Q1 – Choose an UN organ or an UN agency. Assess its legitimacy in accordance with Keohane’s 6 criteria for legitimacy
The World Trade Organisation came into being in January 1995 replacing the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade that had been in place since after WWII. It took over all the agreements for trade in goods and economic growth developed by the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), which was primarily set up to ensure peace and economic. Remit for the WTO was further extended to include trade in services and intellectual property. WTO as a ruling body establishes trade rules and ensures adherence to them.  It also provides a forum for negotiating and monitoring, resolves trade disputes and increases transparency in the decision-making process. The WTO state that their goal is to improve people's lives, raise living standards and create jobs.
How does the WTO measure up against Keohane's six criteria for legitimacy? Keohane has determined that liberal democratic theory does not work well in practice since there are differing powers at play and as such those powers need constraining. He has developed six criteria for legitimacy but acknowledges that institutions need not score highly on all six criteria to be legitimate. So, the WTO will be measured against each criterion in turn. 
[bookmark: _Int_mqN9J8Yq]In relation to minimal moral acceptability the WTO do not have direct impact on people's lives, however, it is a mixed bag as some rules benefit developing countries whilst others such as access to generic drugs for the poorer populations of the world are barriers due to their prohibitive costs. Regardless that membership to the WTO enables members to air their disputes to seek resolution, the set-up favours those in power to hold the cards preventing developing countries from raising themselves out of poverty. In the current set up equality is just not possible for developing countries since they lack the funds and knowledge to compete in an even playing field.  Membership to the WTO is open to any state so long as they come to an agreement on the terms.  Unfortunately, operating within the bounds of the WTO is not so equal for all states since some states wield more power whilst others lack the ability to develop to levels as enjoyed by wealthier nations. The WTO is somewhat limited in its capacity to be inclusive to all areas of performance.  For example, the US negotiated trade deals with Mexico to create cross border Maquiladoras in which the deals were used to exploit cheap labour without recompense for acceptable living conditions. Developing countries are exploited for cheap labour with the returns being below adequate which infringes on basic human rights. This is outside the bounds of the WTO and therefore a loophole in their rules.
In the third criterion epistemic quality, if assessed soley on the remit of the WTO then it could be seen to be fulfilling its role. But the institution focusing only one thing liberal democracy, takes the eye off the ball of the whole.  Meaning that lives are impacted through the some of the trade negotiations that occur between states that are not balanced but tipped in the favour of imposing power leaving the developing nation playing struggling and sometimes worse off than before. The WTO does not have the foresight to determine how their rules for trade agreements will impact some states. The WTO must be transparent and accountable for what they do. In 2003 they ranked third in accountability in a study carried out One World Trust who were assessing international institutions and organisations for transparency and access for which the WTO were deemed excellent as access to information is readily available on their website. 
[bookmark: _Int_so7gQmQn]The WTO was born out of a need to maintain world order and promote economic growth for the benefit of all. It has certainly succeeded in its mission of maintaining a level of order since there has not been another world war was since its creation. Whilst many may see the WTO as having had a positive impact on economic growth and raising standards of living.  There are many that would dispute this both on an individual level and on state level. As a result of some of the trade rules there are several developing countries that have been on the receiving end of trade deals that have left their citizens in a worse of condition than they had before. IT could be said that the WTO has a place in maintaining a level of peace and order but without a more holistic approach to managing how trade is done there will always be winners and losers.

 


Q2 – Choose two theories from the ones discussed: Realism, Classical Liberal Internationalism, Liberal Institutionalism and, Constructivism.  Compare and contrast the two you have chosen.
[bookmark: _Int_coCT0idc][bookmark: _Int_p4jdnBF7][bookmark: _Int_xnx6KYJt][bookmark: _Int_mwzXLo15]The two theories picked are Realism and Classical Liberal Internationalism. Realists look at the facts in order to determine particular outcomes which means powerful states desire to survive above all else and so display patterns of authority, control, and legitimacy that shape global interactions. In contrast Classical Liberal Internationalism is based on popular consent and respects basic freedoms. It values broader membership into the international community rather than just the nation or the state. States participate in negotiations to control and maintain International Order (IO) to maintain authority and promote economic growth and stability whilst valuing the freedoms of the individual. 
To understand Classical International Liberalism, it is necessary to first understand what is meant by “internationalism” and “liberalism” in their own right. Internationalism, as opposed to nationalism, which is only concerned with affairs within the state, goes beyond the nation and promotes interstate relations that encourage negotiations to develop agreements that enable mutually agreed practices.  Liberalism does not encompass conservatism, socialism, or hegemonic internationalism, each of which bring a different meaning and perspective to Classical Internationalism. Conservative internationalism views the balance of power as the principal way of restraining states, social internationalism takes the view of a stateless society and hegemonic internationalism believes that the only way that world order can be achieved is through an unequal balance of power. Whilst liberal internationalism positively anticipates interstate cooperation and a zone of peace. 
[bookmark: _Int_5Oe7Prl4]Realist theory is based on evaluation of events that have occurred in the past to predict behaviours and trends since humans are prone to repetitive patterns of behaviour. Realists have a pessimistic view perceiving that rulers use ethics rather than morals in the interest of the state which means use of violence when needed. They see the state as acting autonomously even though there are other individuals and bodies around that can support them.  Critics of realism state that the theory perpetuates a violent and confrontational world.  By assuming the uncooperative and egoistic nature of humankind and the absence of hierarchy in the state system, realists encourage leaders to act in ways based on suspicion, power, and force. This is in opposition to Liberal internationalism theorists who believe in the power of resolution through negotiation.  This comes in the form of international institutions that create rules-based norms, promote liberal democracy, and make possible cooperation on transnational problems.
As can be seen there are arguments for and against both theories although the current world order can be linked to Liberal Internationalism. Arguments against Liberal Internationalism determine that its development by the United States (US) has meant that the system favours the US as can be seen through its improved internal status as well as elevated its status as a hegemon on the world platform. Proponents may argue that the US has created favourable liberal democracy and markets which critics, as noted above would argue that these policies are heavily weighted in favour of enhancing the US domestic market. Whilst both theories have their pros and cons some argue that realism contributes to balancing the outlook of not only the Liberal International theory but also other theories. IT brings realism to the concepts.



