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Evolution. A process of gradual change that leaves weak links behind and promotes that which is strong and able to adapt to changing environments. 

Human beings evolve. Cultures they create evolve. And the countries that are home to these cultures evolve. Our world is in a constant state of evolution. This dynamic, while oftentimes occurring at breakneck speed, is merely a response to the emerging needs of a quickly growing global population. Institutions, organizations, governments and all large structures must adapt and evolve in order to remain relevant, serve a purpose effectively and meet the needs of the stakeholders they serve. Charles Darwin explained this quite simply with a theory, the survival of the fittest. Evolve or die. 

The United Nations was created following WWII to be the social conscience of the world following one of the darkest chapters ever in recorded history.  Now, almost 70 years later, the United Nations must evolve or die. While its mandate remains as compelling today as it was following a world at war and a mass genocide of unprecedented proportions, it must change the way it does business if it wishes to remain a relevant force of change and a catalyst for world peace. 

Honourable Judges, worthy competitors, ladies and gentlemen, my goal today is to persuade you that the United Nations must change its power structure or it will surely become irrelevant and extinct. 

Problems around the world are complex. Many have no straightforward solution. African hunger that claims thousands of lives weekly; the Arab Spring that has created seismic shifts in global alliances; nuclear threats of Armageddon in more than one location; and the very real possibilities of the complete collapse of long standing economic institutions. Complex problems require decisive actions that consider multiple perspectives.

The United Nations has intervened or minimally, has had a voice in every international conflict since its inception in 1945. Through to the 1970’s, the United Nations looked to be a viable institution to address challenging conflicts around the globe that desperately required leadership to mediate international struggles. Early on, the United Nations had success in Korea and the Congo; this helped boost its international image as an effective peace-making entity. 

America’s involvement in the 1970’s in Vietnam was not influenced whatsoever by United Nations intervention. This war was fought between North Vietnam, supported by its communist allies, and South Vietnam which was supported by the United States and other anti-communist countries. The United Nations was wholly ineffective in preventing a war or mitigating its damages, a war that was responsible for more than five million lives lost. 

When the United Nations was created, five nations (Russia, America, Britain, France and China) organized its efforts. These Nations have retained their original authority to veto any decision made by the General Assembly. Things have not evolved. It is this concentration of power in these countries that have made the UN ineffective. 

The United Nations’ governance is being challenged by its newer members who are seeking a one-nation-one-vote system to replace the Security Council. The five permanent members of the Security Council have always sought, though, to maintain things as they are, as they have always been. Their position is what it has always been: We invest far more money than other countries into the United Nation’s budget, there is merit to having greater authority over all other nations. 

What is in place today is a system that is far from equal. It pits rich nations against poorer ones and does little to create cooperation amongst nation states. It is a system that is centered on the abuse of power. 

The United Nations must evolve from an organization founded on a hierarchy of power and fraught with internal power struggles to an organization that fairly represents global interests. 

I believe that the United Nations will be well-served by a one-country-one-vote system in all of its affairs. This includes removing veto powers for those countries that presently have these powers. This is the only way to truly democratize a system and eliminate abuses of power. I realize, there are some that will suggest that the elimination of veto powers in the United Nations will spawn havoc. I tell these people that true peace and democracy can only be achieved through a fair and equal process. This is why the United Nations must become a fully equal and fair organization in all of its affairs. 

Its mandate remains compelling but it must change the way it does business if it wishes to remain a relevant force of change and a catalyst for world peace. Darwin’s theory, while harsh, ultimately serves to promote a healthy organism, a healthy community, a healthy world. The United Nations must evolve or die.
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