but it is also a community of
risk. Reciprocal altruism can also interpretediak sharing. In order to guaranteed the
benefits of mutual favors, in most cases we nedatlong to a well-defined network. The
bigger and tighter the net, the safer [8]. Thepesyof networks can emerge not only among
market players, but also between organizationscandumers, friends, acquaintances or
even university groups. Trust can also reducedbtsdor actors, as cooperation in the other
party awakens respect and propitiousness, and tusare respected can acquire financial
benefits [11] [12]. Trust also led to the so-caltegportunistic behavior”. In such cases,
advanced trust results lasting relationship, aedptirties do not assume that either of them
could abuse the situation. Breaking up a long-terationship of trust is far more unfavor-
able than fraud for instantaneous profit, becatseher party notices, trust-based cooper-
ation leads to failure. It is beneficial of bothragEipants to ignore situations that bring mo-
mentary benefits but undermine cooperation in lnng Trust is a premise for reciprocal
altruism at networks. As Hadmori quoted Putnam [18jst can be defined as a legitimate
expectation that others will do the right thing.[8]
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The concept of trust is not solid in the literatufbere are a number of approaches,
as in the case of altruism, depending on the diseipCurrently, the risk-based approach
is closest to the goal of our study. In a levetisk management, its purpose is to provide
the highest possible level of security, based endentification and ranking of risk. Risk
IS an uncertain event or activity, what occurremagy affect the expected result in a nega-
tive way [14]. Delimiting trust points out to thelationships between trust and risk. How-
ever, nor in this case we provide a congruent difim rather different scientific framings.
According to Mayer, Davis, and Schoorman [15] tigsthe willingness of a party to be
vulnerable to the actions of another party basedh@nexpectation that the other will per-
form a particular action important to the trustdrrespective of the ability to monitor or
control that other party’[15, p. 712] The authors allude to trust as an action whose out
come is uncertain because the trustee cannot tdmrmteraction. They make a distinction
between trust and trustworthiness. In the caseust,tit can be assumed that we have out-
lined and also we are aware of the possible outsahthe events, still we take a voluntary
risk, even though we become vulnerable by the gtheicipant. While trustworthiness is
the certainty of the other participant’s resporestitthavior what based on experiences. The
essential difference is that while trust is an exgton, trustworthiness is a concrete cer-
tainty connected with experience [15].

In another approach, Das & Tang [16] in their joilork revealedat the subjective
trust level, trust is not a subclass of risk buter a mirror image of risk. [...] In fact, both
subjective trust and perceived risk represent seasment of outcome probabilities of the
same event. The crucial difference is that, whesefgective trust portrays the assessment
in a positive light — that is, the probability thite outcome will be what is desired —
perceived risk describes the situation in disqagtiues — the probability that the outcome
will be what is feared. In actuality, they are tihéror image of each other, evaluating the
same situation from two distinctly different perspees of hope and concérfi6, p. 110].

In this case, trust and risk are not highlightedtagous contrast pairs, but these two com-
pletely different constructs were identified asaifegical opposites. While we hope for a
positive outcome in event of trust, the outcomerisk can be negative. Risk-based ap-
proaches suggest that trust is relevant whereayjs#y the relationship between the partic-
ipants. In a domestic study by Gelei & Dobos [1&ndnstrated that in cooperative rela-
tionships, the level of trust influences risk ajipeefl' he stronger the trust between partners,
the greater the willingness to take risks in riskyations [17].

Returning to altruism, therefore, trust is necessaicreate reciprocity as a condi-
tion. Individuals for whom trust is anticipated eV a high level of altruistic behavior, and
the level of altruism increases in parallel witle thvel of anticipated trust [18]. Although
trust is risky, while these are working as mirmoiages. When trust is low between partici-
pants, risk is observed as high and backwardshignapproach, the benefit of high trust
should indemnify for the risk taking [16]. In thellbwing, we examine the conceptual
framework of safety and then map the relationskigvben altruism and safety.

