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"We are proud that this conference is being held in 

Belgrade a few weeks after the World Conference on 
Basic Sciences and Sustainable Development, one of 
the main events in the International Year of Basic 
Sciences for Sustainable Development 2022, because 
both conferences contribute to sustainable 
development”. 

 
 

“The rule of law, respect and protection of human 

rights are the key to long-term security”. 
 

 
 

“Nowadays we see that we are living in an extremely 

complex and harsh time that is forming a new global 
order or new relationships in a completely new way. It 
is certain that, whatever it will be in the future, it will 
no longer be what it was in the last decades”. 
 

 
 

“Modern world will need many resources that are 

limited, and science and technology must also 
provide new solutions”. 
 

 
“A recent report on climate change shows that we 

are wrong somewhere, the planet is warming by two 
degrees, and in addition, the world is facing an 
energy crisis, as well as insecurity when it comes to 
food supply”. 
 
 

 



CONFERENCE ORGANISERS 

 
 
⬥ Faculty of Security Studies, University of Belgrade 
The Faculty of Security Studies is a higher education institution which 
is a part of the University of Belgrade. It belongs to the group of 
faculties of social sciences and humanities. The Faculty’s curriculum 
encompasses interrelated sociological, political, legal, economic, 
ethical, psychological, humanitarian and other aspects of security, 
human and social resources, defence, civil protection and 
environmental protection. It offers undergraduate and postgraduate 
(master’s and doctoral) academic studies, specialist postgraduate 
studies as well as professional education and development in it core 
area – Security Studies. 
www.fb.bg.ac.rs  
 
⬥ Institute of International Politics and Economics  
Institute of International Politics and Economics in Belgrade (IIPE) is 
one of the oldest research institutes in the South East Europe 
dedicated to conducting research on international relations, with 
critical and interdisciplinary perspectives. IIPE was founded in 1947 
as a small group of researchers aimed at laying the foundations of 
Yugoslav International Relations. The Institute has gradually turned 
into the largest research organisation of this kind in former 
Yugoslavia, and today ′s Serbia, and has had the long standing 

international reputation as well. To the present day, IIPE carries out a 
wide variety of research encouraging development of new and 
inovative analysis of world politics. 
www.diplomacy.bg.ac.rs 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
CONFERENCE SUMMARY 

 
Key Figures: 

⬥8 Speakers at the Opening Ceremony 

⬥3 Keynote Speakers 

⬥9 Plenary Sessions 

⬥50 papers presented 

⬥110 attendees at the Conference 

⬥26+ countries represented 

⬥60.000+ Conference website visits 
 
Supported by: 

⬥Ministry of Education of the Republic 
of Serbia 

⬥UNDP SEESAC 

⬥OSCE Mission in Serbia  
 
Venue  

⬥University of Belgrade Rectorate 
 
Dates 

⬥November 4-5, 2022 
 



DAYS  1 - 2 | November 4-5 

DAY 1, November 4 

Timing EVENT Location: 

09.30 – 10.00 Opening Ceremony 

Main Hall 

10.15 – 10.45 
Keynote Speech 1:  
Dr. Heriberto Tapia, UNDP HDRO New York 

10.45 – 11.15 
Keynote Speech 2: 
Dr. Shahrbanou Tadjbakhsh, SciencesPo, Paris 

12.00 – 13.30 
PANEL 1:  
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AND 
ANTHROPOCENE IN A NEW GLOBAL ERA 

14.30 – 15.45 
PANEL 2 
NEW DIRECTIONS FOR HUMAN SECURITY 
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

16.00 – 17.15 

PANEL 3: 
HUMAN SECURITY IN PRACTICE – CASE STUDIES 
PANEL 4: 
EXTREMISMS AND OTHER SOCIAL PHENOMENA 

Hall 8 

17.15 Day 1 Closure Main Hall 
 

DAY 2, November 5 

Timing EVENT Location: 

10.05 – 10.25 
Keynote Speech 3: 
Dr. Giorgio Shani, London School of Economics, 
London 

Main Hall 

11.00 – 12.20 

PANEL 5:  
(PUBLIC) POLICIES IN ERA 
OF POST-PANDEMIC AND POST-TRUTH 
PANEL 6: 
HUMAN SECURITY IN DEVELOPING AREAS – 
INDIA IN FOCUS 

Online 

12.50 – 14.10 

PANEL 7:  
NEW TECHNOLOGIES AND INNOVATION 
OF HUMAN SECURITY RESEARCH 

Main Hall 

PANEL 8:  
ARMED CONFLICTS AND MIGRATION: 
A QUEST FOR HUMAN SECURITY CONCEPT? 

Hall 8 

14.15 – 15.45 
PANEL 9:* 
FUTURE PATHWAYS OF POST-PANDEMIC 
HUMAN SECURITY 

Online 

15.50 CONFERENCE CLOSURE Main Hall 

 



OPENING CEREMONY 
 

 

 

 
 

Speakers: 

 
 
⬥Prof. Dr. Vladan Đokić, Rector of the University of Belgrade 
⬥Prof. Dr. Vladimir N. Cvetković, Dean of the Faculty of Security 
⬥Studies of the University of Belgrade 
⬥Prof. Dr. Branislav Đorđević, Director of the Institute of International 
⬥Politics and Economics 
⬥H.E. Mr. Yakup Beris, Resident Representative of the UNDP in Serbia 
⬥H.E. Mr. Jan Braathu, Head of the OSCE Mission to Serbia 
⬥Dr. Aleksandar Jović, Assistant Minister for International 
Cooperation and European Integrations, Ministry of Education of the 
Republic of Serbia 
⬥Dr. Jelena Begović, Minister of Science, Technological Development, 
and Innovations of the Republic of Serbia 
 
 
 
 

 
 



KEYNOTE SESSIONS 
KEYNOTE SPEECH 1 

 
Dr. Heriberto Tapia, UNDP, HDRO, New York 
Moderated by: Dr. Giorgio Shani, London School of Economics 
Timing: November 4, 10.15 – 10.45  
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 
 

 
 

The first keynote session was delivered by Dr. Heriberto Tapia who 
spoke about how human security was presented in the 1994 Human 
Development Report and was broadly defined as "freedom from fear, 
freedom from want and freedom from temptation". It is now clear 
that we have entered the world of the Anthropocene, or the age of 
man, and for this reason, in the new Human Development Report 
2021/22, it is considered important to recognize the concept of the 
Anthropocene, and in addition, various threats have been identified 
(threats of digital technology, threats health, inequalities, violent 
conflicts...) and what is interesting is the fact that all these threats 
are interconnected. The speaker drew attention to the fact that 
planetary changes increase the risk of food shortages, disasters, and 
the like, and that developed countries strive to benefit as much as 
possible from planetary pressures and spend as little as possible. 



