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Abstract 

This article reviews how the subject of paramilitary policing and paramilitary police 

units (PPUs) has been addressed during the last ten years of criminal justice, criminological 

and policing research. In this paper, the term “paramilitary policing” is discussed in relation to 

previous debates concerning militaristic policing and police militarization. Drawing on these 

debates, articles from a number of journals addressing the phenomena are reviewed with the 

aim of answering how paramilitary policing has been studied, defined, and contextualized in 

recent research. The results show that no consensus or universal definition of what 

paramilitary policing is seems to exist as studies denote the subject differently depending on 

applied theoretical and empirical perspectives. This article discusses the apparent differences 

and offers a conceptual scheme explaining the main intersections and different dimensions 

encompassed in the subject.  
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Introduction 

Through a review of literature on the subject of “paramilitary policing,” this article 

aims to answer how this and adjacent concepts have been addressed in the last ten years of 

international research. Initially, one can conclude that the term “paramilitary policing” has 

been used ambiguously with a variety of associations and meanings in the scholarly world. As 

Lorinskas and Kulis (1986) states: “Police organizations are routinely described as military, 

paramilitary, semi-military, quasi-military, crypto-military, pseudo-military, pyramidal 

military, military like etc.” (p. 183). Generally speaking, the definition of “paramilitary” is 

used in terms of organizing aims to describe organizations that resemble, are analogous to, or 

are ancillary to military professionals without being incorporated into regular armed forces in 

regards of professional or legitimate status (OED, 2011). With this distinction, paramilitary 

police can be defined as organizations within law enforcement bodies that in differing degrees 

are modelled after the military, but with the statutory powers and legitimate status of the 

police. However, this definition is not in any way comprehensive or general, as 

conceptualizations of paramilitary policing in different policing contexts (such as constable, 

continental, colonial, or centralized national models) render different takes on the subject, as 

well as different definitions on subject boundaries (Brogden, 2001; Hills, 2009; Sheptycki, 

1999).  The range of definitions goes from strictly functional—that paramilitary policing 

should be understood as policing tight institutional relations and/or merging with regular 

armed forces, i.e., policing “on behalf of the military” (Hills, 1995; Waddington, 1999, 

p.128)—to less restrained, symbolic definitions highlighting it in terms of a militaristic style 

of policing characterized by militaristic appearance, technology, and modus operandi 

(Jefferson, 1993; Haggerty, 1999; Kraska & Kappeler, 1997; Scobell & Hammitt, 1999). 

Further, the debate on paramilitary policing also goes beyond the question of a specific 

definition. Questions have been raised regarding what implications militaristic or 
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“paramilitary” policing has on police accountability, police use of force, police tactics, police 

militarization, or public order policing (see for example, Jefferson, 1990, 1993; Waddington, 

1987, 1990, 1993, 1999; Hills, 1995; Kraska, 1999; Kraska & Kappeler, 1997; Kraska & 

Paulsen, 1997).  

 

In recent years, it can be argued that discussions on paramilitary policing have evolved 

because the contexts of paramilitary policing have been undergoing a global change. A few 

examples concern technological advances that impact on police use of force (Ericson & 

Haggerty, 1997; Haggerty & Ericson, 1999; Jones & Hinds, 2002; Rappert, 2002), a 

developing security situation with an increasing focus on the challenge of transnational risk 

(Lutterbeck, 2004; Weger & Clingendael, 2009) and radical changes in legislation for police 

and intelligence agencies post-9/11 (McCulloch & Pickering, 2009; Pickering & McCulloch, 

2010; Wolfendale, 2006). As a result of the terrorist attacks of 2001, 2003, and 2005, the 

focus on international terrorism and the “new security agenda” has acted as a strong driver for 

the reorganization of police institutions in many countries around the world (Brodeur, 2007; 

Deflem, 2010). This has also affected the relationships between police and military agencies. 

As Deflem (2004) puts it: “As terrorism is conceived as war-like behaviour and is responded 

to by military actions, it brings up the problem of a potential militarization of the police” (p. 