PHILOSOPHY OF SAFETY

Safety is also a concept that is difficult to defprecisely due to its diversity. Safety
is challenging to interpret and since the middléheftwentieth century it has become more
complex as it can also be a measure of a changithg@mplicated situation. Safety can be
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interpreted in a complex way, taking into accotiet¢ombined effect of several factors. Its
field of application is also diverse; we can tabloat political, social, societal, ecological
safety, etc. It can also vary in scope, as safatybe interpreted globally or regionally, but
also to countries, small or large communities amividuals [19].

A detailed analysis of the concept of safety wagddfar back to antiquity, but it
would also be very long to list definitions thae aelevant nowadays. The practice of cre-
ating, maintaining, and guaranteeing safety igélsponsibility of safety sciences. Accord-
ing to Lieutenant Colonel Imre Jézsef Hadnagy [18fety is a complex system of
knowledge summarizing the theoretical elementspaadtical experiences determining the
success of the activities of national, federalimegl and international organizations aimed
at eliminating and minimizing the challenges, tisesnd risks affecting national safety in
the broadest sense [19, p. 5].

The traditional military and state-centered appho@csafety has been the subject
of more serious criticism in the early 1970s, esllyan the wake of events such as the oil
crises in 1973 and 1978. By this time, the conoépafety was broadened, at the economic
and environmental level, and the broadening ottreept kept going ever since [20]. Ac-
cording to Berek et al. [21], safety always coveiondition that is sometimes threatened
by different factors, and safety can be interpretedonjunction with this risk factor. In
their complex, general framing, safety is the stdtpersons or organizations determined
by the interaction of intentional unlawful behavibat endangers their existence or proper
functioning and the protection resources applietthéon [21, p. 5].

Safety is affected by a number of indirect (legalibnment, management, institu-
tional system, economic factors, etc.) and dindleg@l behavior or quantity and quality of
protection resources) factors. In addition, itsngbexity lies in the fact that the subject of
safety - be it an object or even an individualn ba described by different characteristics,
which are often jeopardized by completely independereats. Due to the complexity of
safety, creating and maintaining is a difficulttasd can only be achieved using appropri-
ate security tools [21], [22]. A more precise rptetation is obtained by assigning it to
certain fields such as personal-, property-, emvirental-, economic security, and so on.
However, it can also be examined in a human approgbich means a poise, what keep
risky situations away from the protected persor].[Hdwever, one of the most relevant
field of safety is human security, which focuses othe state but on the individual. The
basic concept of human security is the protectfaheindividual, which is realized through
the protection of the interests and values of titividual in different ways [23]. United
Nations Development Programme (UNDP) in their refrom 1994 defined and specified
human securitjirst. However, literature differs security andedgt from each other, [24] in
this case, framing of human security provide excglbase. UNDP has gone beyond the
conceptual framework of national and military séguand opened a new dimension to
human security. The concept of it has been focusa®@ on people rather than nations, as
they said: for most people, a feeling of insecurity arises enfsom worries about daily
life than from the dread of a cataclysmic world rvéVill they and their families have
enough to eat? Will they lose their jobs? Will thetreets and neighborhoods be safe from
crime? Will they be tortured by a repressive statéit they become a victim of violence
because of their gender? Will their religion or eithorigin target them for persecution?”
[25, p. 22] The report perceive on human security as integratoncept what appreciate
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the “universalism of life As the main characteristics of it, UNDP framedif concepts.
First, human security is universal, as there areynthreats what are common to every
people. Second, it is interdependent, as dangesimfin security are no longer isolated
events. Furthermore, is easier to ensure througi peevention than later intervention.
Last, but not least human security is people-cedteeferring on way of living, independ-
ence or opportunities. It also meamsdtection from sudden and hurtful disruptionshie t
patterns of daily life, whether in homes, in job$mocommunities[25, p. 23].

