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Summary 

The present paper specifically addresses the question of “human security”1 while more

broadly  attempting  to  pull  together  the  concerns  of  the  other  papers  to  suggest  the

creation of a different kind of forum that could confront a range of issues from financial

management to security and health. When Paul Martin mentioned the G20 idea in Davos,

the first example he referred to was a possible role in political/security issues. However,

the G20, like its progenitors the G7 and the G8, has focused primarily on global financial
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constituency, for example, membership of the OEDC, ASEAN, OPEC, OAU, etc.

This would counter one of the criticisms levelled at the G7/G8 is that it is a closed

club of privileged members that have a similar ideological direction.

 Changing internal delegation according to the agenda item while continuing the

foundational membership as heads-of-state. In other words, the delegates of the

heads-of-state would be chosen according to the agenda focus. For example, if the

focus were finance it would be finance ministers; military security it would be

defence ministers,  etc.  This would counter the criticism that  the G7/G8 is  too

narrowly constituted.

 Changing external  invitees according to the agenda focus.  For example,  if  the

agenda was health, then as Tim Evans writes, it would be important to invite “the

leaders of the multi-lateral health agencies – WHO, UNICEF, WB, UNFPA – and

other major players in global health from the private sector (for-profit, not-for-

profit and civil society), professional groups and academia. If the agenda was truth

and reconciliation processes then it would be important to invite s, pror onstirs
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institutions to independent scholars and representatives of think tanks. 

 The summit  would have provision for both open and closed presentations,  for

closed deliberations of  material,  and for  open disclosure  of policy documents,

materials and recommendations that come out of each summit.

What agenda for the G20?

“Would  there  be  a  discussion  of  the  current  and  potential  roles  and  mandates  of

international organizations? Would the agenda seek agreement on whether specific kinds

of greater capacity are needed at the international level? Would there be a discussion of

proposals  to  strengthen  relevant  regional  institutions  and  coordinate  their   R rÃ 
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Peace as invited participants in meetings that are relevant to them.

 Bring in members of academic institutes and think tanks, where relevant to their

area of expertise, as ongoing consultants to develop material and provide iterative

briefing-policy papers on specific issues. 

 Make the agendas for G20 meetings public, with policy and briefing documents

posted on the web when suitable.

 Set up a small permanent secretariat to handle the process.
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1 The  concept  of  human  security emerged  in  mainstream  political  debate  through  the  United  Nations  Development
Programme’s 1994 Human Development Report. Here, human security was defined as having two main aspects: sa�


