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Question 1

The Legitimacy Of The World Bank

The legitimacy of global governance institutions needs to be challenged and proven as by their existence, they represent the promotion of democracy and therefore need to justify or be challenged on the right to rule or in fact whether or not they have that right in the first place. Robert O Keohane, and eminent Professor at Princeton University cites criteria that these institutions need to be measured against. They are:
 
· Minimal moral acceptability.
· Inclusiveness.
· Institutional integrity and transparency.
· Accountability.
· [bookmark: _Hlk164345404]Compatibility with democratic governance within countries, enhancement of democracy.
· Comparative benefit.

It is these that will be used in relation to an assessment of legitimacy in relation to the World Bank. The first measure of the World Bank’s legitimacy is its compliance towards its minimal moral acceptability. Initially, the threshold is high as in its capacity as a financial institution, it does not fall foul of injustice or violate human rights. Its sole purpose is to loan money to states and institutions for reconstruction and development that is to the benefit of the applicant, ensuring that there is the means to make the repayments. The Bank could be challenged on the latter, as there is currently a concern about world debt with all but two of the global states having considerable national debt. A further question over their moral acceptability is the use of questionable global corporations such as Exxon and Shell that they use for funding environmental projects. 
The inclusiveness is beyond reproach due to the fact that any of the global nations have the eligibility to make use of the world bank facilities to fund development projects.
On the subject of Institutional integrity and transparency, the world bank is definitely in the area of “could do better”. This aspect is directly and inherently related to democratic theory, more so than the previous two. It questions the relationship between the institution’s performance and the truth. A Lot of the money is invested from private sector to fund developing nations initiatives and There is growing concern that the democratic process is being undermined by the dominant players in these partnerships which are powerful western corporations and foundations that fail to effectively democratise global governance or act as the silver bullet for the everyday plights of exploited children, women and workers”. A Non-Government Organisation, NGO), called Friends Of The Earth voiced their concerns that the United Nations, (UN), had given the businesses a voice by declaring them a ‘Major Group’ despite the fact “that it should not be treated as part of civil society” thereby earning a seat at the influential High Level Political Forum, (HLPF), which is the main platform for dealing with the Sustainable Development Goals and give examples such as multinational oil companies, which are accused of exploitation and human rights violations, linked with the United Nations Environmental Programme. 
Accountability is a low scoring factor on the legitimacy claims as there is no audit of the Banks decisions. One could argue that the stakeholders are represented by a Board of Governors, who are the ultimate policymakers at the World Bank. Generally, the governors are member countries' ministers of finance or ministers of development. They meet once a year at the Annual Meetings of the Boards of Governors of the World Bank Group and the International Monetary Fund.  The Major Shareholder of the Bank, (USA) elects the president, (They have always been American), and has the most votes in the election of the Executive Directors. The Executive Directors consider and decide on loan and credit proposals made by the President. All of which in terms of accountability sounds like a hegemonic pro-western democracy. It seems that there is little power by the ruled over the rulers.
On Compatibility with democratic governance within countries, enhancement of democracy, you cannot argue that it has not advanced a democratic approach to developing security, welfare and ecological quality since its inception in 1949. The fact that it has no equal in relation to comparative benefit may bring into question and maybe this calls into question its legitimacy as it has no alternative. You might also reflect that over time there has become more of a veiled realist approach regarding the self-interests of the monetary sources of the western democracies and global corporations, the majority of which are US based. Keohane comments;

... what seems to be a superior institution in a static sense will occupy only a local maximum, without the ability to improve while the inferior institution will have the capacity for improvement. Under such conditions, the institution with the capacity to improve might well be more legitimate.

The World Bank does have that capacity.
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Question 2

Comparison of Realism and Neoliberal Internationalism.

Realism views the concept of global governance as a product of the power politics played out by the states to dominate. As an international relations theory can trace its conception back to the period of Enlightenment in the drawing up of the Treaty of Westphalia in the 17th century to end thirty years of war where it conveyed the principles of national self-determination, a precedent for ending wars through diplomatic congresses,  the need for peaceful coexistence among sovereign states as the norm maintained by a balance of power among sovereign states and acceptance of the principles of non-interference in the internal affairs of other sovereign states. The emphasis on the relative power of each state in what is perceived as an anarchic environment without global governance, heightens need for state interaction resulting in competing interests having the potential to escalate into military conflict. As a result, states become concerned with relative power as a means of serving their self-interests and defending themselves against other states. The international organisation, (IO), then becomes the norm of specific patterns of global order that arise from great power self-interests and interaction. Realism insists that states remain the primary actors in international issues where global governance is controlled by power politics. 
Realism can be seen and expressed differently in circumstances depending on the polarity of the distribution of power capabilities which all has an effect on the IO systems stability by producing different patterns of behaviour which subsequently determine the probability and scale of international violence. A multipolar situation deals with many great powers where one side is not satisfied with the opposing powers control and seeks to dominate the alternative approach. This leads to a temporary and spontaneous management of the global governance that takes a back seat to the states needs for survival as existed in the example of the concert of Europe during the Napoleonic times. If there is no discontent, it can result in more permanent and negotiated forms of organisation. Even within a multipolar environment, lesser states will align themselves with the Hegemonic state for security. A bipolar scenario deals with the scenario where the organisation is a by-product of the relationship between two superpowers such as the USA and Russia and the alliances of the Warsaw Pact and NATO.
Neoliberal Internationalism on the other hand is the idea that the states both are and should be part of a broader community than that of the nation or the state where less emphasis is put on sovereignty and more on the international community, without going as far as cosmopolitanism, by looking for ways to align conflicting interests and regulating political life at a global level in the pursuit of peace. Differently from realism, Liberal Internationalism takes an optimistic view of interstate cooperation. With its roots in the period of Enlightenment, prior to the emergence of Realism, one of its most fundamental values is individual freedom and growth of international reaction and cooperation is seen as a core value in the realization of greater human freedom. Unlike Realism that promotes state power of suppress conflict and exert control, Classic Liberalism believes in progress through reform by using past experiences to shape the future. The theory argues that this can be achieved through free trade, national self-determination, non-intervention of other states internal affairs and strengthened international law. It is an ideology that is seen as nothing more than the projection of domestic liberalism on a world scale. Early Liberal Internationalists believe that state intervention needed to be minimised to allow economic growth to flourish unhindered. In practice this led to the practical application of Realism through hegemonic powers such as the British Empire and more recently the USA and China. The fact that Liberal Internationalism saw its success mainly in the western capitalists’ states, it was not without its problems as it was seen as Eurocentric and after World War One, the formulation of the League of Nations under the guise of Woodrow Wilson’s fourteen points was the first definitive application of the theory. In the interwar years, Liberal Internationalism became the target of criticism because despite trying to transform the old global system of military rivalry and alliances into a unified international order, it did not have any legally binding political institutions, more a soft law of public opinion. World War Two tipped the balance in favour institutional arguments and the emergence of The United Nations and its subsidiaries to promote peace and prevent the recurrence of war. These institutions became the cornerstone of Liberal Internationalism. With the removal of barriers to trade, successive waves of decolonisation and democratisation and the proliferation of international organisations, Liberal Internationalism changed from idealism to an analytical framework opposing and challenging realism.
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Question 3

Origins And Evolution Of Human Rights.

Human rights are rights inherent to all human beings, regardless of our nationality, residence, sex, sexual orientation and gender identity, national or ethnic origin, colour, religion, language or any other status. We are all equally entitled to our human rights without discrimination. The roots lie in earlier tradition and documents of many cultures.

A cornerstone in Human Rights history is represented in the Magna Carta and the American Constitution which introduced a raw concept of “Rule of Law” and the basic idea of defined rights and liberties to all persons, offering protection from arbitrary prosecution and incarceration. Yet it would be centuries before rights would be discussed that dealt with the exclusion of women, people of colour, and members of certain social, religious, economic, and political groups. Examples to overcome this situation are represented by the efforts in the 19th and early 20th centuries which prohibited slavery and limit the horrors of war. Significant were the first three Geneva Conventions and the Hague Conventions which were to promote a respect of a basic level of Human dignity of individuals even in wartime and posing the foundations of modern International Humanitarian Law. 
The concerns over the protection of certain minority groups were raised by the League of Nations at the end of the First World War and, whilst fundamentally being weak in its ability to apply its moral foundations, it did see the establishment of the International Labor Organization (ILO) to oversee treaties protecting workers with respect to their rights, including their health and safety, increased positive attitude toward the recognition of the importance of Human Rights as we know them today.
The formation of in 1945 the United Nations had the primary goal of bolstering international peace and preventing conflict to ensure that never again would anyone be unjustly denied life, freedom, food, shelter, and nationality.
The horrors and injustices in World War Two led the UN Charter to reaffirm its faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, equal rights of men and women and of nations large and small and to establish conditions under which justice and respect for the obligations arising from treaties and other sources of international law could be maintained in order to promote social progress and better standards of life in larger freedom.
Member states pledged to achieve international co-operation in solving international problems of an economic, social, cultural, or humanitarian character whilst promoting and encouraging respect for human rights and for fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion.
A Commission on Human Rights, (UNCHR), was established and tasked with drafting a document spelling out the meaning of the fundamental rights and freedoms proclaimed in the Charter. In 1948 The Commission, delivered the 30 articles that now make up the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, (UDHR). The body went through two distinct phases. From 1948 to 1967, it concentrated on promoting human rights and helping states elaborate treaties, but not on investigating violators. After 1967 it adopted interventionism as its policy. Many countries pressed for a more active UN policy on human rights issues, especially in light of massive violations in apartheid South Africa. The new policy meant that the Commission would also investigate and produce reports on violations. None of these measures, however, were able to make the Commission as effective as desired, mainly because of the presence of human rights violators and the politicization within the body and the Commission became increasingly discredited among activists and governments alike. The NHCR was replaced by the United Nations Human Rights Council, (HRC), in 2006.
The UDHR, although not legally binding, introduces the concept that how a government treats its own citizens. The influence of the UDHR has been substantial and together with the International Covenants on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, (ICESCR), and on Civil and Political Rights, (ICCPR), they constitute a “International Bill of Rights” that lay down the obligations of Governments to act in in order to promote and protect human rights and fundamental freedoms of individuals or groups.
Its principles, by now, have been incorporated into the Constitutions of almost all the UN members and has achieved the status of customary international law regarded as a common standard of achievement for all people and all nations. 
Human Rights have continued to evolve and, since its foundation, the United Nations has adopted more than 20 principal treaties including conventions to prevent and prohibit specific abuses like torture and genocide and to protect particularly vulnerable populations, such as refugees (Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees, 1951), women (Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women, 1979), and children (Convention on the Rights of the Child, 1989) to name but a few. 
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