Human security also has several categories, lika@uic, food, health, personal, commu-
nity security etc., but each categories are fogusimpeople. United Nations in their Human
Security Handbook [26] defined, ageople-centered, comprehensive, context-specific an
prevention-oriented responses that strengthen tbeegtion and empowerment of all peo-
ple and all communiti€q26, p. 6]. Human security system ensure thetrafrpeople to
live in dignity, free from despair and poverty.idta comprehensive approach what face
challenges of people, including three componenggdom from fear, freedom from want
and freedom to live in dignity. Shielding peoplerT threats is a central task, and handle
insecurities in a preventive, systematic and commgmsive way [27]. Challenges, dealt by
human security are complicated, especially atmatiéonal communities. Some of the basic
challenges, what this field deals with are presemd able 1. [26]. Although in a transdis-
ciplinary approach, types of insecurities have miedper meanings and much more factors
that should be dealt with, also these are mutuellyforcing. Processes like globalization,
multiculturalism or development of technology giovide new challenges that human se-
curity has to cope with [27].

TYPE OF INSECURITY ROOT CAUSES
Persistent poverty, unemployment, lack of
Economic insecurity access to credit and other economic opppr-
tunities
Food insecurity Hunger, famine, sudden rise in food prices

Epidemics, malnutrition, poor sanitation,

Health insecurity lack of access to basic health care

Environmental degradation, resource de-

Environmental insecurity , :
pletion, natural disasters

Physical violence in all its forms, human

PO ITBEELIY trafficking, child labour

Inter-ethnic, religious and other identity-

Community insecurit : : .
y y based tensions, crime, terrorism

Political repression, human rights viola-

Political insecurity tions, lack of rule of law and justice

Table 1. Types of human insecurities and possifiiecauses (own editing based on [26, ). 7]
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A European Union approach to human security in 228&elona Report highlight
the need of respect of human rights. It is crucanable communities to create the condi-
tion of stability and peace, which means intensiemmunication with civil society'Se-
curity is often viewed as the absence of physio#&nce and regarded as part of the polit-
ical-military realm, while development tends to dmsidered part of the economic and
social realm, and human rights are largely consatkpart of the civil/legal realm. Yet
these distinctions are misleading. Developmentadsenthan material wellbeing, just as
human rights must include economic and civil righi&ewise, ensuring Human Security
under circumstances of extreme vulnerability meaosncern for both physical and mate-
rial wellbeing. It is about helping people to fesglfe in their homes and on the streets as
well as ensuring they have what they need to iWe[28, p. 8] Although it is worth noting
that framing human security has not reached angaswus yet. This is a concept that can
be interpreted in many ways, in countless variati@nd its explanation exists in many
forms [29]. Sydney University professor Paul Jaf3€$ studied human security in a new
dimension and reframed the approach by analyzsngjriength and weaknesses. As a result,
the author defined human secutiis one of the foundational conditions of being lammn
including both (1) the sustainable protection amdvision of the material conditions for
meeting the embodied needs of people, and (2)rttegtion of the variable existential
conditions for maintaining a dignified lifef30, p. 87].

Relying on the definition, the author emphasizesitiportance of risk analysis as
it is necessary to respond for events or procékaehave an extensive and intensive impact
in existential vulnerabilities of people. Two categs were listed of human security: the
positive and negative human security. While positiuman security means maintaining a
“vibrant” human life in various areas of sociakliinegative human security means fighting
against violations of fundamental human rights [38fith analyzing the different ap-
proaches and forms of safety, further we try td fionnection between altruism and safety.

CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN ALTRUISM AND SAFETY

Altruism is a helping behavior that is based oremelflessness, kinship, or even
reciprocity. One of the basic components of altruis trust and its anticipation, which is
risky, especially if there is no prior experiencighwihe relationship [16]. Both altruism and
safety are complex concepts, which contains mastgifs. In addition, the concept of safety
has expanded in recent decades. It is intendeteqgb the undamaged operation of a state,
system, or object, but this framing cannot desditigewhole process. Safety is subjective;
it can be specified by attaching it to certain atpesituations or areas. The constant new
challenges (social, economic, environmental, dtcther broadened the theory of safety
[19]. The human security — as detailed in the mnesichapters - is a people-centered con-
cept aimed at protecting the individual and enguthre basic conditions for a dignified
environment and quality of life. The concept isloimger based solely on whether the state
can avert a military threat or create physical sgctor public. The concept is based on the
responsibility of the individual, a freedom of casitwhat can adapt to new challenges e.g.
as a consumer, can | decide to buy genetically fieodbroduces? As a citizen, can | decide
which political party to trust? [31].