According to the data, as many as 6 out of 7 people felt insecure even 
before the corona virus pandemic began. One of the questions the 
keynote talked about was "What is the new approach we need to take 
to improve people's safety"? In addition, a very important thing to pay 
attention to is that not every security action is a "human security 
action" and no less important is the fact that human insecurity is 
related to a lack of trust. At the end of the presentation, data was 
presented that show the 
fact that the more 
insecure people are, the 
lower the level of trust. 
In his explanation of the 
Anthropocene era, Mr. 
Tapia made clear that 
we are living in the age 
of humans, in which we 
are accountable for many problems. In particular, he noted that a 
new generation of risks, such as those from inequality, digital 
progress, violence, health hazards, etc., exist to human security in 
the Anthropocene. Since they are all driven by people and are 
connected, the fragmented approaches to addressing these dangers 
are wholly insufficient. 
When it comes to considering the characteristics, impact, and 
consequences of those threats, for example, climate change is likely 
to become a major cause of death in many places. Even with 
moderate mitigation of emissions, around 40 million people might die 
because of changes in temperatures before the end of the century. 
When we talk about violent conflict, we should be aware that about 
1,2 billion people live in conflict-affected areas, with almost half of 
them (560 million) in countries not usually considered to be fragile. 
Inequalities refer to discrimination, violence, and violations of human 
rights parallel to horizontal inequalities. Health threats are also 
burning issues nowadays. In that context, the professor emphasized 
that global life expectancy declined again in 2021 because of COVID-19, 
even though vaccines were more readily available in most countries. 
He came to the conclusion that we are unprepared for fresh 
difficulties. Finally, he brought up the threat posed by digital 
technology, pointing out that cybercrime has increased by 60% since 
the outbreak.  

“human insecurity is 
linked to a lack of trust” 



Dr. Tapia wrapped up this section by stating that, thanks in large part 
to COVID-19 during the past two years, we are undoubtedly living in 
uncertain times and experiencing a historic decrease in the Human 
Development Index. 
Another important issue that Dr. Tapia addressed, was that human 
insecurity can also be destabilizing for societies. Namely, human 
insecurity is linked to a lack of trust. Insecurity can drive people to 
hold more extreme preferences. Consequently, higher insecurity is 
driving polarization, and lower support for democracy. Precisely 
when we need to work together, we are increasingly divided.   
Finally, when discussing the future, Dr. Tapia emphasized that the 
interlinked risks we face call for a new strategy for human security 
and growth that is centered on the recovery of our planet and 
international cooperation. Here, "solidarity" refers to a determination 
to cooperate in order to meet the difficulties of the Anthropocene, not 
altruism. Only when surrounding communities and natural systems 
are secure can a community be considered secure. He came to the 
conclusion that the concept of human security needed to be 
expanded to take into account not only dependency among individuals 
but also that between individuals and the world. He also asserted 
that partial solutions are likely to fail, hence a new systemic 
framework for action is required. 
After the speaker finished his presentation, the remaining time was 
left for discussion. Some of the questions were related to the 
comparison of human and national security. According to the 
answers of the keynote speaker, there is no human security system 
like there is a national security system, so the question arises 
whether the national state or the international community has the 
authority to solve that issue, what are the similarities and differences 
between the concepts of agency and empowerment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



KEYNOTE SPEECH 2 

 
Dr. Shahrbanou Tadjbakhsh, SciencesPo Paris 
Moderated by: Dr. Giorgio Shani, London School of Economics 
Timing: November 4, 10.45 – 11.15  
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 
 

 
The next speaker was dr. Shahrbanou Tadjbakhsh. She spoke about 
the different definitions of human security and how there is no 
agreement in the political and academic world about the concept of 
human security since its introduction in the 1994 Human Development 
Report. Within the academic community, there are debates between 
those who accept a broad definition of freedom from fear, scarcity 
and humiliation, those who advocate a focus on fears and those who 
reject it completely because there is no paradigm shift in security 
studies. 
The professor made mention of the circumstances in which the 
definition of human security evolved throughout her discourse. In 
other words, the term itself underwent its own growth path in the 
academic community, moving from a straightforward definition to a 
more nuanced one. However, it is still unclear whether the broad and 
narrow approach to human security is applicable.  



Additionally, Dr. Tadjbakhsh stressed that through her personal work 
and experience, she has come to the realization that the concept of 
human security is precisely what is needed to go beyond the idea of 
human growth. 
She devoted significant attention to some of the key criticisms of the 
concept of human security. Namely, precisely because it is a 
normative concept, an approach, and not a theory, it is still not taken 
seriously in the academic community. Moreover, the focus on people 
is often very liberally understood, also, there are problems with both 
the concepts of protection and empowerment, because the question 
that arises is: what if people don't want it? Should we force them? 
Regarding the debate on the relationship between human rights (as a 
right to) and human security (as a freedom from), the professor also 
pointed out to the problem of instrumentalization of people under the 
mantle of human rights. 

Therefore, one of the 
important challenges 
related to the concept 
of human security is 
that there is still no 
international support 
for this concept, unity 
around the idea of 
human security is still 
small, there is no 
integrated approach to 
the concept. Speaking 

about numerous other challenges, the professor highlighted the 
problem of measuring or determining the level of human security. 
Although progress has been made in terms of developing the Human 
Development Index (HDI), the problem of quantifying the dimensions 
of human security and the fact that any such attempt is susceptible to 
subjectivity, still remains.  
But, pointing out that qualitative research in the social sciences have 
not received enough support, the professor suggested that, perhaps 
there is no need for the quantification of the concept of human 
security, but that a qualitative approach is completely justified. 
Therefore, scientific research on human security is predominantly 
focused on the application of a case study method, while good 
examples are precisely the COVID-19 pandemic and migrations.  

“we should not 
securitise people – 
security for people, not 
from them” 



She came to the conclusion that much work still has to be done in 
terms of evaluating national policies pertaining to human security. 
Additionally, it is critical to consider the context of human security, 
specifically solidarity and empathy, as well as the equal significance 
of agency. The professor finished her presentation with the message 
that we should not securitize people – security for people, not from 
them. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Many insightful questions were raised during the discussion. 

One of them spoke of the ongoing tensions between national and 

human security, and who should bear the burden of resolving or 

at the very least easing these differences: the national state or 

the international community? The audience was also interested 

in how the concepts of agency and empowerment varied and 

overlapped in real-world applications. The recommendation 

made reference to the EU practice of providing housing to 

migrants in order to address the dignity issue in the context of 

the migratory crisis. 