77). Further, the war on terror and developments toward trans-border policing have also 

worked to initiate collaboration between different national paramilitary police agencies. In an 

African context, the “Organisation de Gendarmeries Africanise” (OGA), with 26 participating 

gendarmeries, is one example of a multilateral paramilitary police collaboration funded in 

2003 (de Weger & Clingendael, 2009). A European example is the gendarmerie force 

(EGF)—a collaboration among six European gendarmeries intended for international police 

operations. Another European example directly aimed at counterterrorism and organized in 
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the wake of the 9/11 terrorist attacks is the ATLAS Network, comprising 36 European police 

special intervention units (Block, 2007). (For a full list of participating units see Netzwerk der 

Sondereinheiten, 2010).  Paramilitary police units have in this light been advocated as a 

possible third way to counter terrorism by an institutional position that lies between military 

and police, combining civilian mandates and specialist knowledge (Friedrichs, 2008; 

Zimmermann, 2005). Other scholars highlight that the blurring of mandates and 

organizational spheres creates problematic relationships of police and military wherein 

military tactics introduced to counter terrorism tend to get normalized and transferred into 

everyday policing methods, and thereby contrasts with community- and problem-oriented 

policing approaches (Hills, 2009; Flyghed, 2000; 2002; Mcculloch, 2004; Reiner & Newburn, 

2007).  

 

Using this variance and implied developments as a backdrop, this review of literature 

aims to advance knowledge on mainly three different questions: (1) How has paramilitary 

policing as a field of research been studied in recent research? (2) How has the concept been 

defined and in what various ways can it be defined? and (3) In which different empirical and 

institutional contexts has the subject been conceptualized?  

  

Methodological Considerations 

A qualitative review of the literature was conducted to inquire about how paramilitary 

policing has been addressed in the last ten years of international research on the subject. The 

approach to reviewing can be defined as a paradigmatically inclusive review strategy wherein 

search strategies, inclusion criteria, operational definitions, and the analytical strategy for 

structuring results allow for review of different theoretical standpoints, methodological 
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perspectives, and empirical as well as non-empirical contributions to the field of research 

(Suri & Clarke, 2009).  

 

Literature Sources and Source Selection Parameters 

The online research reference databases “Social Sciences Citation Index” (SSCI) and 

SocIndex (SI) were used as sources in the initial phase of data-gathering as these cover 

subject disciplines such as criminology, criminal justice, sociology, security, and policing. 

Further, database search results were complemented with “citation snowballing,” i.e., 

scanning of reference lists and footnotes in search of further articles to include (Boote & 

Beile, 2005).  

 

Basic inclusion criteria for all articles was that they be from peer-reviewed scholarly 

journals, be published between the years 2001–2011, and be written in English. In defining 

subject boundaries, articles were included if article authors themselves referred to their 

subjects as conceptualizing paramilitary police or if articles conceptualized any aspect of 

policing as paramilitary in connection to the main subject of the article. This produced hits 

ranging from studies of specific police special units (such as SWAT units and counterterrorist 

units) to research concerning implications and theories on direct military/police mergence or 

police militarization. These criteria were used for inclusion and exclusion both in the database 

searches and in citation snowballing. 

 

Database searches were conducted in February 2011 and were based on topic searches 

using the descriptors “paramilitary policing,” “militarization of police,” “counterterrorism 

policing,” “constabulary forces,” “SWAT,” and “Gendarmerie.” SocIndex allowed for subject 

term searches that were done using the term “paramilitary forces,” as well as the combinations 

of these terms: “paramilitary” + ”law enforcement” and “paramilitary” + “police.”  The search 
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results produced 132 different articles. A total of 90 of these were removed by applying the 

source selection criteria, resulting in a total of 42 articles to be reviewed. After citation 

snowballing, these articles were complemented with an additional 5 articles, making the total 

47.  (A complete list of the articles used is included in Appendix 1.)  The material was listed 

according to journal, year of publication, methodological approach, and study design to obtain 

an overview. Based on the overview, thematic text analysis was conducted on the subjects and 

aims of all the articles. In this step, findings were summarized, and prominent themes were 

identified and structured under thematic headings (Dixon-Woods, Agarwal, Jones, Young, & 

Sutton, 2005). 

 

Results 

This section is structured in accordance with the three questions posted in the 

introduction, namely:  How has paramilitary policing been studied in recent research?  How 

has the concept been defined and in what various ways can it be defined? In which different 

empirical and institutional contexts has the subject been conceptualized?  

