
Private Security Providers and f*umanîtarlans
To begin, it is imnportant to define "rrivate security". For the purpose of this paper, it

refers to a spectrum of companies which have a distinct business nature with a permanent core
staff and on-going marketin~g. Their range of services, their clientele, and their ability to operate
internationally vary from firm tc fim. They mêke up a booming industry both domestically and
intemationally, yet are but bit players in a much larger trend towards privatization of soc~ial and
economic activity in states. In this way, the neo-Iiberal restructuring of state activlty is also
increasingly seen in the trend for states to relv on NQOs to provide international assistance.9
James Fenmell, a formier CARE 13K wQXIer anid now an. P Ivisor for Defense Systems Limited
(DSL), recognizes this shared lineage: "The luereasing role of commercial seci'rity opne
may be viewed in a sbpilar velu Wo the increased policy and technical in~put of NGOs oe h
past two decades to the provision~ of official relief and developmnent assistance to ote
nains) Certainly, it would have been surprising if the changing role of government in the
developed world, mniufest lu the privatization of welfare and security in the doniestie sphee, bad
flot somehow permeate4 foreign policy.

The scope of activities perfonued by private secuity providers to th~e benefit of
humanitarians goes firomu soWt (passive/protective)to hard (proactive/aggressive). Tringsth
activity nearest the sou, ple. 911nin o the nature of the huaiainclient, the benefts of
secvrity training~ have tknon inçreased imotnefor eitber practical or ethic easos o
post-Cold War humantarian activities. Ou h practkica side, despite thedagrps t

hmntarians in u a and crumbi states, suis have showu that scrt-pcfctann
bas beexi the exception rather than the rixie, particulati>' for NGOs. Sean Geenaway and
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