Sociologist Frank Furedi [32] in his work CulturkFeear detailed the conceptual-
ization of risk and the causes of losing trust. &ding to the authorrisk is shaped by
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how society regards its ability to manage change deal with the futurg[32, p. 18]. The
society finds a connection between the concepiskfand the concept of danger, what is
worth to ignore. Fear is now not just a responsz ttareat, but a viewpoint in general that
plays a decisive role in influencing human behaviacording to the author, the main goal
of society is safety and security, as fear of eineng has become a basic element of culture,
which also puts its mark on initiative, risk-takiagd trust. Today, the problem of trust is
not restricted to one or a number of distinct radaships. It is not merely a question of
workers not trusting their employers. The situatias reached the point where colleagues
regard each other as potential enemies and wheighbers are perceived as threatening.
Thus, in contrast to the past, the problem of texgsts within a setting where at all levels
of society there is a manifest lack of confidertoeua the working of society32, p. 144].
According to Carel Anne Heimer [33] the two badeneents of relationships of trust are
insecurity and vulnerability. Insecurity manife#ttself in the other's intentions and out-
comes. Vulnerability is the risk that comes from éimtrustors side in the event of a negative
outcome. Modern society is characterized by disswategy, which means rather reducing
vulnerability than reducing insecurity [33]. Analgg vulnerability or risk are both im-
portant components of safety activities [3lie to the diversity of risk analysis methods
and the limitations of this article, we do not detiae methods of risk analyzes, however,
based on the presented researches, it can behadidl plays a big role in examining both
trust and safety.

As mentioned several times, altruism is a helpieigelvior. In modern society, sup-
porting altruism leads to a more stable environnaeatit also reduces aggressive behavior.
Altruistic behavior contributes to human well-beiaigd to physical or mental health [35].
Altruism is closely related to various volunteedeaupportive activities such as charity or
community-based programs. According to the humeaitasecurity concept - human secu-
rity can be achieved by strengthening internatideal coordinating international action,
severely restricting weapons and tools of destwactind preventing and severely punishing
genocide and war crimes. The United Nations Offaceéhe Coordination of Humanitarian
Affairs (OCHA), established in 1998, oversees UMhhuitarian and disaster response ac-
tivities. Among its many activities, OCHA providegormation on emergencies around the
world and organizes international actions to mabilionations and provide emergency as-
sistance to those in need. OCHA's members andguarinclude governments, civil and
humanitarian organizations, UN agencies, foundatiand the Red Cross. The Central
Emergency Response Fund (CERF) is a humanitariahdatablished by the General As-
sembly in 2006 to help those affected by naturshsters and national conflicts. Govern-
ments, private sector, foundations and individuglead it annually. In 2013 Hungary be-
came a member of UN Disaster Assessment and Catiah36].

UN’s Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian fAirs created COVID-19
Global Humanitarian Response Plaand “COVID-19 Solidarity Response Funas a
joint effort to fight global health crisis and ajped to governments to support these plans.
Their main strategic priorities are first of alhreparing and being ready” by decreasing the
risks and protecting vulnerable groups. It is nsagsto decrease deterioration of human
rights and assets, as much as livelihoods andlsmtiasion. The plan also draw attention
to prevent discrimination or violence against comities and enhance understanding and
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awareness of the COVID-19 pandemic. Humanitariarkyaot only from individuals but
also from governments are more necessary nowatteysever before [37].

CONCLUSION

Concepts like altruism and safety could be obviousrdinary people; however,
deeper analyzing and framing provided a wider te8dth concepts were hard to puzzle
out due to their complexity; however, we providad&erview — without being exhaustive
— about their appearance in several forms andsfieldwould be much longer, more com-
plicated and probably impossible to reveal everynfof altruism and safety. Although our
purpose with this study was not to detail in so ynanrds these concepts, but to find con-
nection between them.