Q3 – Discuss the evolution of the concept of human rights from the 19th century to the 20th century
In the aftermath of WWI, the emergence of Woodrow Wilsons Fourteen points for world peace sent a ripple of hope around the globe. He was seen as a ‘champion of the right of all peoples to self-determination’ In many countries the toll on human life was immense alongside economic and social degradation. The notion of peace and self-determination as outlined in the fourteen points gave nations both Western and colonial and minor states hope for peace and the opportunity to be independent. Unfortunately for the minor and colonial states who had aspirations towards self-determination it was short lived when it became apparent that the treaty in Versailles was only focused on matters of the power leaders of the US, the UK, France, and the USSR. Consequently, there were uprisings in many of the states which led to state independence in the years to come.
The sufferings within nations, either amongst factions or being imposed upon by colonial rule, alongside the teaser of hope that was offered by Wilson, was the spark that ignited the desires of these nations to rise and fight for their sovereignty and independence. However, independence would not be gained till after WWII when the United Nations superseded the League of Nations. The League of Nations failings were self-focused, that is, the major powers took care of their self-interests beyond general outlines for peace and stability. These took the form of settlements within Europe. But Wilsons words had penetrated all nations which gave non-European nations especially those who were colonised, marginalised and stateless a hope towards independence. The treaty did little to prevent the second world war after which the major powers including the US, who had refrained from being a part of the League of Nations due to government opposition, to form the United Nations which gave focus to peace, security, international law, economic development, and human rights. The human rights aspect was conjointly written by Eleanor Roosevelt, Pen-Chun Chang, and Charles Malik. To avoid heavily Western influences, delegate representation beyond the major powers ensured policy and wording that was inclusive. Socio-economic rights were ensured inclusion by the delegates from China, the Philippines, the UK, Australia and the USSR which led to the rights to food, clothing, shelter and medical care, and social security, education and decent working conditions whilst India, the Dominican Republic and Denmark were responsible for the inclusion of gender equality by having the words ‘all men’ replaced with ‘all humans beings’ whilst the Soviets and the eastern bloc countries ensured the use of non-discriminatory language. This was to form the Universal Declaration of Human Rights which was officially adopted on 10 December 1948. 
Post WWII, the USSR and the US were in the throes of a Cold War each mistrusting the other which extended to the signing of the UDHR. USSR did not trust that the US would not interfere in their domestic affairs and in any case they each had differing views on the concept of human rights. The USSR had their beliefs rooted in equality – wanting social and economic equality whereas the US and the West emphasised the importance of civil and political rights. Both have credibility but with the USSR being suspicious of the US, they refused to sign the UDHR. Instead, they opted to use the wordings of the declaration against the Americans in their treatments of African Americans. Russia have not been the only nations to have found issue with the UDHR. At the outset there were seven other abstainers aside from the USSR which included other Soviet Bloc countries such as Poland and former Yugoslavia but also Saudi Arabia and South Africa. 
It should be noted that disillusionment over the failure of Wilsons proposal for world peace and self-determination to materialise for colonial states and smaller states led to protest movements breaking out in various parts of the world in 1919. These were notably the May Fourth movement in China, the launching of Gandhi’s nonviolent resistance movement in India, the 1919 Revolution in Egypt, and the March First movement in Korea. Such movements subsequently led to state independence after the second world war. Looking beyond the major historical events of the early twentieth century to viewing the world through the eyes of those that watched the events unfold it can be seen how those events had varying degrees of impact across the world which were to change the course of colonial states and minority towards independence and self-determination.     

