
The main proponents of human security to date have been affluent, northern states, wbile
somne of the greatest opposition to the idea of human security cornes from the G-77
countries. Lu these countries, the vast majority of conflicts are internai wars, and states
are often the primary perpetrators of violence and human insecurity.3 G3-77 counitries fear
that human security will legitinxize forcible humanitarian intervention, and would give >
the P-5 countries wide discretion to intervene where they saw fit, especially the US with
what many lu the south perceive to be a teudency towards unilateral action and
inconsisteut responses.

Several key foundational questions higbllighted by participants included:

" Lu speaking of the goals of hurnan security, are we implicitly promnoting a Northern or
Western agenda? How can countries advocating humnan security avoid seeniing
patemnalistic and ueo-colonial in their approach?

" Does human security smuggle in 'standards of civilization' and in so domng lmply that
certain groupai nations are unable or unfit to rule or fulfil the obligations set out iu the
UN Charter, and therefore are not eutitled to the right of sovereignty and non-
intervention?

*What degree of intervention luto the affaira of other states is permnissible lu seeking to

iage