Trust, is a significant component of altruism, bh@lso holds risks, and these com-
ponents are working as mirror images. By demonsgateveral studies we revealed, how
these are acting in various scenes [15] [16] [32] [33]. Risk management is a term, what
plays important role in safety as well. Howeveis itvorth to mention, we did not dealt with
specifying the different methods of risk-analysis,as a first step for our following study,
we will examine risk management in an angle of husecurity. Altruism could be infil-
trated in the word of safety, since humanitariamkw® an important part of human security.
In this study, we also get a nearer view of hunaai@h work from the aspect of United
Nations. As our second step for our following stuag would like to take a closer look on
volunteerism and humanitarian programs, not ordynfthe corporate side, but also from
the side of civilians. The UN and OCHA plays leadiole in bringing together selfless
actors and to create a culture of protection, betstrain of each individual could the in-
ducement behind work.

REFERENCES

[1] B. Nicolescu, "Methodology of Transdisciplinarityevels of Reality, Logic of the
Included Middle and Complexity,Transdisciplinary Journal of Engineering & Science,
vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 19-38, 2010.

[2] J. Velencei, “Modelling the Reality of Decisidviaking with the Doctus Knowledge-
based System,” iEknterprise and Competitive Environmghtendel University of Brno,
Czech Republic, 2017.

[3] S. Hegedis, "A proszocidlis viselkedés féflése és fejlesztése a kisgyermekkorban,"
Magyar Pedagdgiavol. 116, no. 2, pp. 197-218, 2016.

[4] M. Hewstone and W. Stroebe, Szociélpszichol@iadpai szemszdgh Budapest:
Akadémiai Kiado, 2007.

[5] H. W. Bierhoff, Prosocial Behaviour, Psychologsess, 2002.

[6] B. Benard, Resilience: What We Have Learnea, Bancisco, CA: WestEd, 2004.

[7]1 A. S. Epstein, Me, You, Us : Social-Emotiona¢drning in Preschool, Ypsilanti:
High/Scope Educational Research Foundation, 2009.

[8] B. Hamori, Erzelemgazdasagtan, Budapest: Kbskigdo, 2003.

[9] B. Hamori, "Indulatgazdasagtan - a preferencléterjesztése és a kdlcsondsen
osszefligg hasznossagokRdzgazdasagi Szemiel. 6, pp. 510-528, 1994.

Vol 2, No 1 (Sl), 2020. Safety and Security Sciences Review | Biztonsagtudomanyi Szemle 2020. I1. évf. 1. kiilénszam



96 VALICKOVA,CYNTIA — VELENCEI JOLAN

[10] E. Kahana and E. Midlarsky, "Theories and @pts of altruism and helping.ibrary

of Social Researclpp. 11-40, 1994.

[11] S. Pinker, Hogyan tikédik az elme, Budapest: Osiris Kiadd, 2002.

[12] J. Golovics, "Korlatozott racionalitds és aibmus: behaviorizmus a kdzgazdaséag-
tudomanyban,Hitelintézeti Szemle/ol. 14, no. 2, pp. 158-172, 2015.

[13] R. D. Putnam, Making democracy work. Civicditeons in modern Italy., Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 1993.

[14] J. I. Molnér, "A kockaatelemzés a vagyonvédeks a vagyonbiztonsag az épitészeti
biinmegebzés aspektusabolfadmérnokyol. 14, no. 1, pp. 17-31, 2019.

[15] R. C. Mayer, J. H. Davis and F. D. Scoormai integrative model of organizational
trust,” Academy of Management Reviewal, 20, pp. 709-734, 1995.

[16] T. Das and B. Teng, "The risk-based view abtr a conceptual framework]durnal

of Business and Psychologwl. 19, no. 1, pp. 85-119, 2004.

[17] A. Gelei and |. Dobos , "Bizalom és kockazakapcsolatokban — egy kisérlet
eredményei," BCE Versenyképesség Kutaté KozpordaBest, 2012.

[18] E. Fehr and U. Fishbacher, "The nature of hual&ruism,"Nature,vol. 425, pp. 785-
791, 2003.