 

Paramilitary Policing by Type of Study  

As previously stated, the total number of articles retrieved through the inclusive 

approach described above was 47, drawn from a total of 37 journals. A basic categorization of 

journal types after subject (aims and scope) shows that the main arenas for coverage were 

within criminological and criminal justice journals (14 articles), security and political science 

journals (12 articles), and policing journals (here separated from the wider field of criminal 

justice, 12 articles). The most frequently occurring journal with coverage on the subject was 

Policing and Society (Taylor & Francis) with 5 hits, followed by the two journals Policing—

An International Journal of Police Strategies and Management (Emerald), and Social Justice 

(Social Justice) with 3 hits for each one. In addition to the above described fields, articles 
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were retrieved from journals covering cultural studies, sociology, democracy, civil rights, 

ethnography, and international studies as a few examples. Table 1 shows the division by year 

and subjects of articles:  

Table 1 

Articles by Year and Subject 

 

<Insert TABLE 1 about here> 

It should be noted that overlaps in aims exist as the articles address multiple subjects 

and relationships. However, by sorting the explicitly stated aims of articles, it can be 

concluded that certain aspects attract attention. The question of police militarization and case 

studies of different paramilitary organizations are two examples of this, as well as the subject 

of counterterrorism policing, which regained attention in 2004. 

 

Looking at study designs in the reviewed articles, in total 21 articles, ≈45%, utilized 

data collected first-hand. The most frequently occurring methods for researching the subjects 

are through variations of case study approaches such as comparative studies and 

ethnographically influenced single case studies. In addition to case study approaches, 

interview studies (semi-structured interviews in PPUs), document studies (policy documents, 

reports on militarization, incident reports), and survey methodology (questionnaires and self-

reports) were apparent in the material. The articles categorized as non-empirical were 

classified as conceptual (discussing some aspect of paramilitary policing trends, tendencies, 

phenomenon) and theoretical (developing theoretical frameworks; ex-sociological foundations 

for counterterrorism policing, and organizational-theoretical frameworks).  

 

Conceptual Definitions of Paramilitary Police/Policing 

One theme of articles identified in the material directly focused on paramilitary police 
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as a contemporary societal phenomenon. Distinguishing aspects of these articles is that they 

conceptualized the subject of paramilitary policing through typologies and definitions and/or 

denoted the subject through discussions of police militarization tendencies/blurring of security 

spheres (see Beede, 2008; Kraska, 2007; Paul & Birzer, 2008; Hill & Beger, 2009; Hill, 

Beger, & Zanetti, 2007; Greener-Barcham, 2007; Campbell & Campbell, 2010; Lutterbeck, 

2004, 2005, 2006; McCulloch, 2004; Herzog, 2001; Andreas & Price, 2001; Andreas, 2003). 

Although these subjects are interrelated, and most articles address both definitions and trends, 

the principal focuses differ somewhat. Beede (2008) is one example of an attempt to inquire 

about the practical applicability and functional definition of paramilitary police. The author 

draws on Scobell and Hammit’s (1999) typology of paramilitary forces and sets out to create a 

framework for analysing police/military convergences by classifying aspects of policing done 

on behalf of law enforcement (civil policing, militarized policing, paramilitary policing) and 

policing done on behalf of armed forces (military policing). Paramilitary policing is in a basic 

way conceptualized as civil police organizations carrying out law enforcement tasks (as in the 

case with civil policing), however trained, equipped, and structured as military forces. Using 

this typology, Beede (2008) discusses potential dangers of the use of paramilitary police, such 

as loss of legitimacy and increased violence, but also highlights possibilities such as the use of 

paramilitary police units as a viable alternative to the involvement of armed forces in 

managing internal security threats.  

 

Another example aimed at typology is Kraska (2007), who conceptualizes police 

militarization processes in a U.S context. The author identifies a set of indicator continuums 

by which police militarization can be studied consisting of material indicators (martial 

weaponry), cultural indicators (martial language), organizational indicators (martial 

arrangements), and operational indicators (punitive methods, aggressive policing approaches). 
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Utilizing these continuums, Kraska reviews a trend toward police militarization; among other 

examples showcased in the use of coercive approaches such as no-knock raids by SWAT 

teams. Kraska further discusses how the militarization trend is at odds with community 

policing and also how it relates to a trend of “police-ization” of the military. Other articles 

discussing paramilitary policing in a U.S setting approach the subject from an explicitly 

critical perspective, seeing it as a style of policing in direct opposition to democratic values 

(see for example, Paul & Birzer 2008; Hill, Beger, & Zanetti, 2007; Hill & Beger, 2009). 