 



KEYNOTE SPEECH 3 
 

Dr. Giorgio Shani, London School of Economics 
Moderated by: Dr. Shahrbanou Tadjbakhsh, SciencesPo Paris 
Timing: November 5, 10:05 – 10:35 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 

 
Rethinking human security in the post-Covid-19 was the subject of 
the third keynote speech, which was presented on the second day of 
the fifth international academic conference on human security. 
Several key points that we notice and that have an impact when we 
consider the world following the pandemic's inception were 
highlighted during the talk. These are the early expenses that the 
global epidemic has experienced.  
The effects are evident not only in the number of infected people and 
fatalities, but also in the economy, where there has been a 
discernible decline in global GDP. On the other side, as a result of the 
pandemic, there is now more hunger in the world. Additionally, the 
question of vaccine manufacture, particularly in light of the national 
supply of countries, was a crucial component of the world's 
redefinition and reexamination following the introduction of this virus.  
 



However, due to the uneven distribution of the enormous vaccine 
production that had been a hallmark of the prior era during the battle 
against Covid-19, the health systems of the various countries were 
affected differently. The virus's ability to propagate further was 
impacted by the disparity in vaccination rates. It is crucial to 
remember that collaboration demonstrated through public and 
private partnerships, which also had an effect on the economy, 
played a significant role in the provision of vaccinations.  
It is crucial to consider the Covid-19 pandemic's effects in the 
perspective of human security after considering the above mentioned 
elements. In the talk, various angles on this subject were discussed. 
The more we examine the "narrower" approach, the more our focus 
will be on safeguarding people from violent threats. However, if we 
take a "broader" perspective, we will discover that human security 
refers to the preservation of fundamental liberties, such as freedom 
from both fear and scarcity. The protection and empowerment of 
individual people offer the clearest perspective on human security. 
However, it is necessary to emphasize that the very concept of 
"human security" represents a solvable "problem", but this is very 
often observed and compared to the specific civilizational mission 
that the "Western" countries have towards the "non-Western" ones. 
countries when it comes to compliance with their standards. What is 
criticized the most for the critical school is, first of all, the emphasis 
on the individual as the basis, that is, the lack of reference to cultural 
and gender differences. For this reason, the individual is reduced to 
"zoe", i.e. a simple life. That is precisely the reason that it is required, 
according to cosmologists. When dealing with the epidemic, it is 
evident from such observations that Covid-19 has exacerbated 
structural inequalities that pertain to class, race, ethnicity, gender, 
and wealth disparity. He argues that we must abandon the limited 
understanding of human security that only considers an individual's 
safety.  
He claims that this is merely one side of a "coin," and that the 
community's safety is equally important on the other side. According 
to Dr. Shani, the essential unit of humanity is the individual, but 
gender and cultural differences are not taken into account in the 
critical debate on human security. It is not taken into account in what 
cultural context the individual recognizes his identity as a member of 
the community. He claims that the person is reduced to a simple, 
identity-less existence.  



Because of this, according to Dr. Giorgio Shani, cosmology must be 
included in order to account for these individual variances. 
Cosmology is essential if we are to understand the impacts of Covid-
19 and how they affect humans. Covid-19 helps us rethink the concept, 
not only of security, but also of what it means to be human, as well 
as the distinction between culture and human nature. 
The subject of conversion from human to cosmological security arose 
as a conclusion to this keynote. The notion of human security, which 
reduces man to a "zoe", relativizes certain traits that individuals who 
belong to particular groups possess. The pandemic's consequences 
caused people to reevaluate not only the idea of "security" but also 
what it means to be human and the distinction between society and 
nature. Additionally, it returns man to a time when non-human actors 
are influencing human influence, which is being reexamined. 
In addition, the introductory lecture initiated a discussion of how fear, 
as well as distance, both in social and physical terms, can influence 
the re-examination of the concept of security. Also, another 
important aspect raised during the discussion, concerned the 
creation of a universal plan, and whether it is possible considering 
that there are differences in the approaches themselves. If we 
consider that it is possible to achieve this, the question remains how 
it is possible to apply such a universal plan to such a large number of 
people in the world. 
 
 

 



MODERATORS OF HS22 PANELS

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

DES GASPER 
Panel moderated: International relations 
and Anthropocene in a new global era

 
 

Des Gasper is a Professor Emeritus of 

Human Development, Development Ethics 

and Public Policy at Institute of Social 

Studies, Erasmus University Rotterdam, 

Netherlands. 

He works on various topics including 

human development, development ethics, 

public policy analysis and migration. Within 

Human Development he studies the link 

between human rights and human security 

both in theoretical and ‘applied’ research. 

Much of his work is interpretive/critical 

policy analysis: investigating the ways of 

thinking that influence standpoints in 

public policy debates and practice in the 

fields of international migration and 

climate change. He teaches courses 

Discourse Analysis and  Research Paper 

Preparation at the Institute of Social 

Studies. He has been a member and Fellow 

of Human Development and Capability 

Association since it began in the early 

2000s and worked on the capability 

approach and theories of well-being. 

MARIA BAKALOVA  
Panel moderated: New directions for 
Human Security research methodology

 
 
Maria Bakalova is an Associate Professor at 

the University of National and World 
Economy (Bulgaria), at the Faculty of 
International Economy and Politics, 

Department of International Relations. 
 

Main areas of her scientific interest are 
theories of international relations and 

foreign policy, nationalism – theorizing and 
practical manifestations, normative and 

political aspects of minority 
issues, methodological problems in the 

study of nationalisms. 
 

In her scientific articles, she wrote about 
topics such as migration, with special focus 

on Bulgaria, violent ethnic conflicts, 
democratic transition, etc. She teaches the 
following courses: Nationalism and Identity 
Politics in International Relations, Scientific 
ethics, International Relations: Issues and 
Theories, Theories of European unification 

and integration, International Relations. 
 



 

LUKA GLUŠAC  
Panel moderated: Human security in practice – case studies  

 
Luka Glušac is an Assistant Director and Research Fellow at the 
Institute for Philosophy and Social Theory in Belgrade, Serbia. His 

current research concentrates on independent oversight bodies and 
their relationship with other actors on different governance levels, with 

a special focus on their role in weak states. 
He is also interested in democratic civilian oversight of the security 

sector. He worked for nine years in the Secretariat of the Protector of 
Citizens (Ombudsman) of the Republic of Serbia. In 2019/2020 he was a 

programme manager at the Geneva Center for Security Sector 
Governance (DCAF), where he led the programme of support to ombuds 

institutions, particularly in Sub-Saharan Africa. 
He is a member of the Management Board of the Belgrade Centre for 

Security Policy (BCSP), a member of European Consortium for Political 
Research (ECPR), a member of International Studies Association (ISA), 

etc. He has published widely in Serbian and English. 

