
As a preliminary framework for looking at this new landscape, participants suggested
that the following couki be considered core components of a human security lens.

" At its most basic, creating foreign policy through the lens of human security is to

analyze how any foreign policy initiative either helps or hinders the security of a
given people's lives and livelihoods. In any such analysis, there may be a distinction
between what people subjectively feel they need to be secure and what an objective
analysis of the mots of their insecurity would suggest. Human security should
mncorporate both of these threads: what people perceive to be tbreatening and an
objective analysis of the sources of the threats to people's security.

" How people define their own security is critical. Different groups will conceive of

security in different ways. Indeed one group's sense of security may be at the expense

of another group. These conflicting perceptions must be factored in to the analysis of
the appropriate action to be taken. Secondly, people's perceptions of insecurity ofien
do not fit the traditional definitions of 'tbreat' or insecurity in foreign policy . Two
recent surveys undertaken in Sri Lanka, and mentioned during the course of our
discussions, illustrate this point. I ranking their concerns, displaced Sri Lankans


