To what extent is the current structure of the United Nations effective in addressing global challenges, and what reforms, if any, are necessary to ensuring its continued relevance and effectiveness in the 21st century?
The UN was born out of the need to prevent conflicts and to protect the world from the ‘scourge of war’ after WW2. It was the successor to its predecessor, The League of Nations which ultimately failed in preventing WW2. It is perhaps helpful in viewing the UN as a palace, given that it is often regarded as a conflict prevention and peace promotion architecture, and is essentially a designed and built structure. The palaces foundational and structural weaknesses, and vulnerability to earthquakes (akin to war or conflict and other pressing issues), could assist in explaining the question at hand regarding whether the current structure of the UN is effective in addressing global challenges and what kind of reforms, if any, are needed to ensure its continued effectiveness and relevance in the 21st century. While UN reform is one of the most commonly recurring questions in international relations circles, current global developments and flagrant disregard for and undermining of ICC, ICJ and UN rulings and conventions on for example concrete action in Gaza, the question becomes all the more salient and relevant especially in the search for potential alternative solutions and reforms.
(Palatial foundational and structural weaknesses) Victors club, P5 Veto and UNSC Membership
The Victors of the War were the principle architects of the UN and shaped its trajectory, crystallising their influence over it. While the four victors, USA, Britain, France and the Soviet Union later allowed China to become a permanent member, they did so out of the need to have China on board in order to maintain constant dialogue, friendly relations and to prevent conflict. Some argue this has led to an imposition of the victors will and vision on the rest of the world. Moreover, the Veto powers the permanent five (P5) countries enjoy have ultimately turned into a structural handicap which prevents any decisive action being taken. Take for example Russia’s veto opposing decisive action in Syria against the tyrannical Assad regime, or America’s perpetual vetoes on the Israel-Palestine conflict in favour of Israel and in clear violation of human rights, or even Chinas Vetoing of anything related to Tibet and Taiwan. 
Furthermore, Membership of the UNSC has to be expanded to reflect the diverse makeup of not only states, but also, religions, languages groups, cultural differences, land masses, regions, and population sizes etc. Indeed, it is for example quite shocking that aside from Algeria and Sierra Leone which are two African countries of little might, there is not a single Muslim majority country on the UNSC or the permanent five when in fact Muslims make up around a quarter of the world’s population, and when initiatives have been taken by Muslim countries to create an organisation like the OIC (Organisation of Islamic Countries) and its many equivalent initiatives, foreign intervention and involvement by America and Israel fearing a reduction of their power in the Middle East has hindered these developments, thus removing a potentially positive organ that could possibly bring stability to a region that is home to the majority of the world’s most dangerous conflicts. In the same vein, black people make up a fifth of the world’s population and without significant representation at the UNSC and devoid of an African Union veto power; there is little chance of the grievances of African nations being genuinely addressed. 
A potential proposition is the expansion of the P5 and UNSC membership which would radically remove the unfair Victors will, fix the handicap of Veto incapacitation and stalemate, and more fairly reflect the world’s diverse makeup. Perhaps the fairest method would be to replace the P5 with permanent ‘continental and regional representatives’ involving for example, the African Union, South American Union, North American Union, West and Central European Union, Eastern European and Balkan Union, Oceanic Union, East Asian Union, ASEAN, South and Central Asian Union and the Middle Eastern Union. These ten new permanent members would be in a better position to reflect and represent more fairly, their regions needs and desires without being dictated to by the P5. They would be the new and revised ‘P10.’
(Palatial renovations/reform) Radical Democratisation
Current representation does not reflect 21st century enlightenment and progress. There is an urgent need to democratise the UN in a way that does justice to the concept of ‘democracy.’ Hammarskjold states regarding the UN that it will improve when ‘people stop thinking of the United Nations as a weird Picasso abstraction and start seeing it as a drawing they made themselves.’[footnoteRef:1] While he was spot on in recognising this key issue, he did not provide solutions. For the UN to exercise greater assertiveness in conflict prevention and resolution, in imposing sanctions and carrying out its general functions including peacekeeping, there needs to be a greater harmony and blessing between the world’s people and the UN. A potential proposition would be to directly involve the world’s population by giving them the power to vote in referendums on key issues which will shape the world, such as if and when to go to war and who the permanent representative of their respective regional or continental seat will be. This could involve traditional ballot box voting, or even incorporate modern voting technology through voting applications which could be readily available for download. Clearly there would be issues with this especially in authoritarian states, but perhaps to counter this, sanctions could be imposed or the use of a parliamentary whip system to bring states into line with the majority consensus could be employed. However, care would have to be taken so as not to become tyrannical, perhaps in the form of an effective comprehensive checks and balances system also currently in place in western democracies.    [1:  Jussi M. Hanhimaki, The United Nations: A Very Short Introduction, 2nd ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2015),  p. 26.] 

To sum up, if a palace begins to wither, experiences frequent earthquakes (geopolitical crisis, wars, etc), and on top of that, if the foundations of that palace were laid by a group of states (the Victors), who in a desperate attempt to have certain major powers on board, created a permanent handicap in the form of the Veto (P5), surely there is an existential threat and urgent need of a major revamp in the form of restructuring, renovating and reinvigorating of that entire palace (UN system) before the palace collapses or becomes obsolete as was the fate of its predecessor (The League of Nations.)[footnoteRef:2] If concrete solutions cannot be introduced soon, a conflict or world war could turn the palace into a ruin. Therefore, greater democratisation is needed, preferably through direct global referendums, via modern technological voting applications or ballot box voting, an expansion on UNSC membership to better reflect the makeup of the world including greater religious, racial, continental or regional representation, and an expansion of the veto to similarly reflect this global diversity of peoples and regions as opposed to the current paralysing P5. The above proposed P10 would serve as a fairer and more regionally representative grouping of states with Veto Powers. They would multilaterally act as greater and more measured counter weights to each other.   [2:  Boutros Boutros-Ghali, ‘Empowering The United Nations’, Foreign Affairs (1992), p. 89.] 
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