MARIJA ĐORIĆ  
Panel moderated: Extremisms and other social phenomena 

 
Marija Đorić is a Senior Research Associate at the Institute for Political 

Studies in Belgrade, Serbia. She is author of several papers in the field of 
security, with particular focus on political violence, ideological 
extremism and violence in sports. She also published several 

monographs: Hooliganism: Extremism, Violence and Sports, Extreme 
Right: International Aspects of Right-Wing Extremism,  Extreme Left: 

Ideological Aspects of Left-Wing Extremism,  Extremism and new reality: 
the world in the age of the coronavirus. 

She is also the author of the Handbook  for recognition, prevention and 
suppression of radicalization and violent extremism among students, 

which was created for the needs of primary and secondary school 
teachers. She received the international award "Terra Incognita" for her 

contribution to international science and culture, as one of the authors of 
the book Communication and Terrorism. From 2020, Dr Marija Đorić is a 

member of the Research Advisory Council, within the international 
consortium RESOLVE, which deals with extremism research. 

 



 
 
 

 
 
 

ALEKSANDRA ILIĆ  
Panel moderated: (Public) policies in 
era of post-pandemic and post-truth  

 
 
Aleksandra Ilić is an Associate Professor 

at the Faculty of Security Studies 
University of Belgrade. She teaches the 

following courses: Criminology, 
Victimology and Penology, Terrorism and 

Organised Crime. 
 

She is the author of numerous scientific 
papers in the field of criminology, 

penology, victimology, substantive and 
procedural criminal law. She participated 

in many national and international 
scientific conferences, as well as research 
projects. Some of them are:  international 
scientific research project "The need to 

change national criminal law in the light of 
adaptation to European law", national 
project "Security and protection of the 

organization and functioning of the 
educational system in the Republic of 
Serbia (basic principles, principles, 
protocols, procedures and means)", 

ERASMUS Project "Improving Academic 
and Professional Education Capacity in 
Serbia in the Area of Safety & Security". 

 

She is a member of the management of the 
Section for Criminology of the Serbian 

Association for Criminal Law Theory and 
Practice, a member of the American 

Association for Criminology, etc. 
 

SRĐAN T. KORAĆ  
Panel moderated: New technologies and 
innovation of Human Security research  

 
 
Srđan T. Korać is a Senior Research Fellow 

at the Institute for Political Studies in 
Belgrade, Serbia. Main areas of his 

research interest include public 
administration ethics, technopolitics (AI and 
sociorobotics) and human security. Srđan is 

a member of Editorial Board of two 
academic journals – Administration and 

public policies (Institute for Political 
Studies) and European Journal of Human 

Security (University of Belgrade – Faculty of 
Security Studies). 

 
He was a Member of Presidency of the 

Association of institutes of Serbia (2020–
2021). In period 2002–2013, he was involved 
in a dozen of projects in the anti-corruption 
and anti-organised crime methodology and 
policy, the reform of intelligence services 

and public administration reform. 
He participates in the research project at 

the University of Regensburg "From 
Informality to Corruption (1817–2018): Serbia 

and Croatia in Comparison" (KorrInform). 
He authored three books – on postmodern 
warfare, public administration ethics and 

EU administration respectively – and 
coauthored two books on crime intelligence 

ethics. 
 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

PUNEET PANDEY  
Panel moderated: Human Security in developing areas –  
India in focus 

 
Puneet Pandey is a Research Scholar at the Kumaun University, India. 

Main areas of his scientific interest are foreign policy, international 
relations, indian political system. He worked as assistant professor at 
the PDM university, Haryana (2019-2021) as well as assistant professor 

at the Kalinga University, Raipur (2020-2021). 
 

NEBOJŠA PETROVIĆ 
Panel moderated: Armed conflicts and migration:  
A quest for Human Security concept?   

 
Nebojša Petrović is a Full Professor at the Faculty of Philosophy, 

University of Belgrade. Main area of his scientific interest is social 
psychology with subfields: political psychology, peace psychology and 

psychology of interpersonal attraction. He is a member 
of International Society of Political Psychology, a member of Society 

for the Study of Peace, Conflict, and Violence: Peace Psychology 
Division of APA (48) and many other associations and editorial boards 

of scientific journals. He participates in scientific projects named 
"Slow Memory: Transformative Practices for Times of Uneven and 

Accelerating Change COST" and "Strategic Science Communication in 
the COVID-19 Pandemic". He also participated in other numerous 

national and international scientific projects. 
 

MILOŠ PETROVIĆ  
Panel moderated: Future pathways of post-pandemic  
Human Security 

 
 

Miloš Petrović is Research Fellow at the Institute of International Politics 
and Economics in Belgrade, Serbia. Domains of his academic interest 

include the European Union studies (focusing on integrative processes 
within EU enlargement and neighborhood policies), as well as Eastern 

European contemporary politics and history. He authored two monographs 
and numerous scientific texts. One of his monograph is titled "The 

escalation of the Ukrainian crisis: from the European Union’s political 
illusion to the battle for post-Soviet Europe". Dr Petrović is a secretary of 
the IIPE′s scientific journal International Problems and a guest lecturer at 

the Faculty of Political Sciences, University of Belgrade. 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

PLENARY SESSIONS 
 

Aside from three Keynote Speeches, the 
Conference saw in total 9 plenary sessions 
held during Day 1 and Day 2. Two sessions 

(Panel 6 and Panel 9) were held online 



DAY 1 PLENARY SESSIONS 
In total four thematic panels were held on Day 1 of the Conference. 

 
 

PANEL 1 
INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

AND ANTHROPOCENE IN NEW GLOBAL ERA 
Moderated by: Des Gasper 
Presenters: 
⬥ Des Gasper 
⬥ Konrad Pawlowski 
⬥ Maria Bakalova 
⬥ Bogdan Stefanachi 
⬥ Lorenzo E. Rodriquez 
 
Timing: 12.00 – 13.30 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 

 
 
The first panel's panelists discussed the idea of "human security" in 
the modern day as well as its challenges. In the beginning, emphasis 
was placed on the term's terminology as well as its actual use in 
UNDP reports for the years 2020–2022. The new vocabulary is crucial 
for the ongoing development and application of policies. Given that 
humans share a shared destiny and identity, global concerns like 
climate change place new demands on organizations, individuals, and 
the need for a new strategy in fostering solidarity between people 
and governments (human identity). Given that it is viewed as one of 
the final variables from a state-centric perspective and that there is 
no widely recognized and agreed-upon definition of what human 
security is, there is also an issue with the practical implementation of 
the idea of human security.  
Participants in the panel identified stagnation and maintaining the 
status quo as issues for the continued growth of governments and 
their populations. In the Western Balkans, where there is peace but 
no advancement, this issue is particularly acute. The relationship 
between individual and collective approaches to security was also 
explored, with the conclusion that it is vital that both research and 
policy makers have a focus on individuals in order to maximize 
efficacy.  



