
 

 

LEGAL STUDIES 
 
World Order 
 
Evaluate the effectiveness of law reform in achieving world order, and include a description of 
the forms of conflict that disrupt world order. 
 
 
The effectiveness of law reform in achieving world order is limited by the overriding power of state 
sovereignty, the outdated nature of the United Natures (UN) Charter for addressing conflicts and the 
problematic structure of the Security Council (SC) allowing nations with increasing hegemony such as 
the United States to have an increasing influence over peace keeping and peace enforcement. 
Proposals for reform have been prompted by increasing recognition of the need for world order, 
different types of conflicts and an awareness of the problematic structure of the UN in the Cold War and 
tragedies such as Somalia, Rwanda and Bosnia. The success of proposals for reform, largely led by 
the once Secretary General Kofi Annan and now Ban Ki Moon, has been minimal as nations are 
unwilling to embrace them. However in a world bound by conflict the pursuit of world order and the role 
of the UN can best be described in a quote from Kofi Annan “More than ever before in human history, 
we share a common destiny. We can master it only if we face it together. And that, my friends, is why 
we have the United Nations.” 
 
The desire for world order was recognized in the 17th century treaty of Westphalia which established 
the concept of state sovereignty which continues to dominate world order. Conflict was once limited to 
border disputes and conflict during colonialism and expansion; however increasing globalization has led 
to more frequent contact between nations, and a desire to intervene in civil wars and other internal 
disputes, in cases of guerrilla warfare and especially with the rising threat of nuclear warfare, 
highlighted by North Korea’s recent nuclear tests. 
 
Monitoring world order is predominantly the jurisdiction of the UN, as its Charter establishes a desire to 
‘save succeeding generations from the scourge of war’ and ‘keep the peace’. The Security Council has 
the power under Article 41 of the Charter to initiate military intervention, and controls peacekeeping and 
peace enforcement. The problems in the structure of the most vital body in world order became 
apparent during the cold war. The five permanent members: Britain, America, China, Russia and 
France, represent an outdated world order. Their veto power carries undue influence on peacekeeping. 
Only 18 peacekeeping missions marked the 40 years of Cold War, as the veto parties of the US and 
the USSR were perpetually in conflict. The one major operation, peace enforcement in South Korea, 
was led by American General McArthur against Communist forces, as the Australian representative to 
the UN, Peter Wilenski explained, it was about ‘politics and point scoring’. When World order becomes 
subservient to such motivations, the validity of peacekeeping operations become questionable. After 
the cold war, peacekeeping was rejuvenated, but America’s hegemony sparked a fresh concern for 
reform. 
 
The intervention against Iraq’s invasion of Kuwait, the gulf war in 1992, was a reflection of America’s 
new influence. Iraq threatened 40% of America’s oil supplies, and a vigorous sanctions regime was 
imposed under resolution 601, America cancelling the debts of nations such as Egypt to ensure their 
support. Even after successful removal of Iraq from Kuwait, the sanctions remained in force, so that by 
August, over 11000 Iraqi’s had starved to death. It was a dangerous and questionable manipulation of 
peacekeeping power. 
 
  



 

 

Prompting major reform was the 1993 operation in Somalia, which dissolved into an urban guerrilla war 
in search for General Aidid. UN forces were attacked American soldiers killed –resulting in a public 
outcry and a complete withdrawal of troops. President Clinton imposed new rules for peacekeeping 
missions, that they be clearly defined, that both parties consent to the UN’s presence, that an exit 
strategy is in place and that it serves the national interest of the USA. Such reforms imposed on 
demand of one nation, were incredibly problematic. The limitations of the Charter became apparent, as 
the principle of mutual consent for intervention was hardly applicable in the growing numbers of intra-
state conflicts. Serving the national interest of the US limited the ability of the UN to provide adequate 
peacekeeping forces. 
 
The United States began to cease paying dues, owing over one billion dollars to the UN. Intervention in 
conflicts that followed this reform illustrated its problematic nature. Conflicts in Rwanda in 1994 
stemmed from tribal differences sparked by colonialism, between Tutsis and the Hutus. The genocide 
which resulted from political disputes was dismissed by the US as ‘tribal warfare’ and peacekeeping 
forces were actually reduced. After intense criticism from the African Union, forces were replaced, but 
one million Tutsis were murdered in the delay. 
 
Clearly such political pressure reduced the effectiveness of the UN in peacekeeping. The Secretary 
General Boutros Ghali recommended a reversion to the basic provision of the Charter after these 
tragedies. The outdated nature of the Charter was evident however as it was tailored for peacekeeping 
in conflict between nations not within. Peacekeeping forces were reduced from 70000 to 14500 in the 
end of 1990 and the 35 new missions in that decade are unlikely to meet in this decade, as at this date 
only eight new peacekeeping missions have been initiated since 2000. 
 
Terrorism is another type of conflict which illustrates a need for reform in the UN, as it doesn’t involve a 
conflict with a specific state, but rather a group, which the charter doesn’t address. Regional 
organizations are playing an increasing role in monitoring this activity. The North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO) justified America’s war of Iraq in response to the terrorist’s attacks of September 
11th 2001, in the place of the UN Charter’s failure to address the issue. Kofi Annan claimed the invasion 
was ‘illegal’ but the UN was unable to arbitrate. 
 
Recent peacekeeping in Lebanon, however, illustrates a rapid response and intensive attempt to assist 
which may be the product of new reforms to the UN. 
 
Law reform in regulating world order is not limited to the UN. Customary law provides the basis for 
interaction, but is slow to adapt to changes and is rarely reformed.  
 
The Geneva Conventions, first in 1864 provided 10 articles in protection of the wounded from armies of 
the field in international conflicts. The first Hague conference in 1899 and then in 1907 were combined 
to form the 1977 Protocols Addition to the Geneva Convention, known as humanitarian law in armed 
combat. 
 
These reforms, however, are made after major conflicts thus restricting their usefulness in regulating 
world order. International tribunals form another method of regulation; the European court for human 
rights can overrule European nation’s sovereignty in protection of basic human rights. 
 
The International Court of Justice is subject entirely to nation’s co-operation and agreement with 
proceedings. A recent reform, however, is the introduction of the International Criminal Court (ICC) in 
2002, which replaces the slow and ineffective ad hoc tribunals for war crimes in nations such as 
Rwanda. 
  



 

 

The ICC was established by the Rome Statute and provides means of charging individuals for war 
crimes and other impediments to world order. Many nations fiercely resisted its creation, believing it 
would infringe on state sovereignty. Ultimately however, its effectiveness is limited as some of the worst 
human rights abusers declined to sign or ratify the proposal, such as the US and Israel, ensuring their 
citizens won’t be subject to the court’s jurisdiction. The ICC only prosecutes when a nation is ‘unwilling 
or unable’ to but nations can easily acquit their criminals if they don’t wish them to be charged. 
 
Reforms for addressing world order are vital to meet the volatile and changing nature of conflict, 
terrorism, guerilla warfare, genocide and nuclear warfare. Ultimately, many law reforms occur after 
major conflicts, restricting the effectiveness of measure such as the Geneva Conventions. Reforms of 
UN peacekeeping have been many and varied. The UN is the single most important body in the world 
when it comes to the creation, development and maintained of world order through international law. 
The UN may not be perfect and has made many mistakes but it is the best chance the world has to 
achieve world order. 