These authors take a clear normative stance against militaristically styled policing, and they 

argue for police demilitarization strategies as necessary ways to enhance democratic policing 

and minimize cases of police brutality, police violence, and public mistrust.  

 

A variation on the theme of police militarization is found in the articles aimed at 

discussing the paramilitary aspects of policing in terms of security (see Lutterbeck, 2006; 

McCulloch, 2004; Andreas & Price, 2001; Andreas, 2003; Campbell & Campbell, 2010; 

Greener-Barcham, 2007). Drawing on examples such as border patrol, peace support 

missions, civil-military cooperation (CIMIC, e.g., policing of ceasefires, protection of 

electoral processes, border monitoring, state-building operations), and military operations 

other than war (OOTW), the blurring of traditional distinctions between internal and external 

security are highlighted and drivers for militarization are discussed on different aggregated 

levels both internally (i.e., economic drivers, stakeholder interests) and externally (i.e., 

political climate, globalization, changing discourse of security). 

 

Paramilitary Police/Policing in Different Institutional Contexts  

The majority of authors in the material address the subject of paramilitary policing 

indirectly and couple it to other empirical subjects. The categorization of indirect approaches 
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to paramilitary policing is here done due to contexts, institutional settings, and traditions of 

policing. Studies within these categories are exemplified with the purpose of showing how 

paramilitary policing can be addressed from different angles and in different settings, such as 

colonial policing, military/police mergence, traditional policing, and in counterterrorism 

policing. 

Paramilitary Features of Colonial Policing 

The paramilitary tendencies of colonial policing (e.g., regulation of hostile populations 

by police rather than military) are mentioned by several researchers in connection to 

colonized and post-colonial geographical areas (see for example, Brogden, 2001; Lau, 2004; 

McCulloch, 2004; Duschinski, 2010). A few examples of other studies are Brogden (2001) 

and Lau (2004), which, albeit studying differing geographical contexts (Northern Ireland and 

Hong Kong), lift up similar problems associated with police transformation from colonial 

paramilitary traditions toward community-oriented policing.  Lau (2004) exemplifies colonial 

traditions inherent in the modern Hong-Kong police with paramilitary structures (installation 

of police tactical units), processes (militarized training and initiations), and practices (use of 

hard tactics such as street sweeps, searches, and extrajudicial punishments). These 

organizational dimensions are described as barriers to the implementation of community 

policing initiatives. Another example connecting the violent features of contemporary 

policing to a political history of colonialism is Duschinski (2010). Duschinski discusses 

policing in the highly militarized area of the Kashmir Valley in India. The policing situation, 

which stems from the area’s history of British colonial rule, is described as extraordinary and 

characterized by militarization. Paramilitary police units such as the border security (BSF) 

and the Central Reserve Police Force (CRPF) are exemplified as repressive forces regularly 

involved in extrajudicial punishments such as kidnappings and even murder in so-called fake 
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encounters. Paramilitary policing is, from this perspective, viewed as an instrument of force 

and a means of repression. 

Paramilitary Policing Defined as Police/Military Role Convergence 

Another theme in the material is descriptions of paramilitary policing as law 

enforcement that is carried out in conjunction with military forces. Meliala (2001) describes 

role conflicts in the national Indonesian police (Polri.) stemming from the police 

organization’s function and consolidation as a wing of the Indonesian military (Abri.). The 

incorporation of police into the military was, according to Meliala, motivated as a 

governmental strategy to eliminate the autonomy of the police. The effects of the role 

convergence are described as a military style of policing, obscurities in matters of mission 

statement and accountability, use of violent tactics, and an uneasy relationship between police 

and the public.  

 

Another account is presented by Le Mière (2011), who discusses paramilitary police 

organizations in an Asia-Pacific maritime setting. Examples of these organizations are, among 

others, China’s Maritime Police and Fisheries Law Enforcement Command and Japan’s Coast 

Guard (JCG). The author describes a tendency for these agencies to be deployed in disputed 

areas at sea as national strategies to showcase an armed presence without breaching 

demilitarization conventions and policies at sea.  

 

A third example of role convergence can be seen in the context of border control 

policing. In the U.S context of border control, Andreas and Price (2001) and Dunn (2001) 

(among others) discuss the military established Joint Task Force-6 (JTF-6) as an example. 
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The task force mission is described as the provision of support from the Department of 

Defense to federal, state, and local law enforcement. Dunn (2001) describes the relationship 

between the police and military as characterized by integration. One example of this 

integration is the utilization of military resources and personnel (field units, ground troops, 

and support from army special forces during raids) in law enforcement operations.  