Given that states frequently put people's security at risk, the 
problem-solving strategy needs to be reframed with an emphasis on 
the questions, "Whose security are we talking about and who makes 
that security possible?" It was also questioned if concerns about 
individual security and concerns about national security must 
inevitably be at odds. So, the idea of state sovereignty was brought 
up for consideration. The security of people might be used as a tool to 
rebuild states and institutions. Sovereignty could be regarded as a 
responsibility, and as such, it would be vital for fostering solidarity. 
To be successful in this, it is vital to reexamine the conventional 
concept of the international system and to incorporate honesty into 
all spheres of life, including politics and the highest levels of 
government.  
The United Nations and the idea of human security were the subject 
of another recommendation from the first panel. The UN should work 
more to incorporate youth in comprehending and resolving global 
issues. It should also try to establish better control over global 
procedures. Each person needs to be informed of what the future 
may bring even though none of us can be "experts for the future". 
Finally, it was suggested that the idea of "Human Security" or the 
safety of all humanity, be renamed as "Humanity Security". 
Des Gasper discussed the UN office's three reports, dated 2020, 
2021/22, and the final one for 2022. According to Gasper, the trilogy 
signals a tardy but welcome return of interest in the definition of 
human security. A diagnostic emphasis on the increasing subjectivity 
of insecurity and a prescriptive emphasis on unity are the two key 
additions to the 2022 report. 
Concluding that these nations are still prone to political instability 
and that the protests are ongoing because the causes of the protests 
from prior years—among them, a lack of social security—have not 
been addressed, Konrad Pawlowski discussed the intensity of social 
protests in the Western Balkans countries and the political context. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Marija Bakalova discussed how her work aims to investigate this 
alleged opposition between the individual and collective levels of 

human security and how the definition of human security through 
the delineation of a wide range of threats to people seems to 

create a tension between the essence of the concept of human 
security centered on the security of the individual and the 

community. The idea of human security was developed as a means 
of resolving the typical situation following the Cold War, according 

to Bogdan Stefanachi, as a result of the reconfiguration of the 
anatomy (from interstate to intrastate) and the necessity to 

safeguard individuals in the security equation. 



Human security has had a rocky past since it was first officially 
published in the 1994 UNDP Human Development Report, according to 
Lorenzo Rodriguez. The paper makes the case that in order to more 
completely address planetary realities and to increase global 
participation, present and foreseen events and circumstances should 
be used to recontextualize security. One of the three spheres of 
planetary security, together with the security of governments and the 
security of biodiversity, is the security of people. 

 
 

PANEL 2 
 NEW DIRECTIONS  

FOR HUMAN SECURITY RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
 

Moderated by: Maria Bakalova 
Presenters:  
⬥Svetlana Stanarević 
⬥Aliaksandr Novikau 
⬥Bülent Sarper Ağir, Bariş Gürsoy, Orçun Mutlu 
⬥Ana Maria Dorobantu Florea 
⬥Ivica Đorđević  
 
Timing: 14.30 – 15.45 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 

 
 
The second panel discussed research methodologies for the human 
security approach. The significance of individuals within the system 
was emphasized, as well as the necessity to increase the individual's 
role through facilitating the acquisition of new skills. Because of how 
the concept of security is defined, knowledge at lower, local, and 
individual levels is significant. This panel also discussed how the 
notion should be conceptualized: how can we ever achieve human 
security if we are unable to articulate what it is?  
The panelists and other participants were drawn in by the query, and 
the conversation ended with a suggestion to handle the issue 
holistically. The issue of energy supply, which started in the 1970s 
with the oil shock and over time evolved beyond oil and gas to 
concerns with technology and sustainable development, is one of the 
threats to human security. It is extremely troublesome that even 
today, a significant portion of the population lacks access to energy 



infrastructure, and it is the responsibility of policymakers to ensure 
security for everyone, namely by using the principles of energy 
security. In this panel, the subject of "Human Security Network" was 
also covered. Through "HSN" it is possible to see how international 
liberal institutions are deteriorating and failing to realize the goal of 
universal security. After September 11, the idea of human security 
underwent major shift, and new ideals including unilateralism, 
national security, and anti-terrorism were introduced. With reference 
to NATO's position in the security system and in light of the fact that 
the militant approach to security has long been one of the dominant 
narratives, the international system's globalization and the necessity 
of both regional and global security were discussed. In addition, the 
idea of hybrid security was presented as a fusion of two potential 
approaches to managing human security, one based on knowledge 
gathered via research and the other on data gathered through data 
collection. After the presentations, there was a discussion that 
concentrated on the issues of making public policies, altering the 
system, incorporating knowledge from smaller communities and 
everyday experiences into science and broader studies, and how to 
involve people in the formulation of policies. things undoubtedly 
worry them. 

 



PANEL 3 
HUMAN SECURITY IN PRACTICE – CASE STUDIES 

 

Moderated by: Luka Glušac 
Presenters: 
⬥Nevena Šekarić Stojanović 
⬥Murat Necip Arman, Yildrim Toprak 
⬥Mitko Arnaudov 
⬥Nenad Stekić 
⬥Jovana Blešić 
 
Timing: 16.00 - 17.15 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade

 
 
Case examples that show difficulties faced by policymakers and their 
significant effects on individuals and their security were the focus of 
the third panel. They began by discussing energy diplomacy and the 
European Union. The current crisis has served as a reminder to EU 
nations of the need for energy independence and the necessity of 
diversifying their energy sources. It has also revealed that many of 
the impacted residents were in danger before the crisis even started. 
The aged, pensioners, and the unemployed are the most at risk, 
followed by the poorest people. The declared Sustainable 
Development Goals establish a link between energy poverty and 
human security (SDGs). In comparison to the so-called countries, 
developing and underdeveloped countries face significantly more 
obstacles in reaching these objectives of the Northern Hemisphere.  
The panelists next discussed the hostilities and the Covid-19 outbreak 
in Yemen, which had significant effects, particularly on the 
population's health. The virus pandemic truly had a significant global 
influence, leading to the escalation of gender and economic inequality 
as well as the emergence of right-wing political movements. The 
capacity of international institutions to address these issues has 
been questioned, and the securitization of development has made a 
number of nations more receptive to military operations. Changing 
the concept of humanitarian interventions would be one of the 
possible solutions for dealing with humanitarian disasters caused by 
wars and pandemics. They also talked about the understanding of 
human security in the context of China's international, foreign and 



security policy, which has an increasing influence, with an emphasis 
on the question to what extent it is desirable for states to intervene 
in social issues. Food security is recognized as the most relevant 
problem, and a specific approach to solving these problems is the 
concept of "concentric circles" advocated by the PR China.  
 