[19] I. J. Hadnagy, "A biztonsag kors#iértelmezése - avagy a biztonsadg ma mar sokkal
bizonytalanabb, @ mint  korabban  barmikor,” 2008. @l  Available:
http://www.vedelem.hu/letoltes/anyagok/135-a-bizagrkorszeru-ertelmezese-avagy-a-
biztonsag-ma.pdf. [Accessed 24 04 2020].

[20] F. Gazdag and P. Télas, "A biztonsag fogalrkdr@arairdl,'Nemzet és Biztonsgup.
3-9, 2008.

[21] L. Berek, T. Berek and L. Berek, Személy- égyonbiztonsag, Budapest: Obudai
Egyetem, 2016.

[22] S. Munk, "A biztonsag kérdéseinek dekompojéciotHadmérnokyol. 5, no. 2, pp.
404-417, 2010.

[23] H. Hegeds, "A biztonsag fogalmanak tagabb ésikebb értelmezése, a
humanbiztonsag, avyag egy konferencia tanulsabaidtudoméanyi Szemleol. 2, no. 1,
pp. 65-76, 2009.

[24] S. Nas, "The Definitions of Safety and Segyftilournal of ETA Maritime Science,
pp. 53-54, 2015.

[25] United Nations Development Programme, Humandmpment Report 1994, New
York: Oxford University Press, 1994.

[26] United Nations, Human Security Handbook, Newrk! United Nations Human
Security Unit, 2016.

[27] L. Schirch, Handbook on Human Security, Hagistherlands: Alliance for
Peacebuilding, 2015.

[28] U. Albrecht, C. Chinkin, G. C. Celador, S. éi¢ner, M. Glasius, M. Kaldor, K.
Kiljunen, J. Klabbers, J. Kuper, S. Licht, F. Lol Reinhardt, G. Schmeder, P. Seifter, N.
Serra and G. Weisskirchen, A European way of sgcuhie Madrid Report of the Human
Security Study Group, Madrid, Spain: Human Secu8itydy Group, 2007.

[29] A. Teke, "Az emberi biztonsag és a ,klasszikironsagfelfogas” viszonyrendszere,"
Pécsi hatasr tudomanyos kézleményeip. 25-32, 2018.

Vol 2, No 1 (Sl), 2020. Safety and Security Sciences Review | Biztonsagtudomanyi Szemle 2020. I1. évf. 1. kiilénszam



TRANSDISCIPLINARY APPROACH TO FIND CONNECTIONS BETWEEN ALTRUISM AND SAFETY 97

[30] J. Paul, "Human Security as a Left-Over of itdily Security, or as Integral to the
Human Condition,Human Security and Japan's Triple Disastgy, 72-88, 2014.

[31] F. Kondorosi, A migracio kockazatai, Budapédexandra Kiado, 2016.

[32] F. Furedi, Culture of Fear: Risk Taking ane torality of Low Expectation, New
York: Continuum International Publishing Group LtA002.

[33] C. A. Heimer, "Solving the Problem of Trusiy'Trust in SocietyNew York, Russell
Sage Foundation, 2001, pp. 40-88.

[34] L. Megyeri and T. Farkas, "Kockazatkezelédpmany vagy kuruzslastadmeérnok,
pp. 198-209, 2017.

[35] C. Yang, Y. Wang, Y. Wang, X. Zhang, Y. Liudahl. Chen, "The Effect of Sense of
Community Responsibility on Residents’ Altruistieligavior: Evidence from the Dictator
Game,"International Journal of Environmental Research dhblic Health,2020.

[36] United Nations Office for the Coordination ldfimanitarian Affairs, United Nations
Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affaidsnnual Report 2018, New York:
OCHA, 2019.

[37] United Nations Office for the Coordination dfumanitarian Affairs, Global
Humanitarian Response Plan COVID-19, Geneva: OCHR.

[38] C. Acedo-Carmona, E. Munar and A. Gomila, "Strbased altruism facing new
contexts: The Vyegwa-Gika pygmies from Burun@l‘OS Onepp. 1-13, 2018.

Vol 2, No 1 (Sl), 2020. Safety and Security Sciences Review | Biztonsagtudomanyi Szemle 2020. I1. évf. 1. kiilénszam



