NYU-UN-FRTL-A2

October 7, 2002

Name:

Finn Longinotto
















Professor: 
Amb. Ahmad Kamal

Class: 

The United Nations and International Organizations[image: image1.png]



NYU-UN-FRTL-A2

Between peace and security on the one side, and economic and social development on the other, which holds out a greater promise for world prosperity?

==================================================================

Introduction: Both peace and security, on the one hand, and economic and social development on the other, are essential, everywhere, for world prosperity.  But, in any one location, and therefore overall, neither can exist without the other.  My paper attempts to show why, given that the United Nations (“UN”) does not dispose of unlimited financial resources and habitually has to prioritize, social, and some economic, development should precede.  It will be noted that I have taken the liberty of separating social from economic development, because, although they usually accompany each other too, this is not always the case.

Facts:
 In Article 55 of the UN Charter itself it states “stability and well-being which are necessary for peaceful and friendly relations among nations.”  

The UN has as its primary purpose the maintenance of international peace and security, as evidenced by the prominence given these in the very first line of the first paragraph of the first article of its charter.  This is not surprising when one considers that the UN was established in the aftermath of World War II.  More recently, however, the UN has also taken on

the maintenance of some states’ internal peace and security
, to the extent allowed by its charter.
  

Further evidence of the continued primacy given peace and security is the fact that the budget for these activities is twice the size of the UN’s Regular Budget.  Thus the funds available are often not adequate to address other activities, including social and economic development.  Programs that have suffered, as a result, include the United Nations Environment Program (“UNEP”), my particular area of concern, which employs a total of about 200 professionals and supporting staff worldwide.
   

It is not the purpose of this paper to distinguish the difference between peace and security, any more than it is for social and economic development.  Nonetheless, it is noteworthy, that the number of peacekeeping activities has risen dramatically, putting further pressure on available financing.  Another aspect, which can be safely said to constitute fact, is that for peacekeeping to work, there must first be peace
, so that available funds are not misused.

Finally, a great deal of money is poured into countries, and debt relief proposed, in the expectation of economic  and social development.  Unless the receiving country’s institutions function well, and often even then, this influx of funds does not have the desired effect on the poorest members of society.  In fact, the opposite is often the case.
  Personal security suffers too under a non-democratic regime.

Analysis:
It is my belief that, if there is social and economic development worldwide, for which democratic institutions in every state are prerequisites, security and peace will follow.  

The qualification “democracy” is made because this is what I believe to constitute real social development, while it has been borne out in the past, that the only institutions that can assure 

equitable economic development are in those states which the citizens feel they have “bought into”, where their concerns are represented.  Internal security will follow under these conditions, as resources are allotted to ensure it.  However, in the case of aggression from a neighboring state, which can be brought on by a comparative lack of resources, the UN’s very first step may be to secure peace and keep it, but an early emphasis on stimulating social and economic development will lead to peace and security in the long run.

A counter opinion is that nothing can be achieved without security, and maybe in the very short run the advocates of this opinion are right.  But I would counter that the victim of continued overemphasis and, thus, spending on peace and security might be democracy itself.  National security is not completely separable from personal security:  Israel’s borders can be secure, but its citizens are not.  There is a danger, in the name of security, of authoritarianism and, in its wake, corruption and abuse, which not only undermine the legitimacy of the regime, but directly threaten individual peace and security.
   With seven references to human rights in the UN Charter, they are clearly high on its agenda.  

Conclusion: As noted, the reason for the UN’ being forced to choose is a shortage of funds.  To date the choice has been peace and security.  I put social development first, accompanied by sufficient economic development because, without it, functioning and accountable institutions, which are necessary for long term peace and security, cannot exist.  What is frightening about the current political climate in the U.S.A. is precisely that placing the highest priority on security can undermine the very institutions and freedoms which the system, becoming less democratic, was designed to protect.  Transferring this conclusion to the UN, I believe that the same situation exists, and because the financial constraints are more acute, the inherent dangers to social institutions and long term security is greater.

� Boutros Ghali, An Agenda for Peace, June 17, 1992, paragraph 17: “The time for absolute and exclusive sovereignty . . . has passed”
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� The United Nations, Lawrence Ziring, Chapter 9, p. 350.
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� This process may be drawn out a very long time in the most desperate situations, such as a complete lack of water in one state and overabundance in its neighbor’s.


� For example, the “Dirty War” in Argentina, which ended in 1986, during which citizens were arrested without process, tortured or executed. 