 

It is based more on horizontal than vertical unipolarity and implies 
that the closer a country is to the People's Republic of China (not only 
geographically), the greater its prosperity will be. Then, through the 
example of North Macedonia's entry into NATO, it was shown that 
membership in large and powerful organizations does not solve the 
problems of states. Until joining NATO, North Macedonia had no 
external threats to its survival, nor was it militarily threatened. What 
affected that country, which affects it to this day, is institutional 
instability, corruption and inefficiency.  
Change must come from within, not be imposed from without. At the 
end, the panel was rounded off with a story about health and human 
security, with a presentation of actions and programs of the World 
Health Organization. The conclusion of the panelists was that every 
aspect of the problem must be taken into consideration when making 
important decisions, and that unilateral decisions and quick solutions 
have much greater consequences than can be assumed, which was 
shown through examples from case studies. During the panel's 
discussion, audience members posed questions to the panelists 
about the future diversification of energy supplies around the globe 
as well as the justification of the People's Republic of China's foreign 
policy choices in the new global political environment. 



PANEL 4 
 EXTREMISMS AND OTHER SOCIAL PHENOMENA 

 
Moderated by: Marija Đorić 
Presenters: 
⬥Marija Đorić 
⬥Aleksandra Ilić 
⬥Adnan Pečković, Jasmin Jašarević 
⬥Marija Popović Mančević 
⬥Nevena Stanković, Milan Lipovac 
 
Timing: 16.00 - 17.15 
Venue: Hall 8, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 

 
 
This panel focused on the issues brought on by mass migration, 
hooliganism, the Covid-19 pandemic, as well as numerous forms of 
extremism existent around the world and currently the subject of 
scientific inquiry. In actuality, the contradiction that is connected to 
the persistent organized crime and drug conflicts becomes the focus 
of governing authorities that work to halt the detrimental effects of 
these and related issues. New models of treating drugs themselves, 
through pharmaceuticals, are obscuring the models of treating drugs 
through unlawful procurement, storage, transportation, sale, and 
consumption. Serbia's predicament is governed by legal procedures 
meant to stop future unintended and detrimental outcomes. The 
research on the opinions of the people in Bosnia & Herzegovina 
regarding extremism and radicalism was the subject that the 
participants followed up on.  
Why do teenagers join organizations? The results indicated that 
young people are primarily motivated by the notion of "fighting for a 
better tomorrow", defending national or religious ideals, maintaining 
belonging, etc. The development of radical groups is often seen as 
negative by them. The reasons people join groups include feelings of 
melancholy, dread, suffering, justice, and personal vengeance. Such 
understandings are based on the effects of war, huge migrations, and 
racial segregation, which affects research findings. We are already 
aware of the consequences of the COVID-19 virus, the pandemic that 
was brought up during the panel to highlight the growth in extremism 



in Serbia, as well as the rise in discontent, boycotts, and battles 
between pro- and anti-vaccine activists. 
People's exposure to "conspiracy theories" about the virus's origin 
and propagation is reflected not just in Serbia's rising degree of 
extremism but also in the widespread moral panic that it produces, 
which frequently poses a greater threat than the original issue. Shell 
resilience is linked to the concept of the human, both on an individual 
and collective level. Resistance to lurking dangers occurs within the 
economic, political, technological, ecological sphere, which leads us 
to use new tools with the help of which we will overcome the 
obstacle. Traditional and modern extremism require different 
"treatments", and it is the creativity of the extremists that is not 
questioned in this case. An increase in extremism should be 
expected in the future to an ever-increasing extent. 
During the discussion, the panel participants provided ideas and 
potential solutions to suppress and facilitate the fight against 
extremism. It is important to use appropriate approaches when it 
comes to understanding extremist actions and the influence of 
radical groups, including three main approaches, which are 
psychological, sociological and pedagogical. The involvement of 
institutions, by inculcating a culture and an appropriate system of 
values, the naturally conditioned impulse of aggressiveness becomes 
controlled and as such directed towards acting against negative 
activities of this type. History plays a large part in the understanding 
of the inhabitants and the way of dealing with the problem. Young 
generations are the ones who change, but also who change and 
affect human security both on an individual and collective level, that 
is, local and therefore global. 



 

In total, five thematic panels were held 
on Day 2 of the Conference. 



PANEL 5  
POLICIES IN ERA OF POST-PANDEMIC AND POST-TRUTH 

 
Moderated by: Aleksandra Ilić 
Presenters: 
⬥Dragana Ćirić 
⬥Miroslav Pendaroski 
⬥Sofija Angelovska 
⬥Ana Stevanović 
 
Timing: 13.00 - 12.20 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade

 
 
The fifth panel focused on the time after the pandemic and the 
activities that took place during that time. Initially, it was argued how 
important spatially oriented fields like geography, architecture, and 
design are to the field of security studies and how they are used in 
security. The panelists also discussed the psychological effects of 
quarantine as a preventive measure, the fact that people are more 
vulnerable to psychological issues if they do not have the freedom to 
decide whether they will be imprisoned, as well as examples of 
social anxiety, such as fear of infection, as well as an increase in 
mental/psychological problems in already sensitive people. Then the 
government's contradictory actions, such as not taking the virus 
seriously, followed by a complete quarantine and the introduction of 
a curfew, and then victory over the virus just before the elections, 
are cited as examples of securitization in Serbia during the Covid-19 
virus pandemic. In this case, the government is criticized for 
politicizing prevention itself. To heighten panic, all of this happened 
quickly and under intense pressure. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

The panelists were questioned about ideal securitization during the 

discussion portion of the panel, and the panelists came to the 

conclusion that ideal securitization does not exist, i.e., that it cannot be 

established so easily, but that it is important to be guided by moral and 

ethical principles. Additionally, one of the inquiries dealt with 

ontological security, which ties psychology and security together 

directly. 



PANEL 6 
HUMAN SECURITY IN DEVELOPING AREAS 

INDIA IN FOCUS

 
Moderated by: Puneet Pandey 
Presenters: 
⬥Puneet Pandey 
⬥Divya Anand, Devi Roy 
⬥Aditi Basu 
⬥Gerry Talaban, Aiken Centino, Ashley Cristo 
⬥Jones Segun Jesutunwase 
⬥Rakshit Kweera 
 
Timing: 11.00 - 12.20 
Venue: Online 

 
The increasing tendency of local problems to global scale brings with 
it new unopened questions and challenges that stand in the way of 
development in all areas of human activity, both politically and 
socially, economically, and ecologically. In fact, human security is 
interpreted through threats that do not they affect only individuals, 
smaller groups, countries - even the whole world. In fact, we 
concentrate on the understanding of human security through all 
kinds of dangers, "human insecurities" in the context of security in 
the era of technological, economic, and health unpredictable 
disasters that leave unfathomable consequences and reach future 
generations. In fact, the question arises, how do we fight these 
challenges?  
First of all, it is important to understand the nature of threats and to 
keep in mind that the struggle "once" and the struggle "now" cannot 
have the same treatment, because it is precisely the areas of human 
life development that reflect the need for constant innovation. Let's 
go back to understanding human security. As such, it does not imply 
only one aspect of human action, but rather knowledge and first of all 
professional knowledge in the field of the broad concept of security. 
Nowadays, the focus is on economic issues, issues of consumption 
and the amount of available resources as well as technological 
development. We should not leave out the most important 
relationship that exists between people and security, which is health.  