Western Policing Models Are Inherently Paramilitary 

A third theme for how paramilitary policing is described draws on the notion that 

traditional Western policing models in large are based on military philosophy and 

authoritative structures, and/or they incorporate paramilitary sub-organizations for policing 

purposes. From a Continental European perspective, the use of gendarmeries is one example 

of how a traditional model of policing encompasses military characteristics as gendarmeries 

are described as assimilated into the continental policing system. Gendarmeries are 

characterized by a militaristic style, culture, and organization, by use of militaristic strategies 

and methodologies, by a hierarchical atmosphere, and by a position in between internal and 

external security responsibilities (see Greener-Barcham, 2007; Lutterbeck, 2004, 2005, 2006; 

Silvia, 2008; Zimmerman, 2005).  

 

Also the British and U.S professional models of policing are described as 

encompassing paramilitary features. From a British perspective, Murray (2005) 

conceptualizes the historical Peelian version of police service stemming from the 

Metropolitan Police Act as a model with a paramilitary signature. The notion that police, 

according to the Peelian principles, were to be organized along military lines and the fact that 

there at the time were no other organizational models available except the military are 

emphasized as circumstances that have had an impact on the organization of police work up 
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until today. In a U.S/Canadian context, Hodgson (2001) discusses the traditional 

organizational model of policing as paramilitary in the sense that it is authoritarian: Military-

authoritative command structures, centralization, and the tendency to use violent methods are 

pointed to as being paramilitary characteristics. These are contrasted with requirements in 

modern society that service ethos, nonviolent conflict resolution, decentralization, and a 

diversity of tasks must be managed by the police. A final example comes from Leichtman 

(2008), who discusses a post-9/11 increase in military-styled policing as an outcome of a 

symbiotic co-existence between a professional and a military model of policing. The author 

denotes the military model as something inherent in police culture and police self-image and 

exemplifies this with the narrative of police as a “thin blue line” between order and chaos. 

Paramilitary Policing As an Aspect of Counterterrorism 

A final theme of paramilitary policing relates to counterterrorism policing (see 

Perliger, Hasisi & Pedahzur, 2009; Deflem, 2004; Murray, 2005; Kennison & Loumansky, 

2007; Zimmerman, 2005). Deflem (2004), for example, discusses changes in counterterrorism 

policing post-9/11 through a lens of a neo-weberian perspective of social control. 

Developments in counterterrorism policing post-9/11 are described in terms of expansion of 

police objectives and use of paramilitary anti-terrorist assault teams, the blurring of 

institutional police and military connections, and developments in police and military 

cooperation, to name a few. Another example also discussing a changed agenda post-9/11 is 

Murray (2005), who describes an increased focus on paramilitary counterterrorism policing 

initiatives over community-oriented policing approaches to counterterrorism. The increase in 

militaristic policing using arguments of counterterrorism is seen as counter-productive, both 

from the perspectives of accountability and efficacy, as community policing partly enriches 

democratic-valued policing but also has counterterrorism advantages, as it enables early 
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detection of terrorist activities. Also Perliger, Hasisi, and Pedahzur (2009) discuss a “war 

model” approach to counterterrorism as problematic from an accountability and democratic 

perspective. Drawing on empirical support from an Israeli context, the authors describe the 

role of police special counterterrorism units (exemplified by the Israeli Special Central Unit 

Yehida Merkazit Meyuhedet - YAMAM) as a key resource in thwarting ongoing terrorist 

actions. However, the authors do not view the use of special counterterrorism units as a sign 

of police militarization, but rather one of societal demilitarization and the application of a 

criminal justice model to counterterrorism policing, since the YAMAM replaced the use of 

Israeli defence forces (IDF) elite units for the same purposes. This view is also presented by 

Zimmerman (2005), who in a discussion of the Israeli YAMAM denotes the unit as a “third 

option” of counterterrorism, which is adjusted to the use of force proposed in terrorist attacks.  