It is unnecessary to talk about the consequences, but the economic 
ties and technological conditionality that exists between countries at 
the time of the pandemic is more than significant. Climate change, 
migration, diseases, water and food shortages produce a series of 
new problems that we are struggling with on a global level. The panel 
highlighted the connection between private-public, individual-social, 
local-global, which explains that human security is exposed to 
various problems, which people themselves can stand in the way 
with their rational actions to some extent and protect against 
catastrophic consequences. 

 
PANEL 7 

NEW TECHNOLOGIES AND INNOVATION 
OF HUMAN SECURITY RESEARCH 

 
Moderated by: Srđan T. Korać 
Participants:  
⬥Ivan R. Dimitrijević 
⬥Alexandra Abello Colak  
⬥Srdjan T. Korać 
 
Time: 12.50 – 14.10 
Venue: Main Hall, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade

 
Srđan Korać, who served as the panel's moderator, gave the opening 
remarks. The panel's discussion focused on new developments in the 
field of human security research, but within the framework of the 
pandemic and the legacy it will leave behind. 
The "below the line" process of securitization and its nature, which 
are caused by the growth of the Internet and the pervasiveness of 
social networks and social media, are discussed in the first 
presentation by Ivan Dimitrijević. This results in the audience of 
securitization being the agent of that process at the same time. He 
discussed some of the best strategies for dealing with strong 
disinformation operations in this environment, particularly given the 
conditions brought on by the coronavirus pandemic over the previous 
three years.  
 
 



He thus provided a number of illustrative instances of "good practice" 
in this area through studies of some of the best and most successful 
programs to stop false information or fact-checking as well as 
through reviews of particular educational initiatives created during 
the COVID-19 epidemic. 
The speaker afterwards was Alexandra Abello Colak, who discussed 
human vulnerability mapping systems as a strategy for addressing 
the pandemic's aftereffects in sizable urban areas. She used Medelln, 
Colombia's second-largest city, as the case study for her 
presentation, which focused on the pandemic's effects on the shifting 
pattern of violence in big cities. Data from 2018 show that of the 
596,000 fatalities, 409,000 were murders, making Latin America the 
region most afflicted by violence and heinous crimes. 
Medellin, as the most affected city during the pandemic, and at the 
same time the city with the most recorded cases of violence, is a 
good example of how the trend of violence changed during the 
pandemic. The figures show that the number of murders and 
organized crime has decreased, while the number of suicides, 
displacement, domestic violence, as well as racial and gender-based 
violence has increased. To "accept multidisciplinarity", was what 
Abello Colak concluded, as one way of solving these problems. 
Srđan Korać, the third and last speaker on the panel, discussed 
robotics and its effects on society as well as the common 
misconceptions regarding robotization. The clichés we create 
through media, entertainment, and popular culture frequently hide 
the truth about robots and the process of robotization. Some of the 
preconceptions that are pervasive include the notions that events 
frequently happen when researching and developing robotic systems 
and that robots kill people at work. The moral and personality 
aspects of robots are the main issues, argues Korać, and if these 
issues could be resolved, robots would become more credible, he 
claims in the presentation's conclusion. 
Following the in-depth lectures, the keynote speakers, professors 
Tadjbakhsh and Shani, participated in a discussion. Abello Colak 
received the most inquiries, particularly on research methodologies, 
procedures, and sample selection for a very intriguing research topic 
and a far-flung geographic location. However, she also underlined 
that it is crucial to distinguish autonomy from automation when it 
comes to the conceptual framework that this research subject 
possesses.  



During the conversation, Korać discussed both rational and irrational 
causes for worry when it comes to the robotization process. 
Dimitrijević in a discussion with prof. Tadjbakhsh tried to explain 
which push/pull factors are most responsible for (not) exposure to 
disinformation processes in the modern circumstances of constant 
online existence. During the discussion, the importance of formal and 
informal education as a factor in improving human security in an 
uncertain technological environment was repeatedly pointed out, and 
the participants also touched on the importance of moral and critical 
education for this area.  

 
PANEL 8 

ARMED CONFLICTS AND MIGRATION: 
A QUEST FOR HUMAN SECURITY CONCEPT? 

 
Moderated by: Nebojša Petrović 
Presenters: 
⬥Mehmet Recai Uygur 
⬥Fatma Sever 
⬥Milica Matijević 
⬥Nikola Rajić 
⬥Nina Milošević 
⬥Jana Marković 
 
Timing: 12.50 - 14.10  
Venue: Hall 8, Rectorate of the University of Belgrade 

 
The eighth panel covered a wide range of subjects, including the 
macro level of securitization of micro integrated threats and their 
perception in Europe, criteria for determining the status of internally 
displaced people, creative solutions for long-term displaced people, 
the political aspect of human security in Nagorno Karabakh, the rise 
in the use of child soldiers in conflicts, and a comparison of the use 
of child soldiers in conflicts in different countries. Beginning with a 
panel on risk perception, they presented a fresh take on one of the 
ongoing discussions and topics, the securitization of threats. They 
demonstrated how they combined the "bottom-up" and "top-down" 
theories and how these theories relate to social psychology and the 
social perception of risk. They had a connection to risks that are 



always present and how they affect symbolic threats, real threats, 
and both individual and collective fear.  
All threats are illustrated using a case study using information 
gathered from Syrian refugees between 2014 and 2018. The issue of 
internally displaced people will then be discussed in the following 
lecture, as well as the issue that exists in the autonomous province 
of Kosovo, where the nations that recognized Kosovo as a state 
during the census instead classify these individuals as having 
crossed the state border. A clear and thorough approach to the 
criteria itself, as well as to the rights of IDPs (internally displaced 
persons), not just the fundamental human rights in and of themselves, 
but also to the issues of identification and documentation, as well as 
the limitless period of time between when a person is considered an 
IDP and when he is considered integrated into the new environment. 
After this topic, it continues to an old-new conflict, and the way 
dormant wars can wake up years later and surprise again. Using new 
technology, drones themselves and anti-aircraft defenses, as well as 
strategies in warfare, as well as their legitimate uses in a given 
conflict.  
A very demanding topic, but deeply researched by the lecturer, who 
presented not only the political background of the conflict, but also 
the legal side, the legitimate side of using means of warfare and 
opportunities in the conflict itself. The lecture ended with the 
statement that drones themselves did not bring new types of warfare, 
but new types of defense from themselves. The next lecture, more 
precisely, a comparative analysis, showed the relationship between 
the number of child soldiers, their roles in relation to gender, the 
presence and coverage of the media, as well as the territory where 
the given conflict takes place. Three important and current conflicts 
are compared, the conflict in Syria, the conflict in Armenia and the 
conflict in Syria. The discrepancy between the number of child 
soldiers and the media coverage of that conflict was presented, while 
the conflict in Ukraine is closely followed by media attention, not a 
single child soldier was recorded (children aged 7 to older minors), 
while in Syria an increase in child soldiers in the conflict was 
observed, both male and female, and a lack of media coverage was 
noted. Then the role of child soldiers in conflicts was explained, as 
well as the differences between the roles of female children and 
male children and their responsibilities.  
 