 

 

Discussion 

As seen in the themes presented here, the various ways to denote the subject of 

militaristic police(-ing) varies considerably depending on theoretical and empirical interests, 

as well as on research interests at different aggregated levels. In connection with earlier 

stances on how paramilitary policing can and should be defined (Hills, 1995; Sheptycki, 

1999), it can be concluded that no apparent consensus, universal definition, cumulative 

research program, or canon of shared knowledge has developed during the last ten years of 

research. Rather, this article shows that an already divergent conceptual mix becomes further 

complicated when one takes into account the different geographical and institutional contexts 

in which the subject has been studied. Due to this variance, the endeavor of consolidating the 

various concepts of paramilitary policing seems to run the risk of obscuring different 

dimensions and perspectives related to the subject. This article suggests that in place of 

definitions, what needs to be addressed is the creation of a systematic description of how 
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different approaches to paramilitary policing are related and where the main differences are. 

The need for clarity and analytical viability is in this light not vouched for by categorical 

exclusions and demarcations, but rather by including, accounting for, and systematizing 

differing accounts of paramilitary policing organizations, logic, and processes in relation to 

one another. 

 

In the results presented here, three empirically grounded key narratives of paramilitary 

policing can be identified as cutting across all subsections and presented themes. The first of 

these narratives defines the concept of paramilitary police as something the police are (e.g., 

descriptions of paramilitary police characteristics in primacy of policing). The second position 

addresses what paramilitary police do (e.g., paramilitary policing activities in primacy of 

police as an institution). While these two narratives are both aimed at delivering descriptions 

of the police in different aspects, the third and last narrative is aimed outside the police—at 

purposes, effects, and results of paramilitary police and policing.  

 

In addition to the empirically grounded narratives found in the reviewed articles, one 

must take into consideration differing theoretical stances utilized by scholars when 

conceptualizing paramilitary police/policing and effects of policing. A continuum ranging 

from normative/critical to functional/descriptive theoretical aims can identified in the 

reviewed articles. These differences in research approaches have been a point of debate earlier 

(see for example, Waddington, 1999, and Kraska, 1999), and they can also serve as ideal 

types in a systematized typology describing theoretical variance that differentiates the central 

approaches to paramilitary policing. Based on the three identified narratives in the results, and 

related to the theoretical continuum (here distilled into two ideal type theoretical stances), a 
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conceptual map can thus be created of how the subject of paramilitary policing has been 

approached in recent research. Table 2 tabulates these varying approaches.  

Table 2  

Research Approaches to Paramilitary Police(-ing) 

 

<Insert table 2 about here> 

 

The typology presented above should be considered an ideal type presented to serve as 

an explanatory tool. This means that it is a conscious exaggeration of differences between the 

categories parallel to a homogenization of differences within categories. With this in mind, 

the typology serves a purpose as it shows how paramilitary police(-ing) may connote to 

different frames of reference both in an empirical and a theoretical sense. Based on the 

reviewed articles, it can be concluded that the different empirical dimensions operating under 

the conceptual umbrella of militaristic police(-ing) seldom are made explicit (e.g., whether the 

aim is to describe organizations, methodologies, effects, or something else). A 

recommendation for future research is therefore to account for both theoretical perspectives 

and empirical and institutional perspectives when theorizing on the subject of paramilitary 

police. 

 

A final comment and suggestion for further studies is made regarding methodology. 

The material in the review can be concluded to consist of a large amount of non-empirical 

articles wherein aspects of militaristic policing is conceptualized via data collected second-

hand, and often dating many years back. Of all the empirical contributions, the majority of 

articles consisted of case studies based on different kinds of documents and registered data. 

These studies have the advantage of detailed descriptions of chosen processes, events, and 

subjects. Via case descriptions or policy documents different developments, trends, and logic 
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can be closely observed. However, the frequent use of case study methodologies also runs a 

risk of creating “black boxes.” One such, regarding the subject of paramilitary policing, 

includes the descriptions of the development from a police perspective. Few studies go inside 

the organizations and directly examine the methods, strategies, and characteristics that are 

denoted as “militaristic.”  

 

With these observations, two suggestions for further studies are provided. First, a need 

exists for close-up research from within the organizational boundaries of different third force, 

paramilitary, or gendarmerie police units in order to build knowledge about how these 

organizations actually operate and what roles and purposes they fill. Second, the suggested 

micro-perspective could be fruitfully complemented with research programs inquiring about 

national and multinational developments of paramilitary policing on a macro scale. Indeed, 

this endeavor seems quite crucial given recent developments in practice (e.g., multilateral 

police collaborations), and as the ongoing debate on police-militarization tendencies 

otherwise falls risk to being discussed without empirical anchoring. 
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