 
 
 
The last lecture, migration caused by climate change during the 
Covid-19 pandemic, emphasized the negative effect that the crisis 
caused by the pandemic had on migration and the way it affected the 
long-term framework of overcoming and solving the consequences 
of all the previously mentioned problems, causes and results which 
are drawn from the given events not only of climate change, changes 
during global crises, and the resolution of associated crises. 
During the discussion that followed this panel, several important 
questions were raised to the panelists just before the panel's 
conclusion. One of these was raised by the UN and concerned the use 
of migration and migration crises to act on external borders and the 
use of the crisis itself as a cover for certain plans in relation to the 
conflict between Turkey and the Kurdistan Workers' Party.  
The answer came from the fact that this is quite something that is 
correct and that the question was entirely pertinent, but that no 
matter how obvious it may be somewhere, all parties to the conflict 
allow it for reasons. Panelists then discussed technology and the 
effects of new technology (AI, digitalization, etc.) on fundamental 
human rights, and came to the conclusion that since human rights 
are based on facts, technology and innovation in that field have made 
it easier to access both verified and scientifically supported facts as 
well as facts that are used solely to spread propaganda and data that 
support certain ideologies. With these conversations, Panel 8 and the 
Conference on Human Security's second day came to a close. 



PANEL 9 
FUTURE PATHWAYS  

OF POST-PANDEMIC HUMAN SECURITY 

 
Moderated by: Miloš Petrović 
Presenters: 
⬥Konstantin N. Lobanov, Boris N. Selin 
⬥Daniela Irrera 
⬥Anders Troedsson 
⬥Ece Aksop 
⬥Mohamed Badry Eid 
 
Timing: 14:15 – 15:45 
Venue: Online 

 
The Panel 9 was dedicated to looking at the future paths of "post-
pandemic human security". At the beginning of the panel itself, there 
was talk about the state of human security in the context of the 
scenario of predicting global dysfunctionality. The emphasis was on 
the issue of the state of human security, in the current environment 
in the world, burdened by the consequences of Covid-19, but also on 
the issue of global security in the context of the current crisis in 
Ukraine. The current crisis had an impact on the political systems of 
countries, but also had effects on the questioning of security in the 
whole world. In addition, the panel discussed the issue of protecting 
vulnerable groups of people in the post-pandemic period, in the 
context of existing humanitarian systems. Here, it is important to 
mention the role of non-governmental organizations, which 
contributed to the improvement of the protection of vulnerable 
groups of people, due to the lack of state capacity.  
The impact of the pandemic is most visible when it comes to migrants 
and asylum seekers, which led to the need to define new roles of the 
NGO sector, i.e. non-governmental organizations. This primarily 
related to maintaining good communication and combating 
disinformation, which had an impact on better coordination in the 
actions themselves. In addition, an important aspect was the 
application of local measures and experiences, at the national level, 
and certain political reforms. The topic of the panel was also the 
presentation of the index of human vulnerability, which is especially 
significant if we take into account the consequences of Covid-19.  



This referred to the definition of the term "humvix", which actually 
implies the application of a model of human vulnerability. The 
observation of this index refers to the very political applicability 
visible in the policy implemented by the United Nations within the 
framework of human security, but also the implementation of Agenda 
2030. The central aspect of this study is actually the human individual, 
and his needs and vulnerabilities, that is, the right of man to protect 
them. Four basic areas of human vulnerability are also defined, 
namely existential, social, psychological and physical. Through these 
four areas, we can define an index that is crucial in the study of 
human vulnerability, in the context of security. In addition, on the 
ninth panel, one of the topics was the analysis of Cold War sanctions 
against Egypt. First of all, when it comes to defining what sanctions 
represent, there are different approaches. But it is very often 
observed that sanctions serve as a disciplinary measure, as well as 
that they can be useful in order to prevent conflicts from escalating 
into larger-scale wars. The sanctions imposed on Egypt can be 
viewed from different perspectives. If we take the security 
framework, it can be concluded that they were not particularly 
influential. Also, under the influence of the sanctions, there was no 
decrease in the popularity of President Nasser. But the conclusion 
remains that sanctions can serve as a useful instrument and 
disciplinary measure.  
At the end of the panel itself, there was talk of an integrated vision 
between the security of individuals and international relations. This 
topic is important in observing the context of relations that exist 
between superpowers as well as less developed countries, in 
international relations. The issue of defining the term terrorism in 
international relations was also emphasized, especially in the context 
of individual security. In the conclusion of the panel, the need to 
organize a conference within the framework of the United Nations, 
which will deal with the issue of human security and redefining the 
concept of security in theoretical and practical terms, was 
highlighted. During the discussion at the end of the ninth panel, 
concerns were raised regarding security issues triggered by the war 
in Ukraine and recent events. A review was also made of the 
activities of non-governmental organizations in solving migration 
policy issues in Italy, and the usefulness of the state's involvement in 
such activities. The panel ended with re-emphasizing all the 
consequences that Covid-19 had when it comes to human security. 



 

 

 
 

The Conference drew a significant 
attention from the domestic media 

including a comprehensive coverage by 
the national broadcasting service – RTS 

as well as detailed information and 
videos streamed by the Tanjug agency. 
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The Organising Committee of the Conference 
has already published the Book of Abstracts of 

the HS22 Conference. 

 
 

Moreover, the Proceedings of the HS22 
Conference will be issued by the end of 2022. 

 
 

We will continue to promote the HS approach in 
research of phenomena that shape everyday 

lives of the global population. 

FUTURE 

ENDEAVOURS 
FUTURE 

ENDEAVOURS 



TOWARDS THE 30TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE HS CONCEPT 
AND THE 6TH HUMAN SECURITY CONFERENCE

 
The next, 6th HS Conference will be held in 2024, which will 
coincide with the thirtieth anniversary of the adoption of the 

first UNDP Human Development Report in 1994.  

 


