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1: What is the difference between peacekeeping and peace enforcement? | Yahoo Answers
Peace enforcement refers to the use of military assets to enforce a peace against the will of the parties to a conflict
when, for instance, a ceasefire has failed. Peace enforcement often exceeds the capacity of peacekeeping forces and is
thus better executed by more heavily armed forces.

In a narrow sense, however, it should be distinguished from two cognate concepts: The trinity of virtues
ensures respect for the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of sovereign States. But it also
implies that the core functions of peacekeeping are limited to: Given its limited aims, classical peacekeeping is
best understood as a temporary and consensual confidence-building measure, which allows the negotiation of
a permanent peace settlement. Tasked with protecting civilians and eliminating the root causes of conflict,
modern multidimensional peace operations combine elements of classical peacekeeping and longer-term
peacebuilding strategies. As a result, peacekeepers perform more diverse tasks, ranging from traditional
ceasefire supervision to human rights protection and democracy promotion. Operations conducted by other
international and regional organizations will feature insofar as they illustrate salient aspects of UN
peacekeeping. The Covenant of the League of Nations, though premised on the concept of collective security ,
institutionalized only a weak method of conflict prevention. The term does not appear anywhere in the UN
Charter, so peacekeeping crystallized as a matter of diplomatic and military practice after World War II, with
UN-led operations established on an ad hoc basis. UNEF 1 adhered to the three principles consistently:
Deployed shortly after the Congo gained independence from Belgium in Congo, Democratic Republic of the ,
ONUC had a classical mandate based on host State consent, impartiality, and non-use of force beyond
self-defence. ONUC set a troubling precedent that the major powers would not follow until the end of the
Cold War, even though 10 more peacekeeping missions, with narrowly circumscribed mandates, were created
in the intervening 30 years. In retrospect, peacekeeping remained an acceptable method of conflict
management during the Cold War only because of its disavowal of militarized intervention and respect for
State sovereignty. Between and , over 50 peacekeeping operations were established compared to just 12 during
the previous 40 years. Before , small numbers of troops operated in fairly stable environments and
rarelyâ€”with the exception of ONUCâ€”resorted to military force to carry out their limited mandates. Since ,
peacekeepers intervene primarily in civil wars against rebel groups and non-state actors as opposed to regular
armed forces. The implosion of State institutions has even required the UN to deploy large-scale
State-building interventions on two occasions. Not surprisingly, this reorientation of priorities has given rise to
new difficulties, which the UN has intermittently sought to address through new policies. The report proposed
an ambitious set of reforms to address these challenges, emphasizing that peacekeeping missions needed
clearly defined mandates, more troops, better equipment, and more robust rules of engagement in order to
fully implement their mandates. Since , peacekeeping mandates have consistently re-affirmed the doctrine of
classical peacekeeping in the preambles of UNSC resolutions. These statements of doctrine notwithstanding,
the UN openly acknowledges that the realities of modern peacekeeping are very different than during the Cold
War: Wider allowances for the use of force in some peacekeeping mandates have led many commentators to
argue that peacekeeping has shifted closer to Chapter VII enforcementâ€”associated with coercive military
forceâ€”than Chapter VI pacific dispute-settlement. While the scholarly and policy debate remains
inconclusive, it is clear that there is currently no unified doctrine of peacekeeping, and that mission mandates
must be interpreted on a case-by-case basis. As subsidiary organs of the UN, peacekeeping operations are
subject to the law governing the UN as a whole, but it must be remembered that the UN Charter does not
institutionalize or regulate peacekeeping as such. As a result, general UN policy and political decision-making
as well as diplomatic and military practice have been equally influential in determining and circumscribing the
legal contours of UN peacekeeping. However, even if peacekeeping is an inherent power of the UN, this only
begs the question which specific legal rules are applicable to the actual conduct of peacekeeping operations.
While the debate about the respective powers of the UNGA and the UNSC may seem academic in the current
political climate, where new peacekeeping operations are established on a regular basis, it may resurface if and
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when the UNSC permanent members are unable to agree on the deployment of a specific mission in the future.
The UN Secretary-General is the de facto highest administrative authority and the Commander-in-Chief of a
peacekeeping force, though he usually acts through his special representatives delegated to specific missions.
The force commander is the highest military authority at the mission level. Subject to renewal every six to
twelve months, the mission mandate, which defines the aims and functions of a specific operation, is usually
adopted as part of a UNSC resolution. Mandate renewal is considered an opportunity to assess progress and,
where applicable, change or terminate the mission. The legal basis of UNGA-mandated operations is currently
moot, given that it has not exercised these recommendatory powers in over half a century. Though only the
UNSC may confer enforcement powers under Chapter VII of the UN Charter, peacekeeping resolutions
usually do not specify which Charter provisions constitute the legal source stricto sensu of the mission
mandate. Deliberately non-binding and aspirational due to the political nature of UNSC decision-making, the
wording of peacekeeping resolutions only adds to the uncertainty by making vague references to Chapter VII,
without specifying the legal provision of the UN Charter. As a result, the difference between UN-mandated
enforcement action Art. However, as an international organization, the UN is not fully bound by international
treaty law, which has proved especially problematic for victims of violations of international human rights law
and international humanitarian law. Though formally bound by customary international law, the allocation of
legal rights and duties between the UN and States contributing peacekeeping personnel is unclear in practice
see below: Peacekeepers and International Humanitarian Law and section F. Peacekeepers and Human Rights.
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2: Peacekeeping, Peacemaking and Peace-Enforcement: The U.S. Role in the New International Order
[Peacekeepers] should not have the obligation, the soldiers, or the equipment to engage violators in hostilities.
International peacekeeping forces express and facilitate the erstwhile belligerents' will to live in peace; they cannot
supervise peace in conditions of war.

Personal use only; commercial use is strictly prohibited for details see Privacy Policy and Legal Notice. This
can be attributed in part to the growing recognition that there are limits to violence and that proactive violence
prevention is more cost-effective than reactive conflict prevention. Peacebuilding became part of the official
discourse when the United Nations Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali introduced the concept of
post-conflict peacebuilding in the Agenda for Peace. The agenda specified four areas of action relating to
preventive diplomacy, peacemaking, peacekeeping, and peacebuilding. Two important documents have helped
bring peacebuilding to the mainstream: Conflict prevention and peacebuilding have also been mainstreamed in
the European Union and in most of the foreign offices of the member states. A central focus of studies on
peacebuilding is the interrelationships between peacemaking, political change, development, peacekeeping,
and reconciliation. Despite the progress made in terms of research, there are a number of gaps and challenges
that still need to be addressed. Many analysts, for example, leave the end state vague and implicit and make no
systematic differentiation between different types of peace. With respect to context, two salient issues require
more attention: The widest research gap is found in the planning of the peacebuilding process. Introduction
Mainstreaming Peace Peacemaking, peacekeeping, and peacebuilding may not have the punch and the means
of national security, but they are receiving an increasing amount of attention in education, research, and
politics. There are a growing number of Master and PhD programs, new publications, and more research at
universities and think tanks. The number of peer-reviewed journals covering different facets of peacebuilding
has doubled since Peacebuilding has become embedded in the organizational theory and praxis of national
governments, nongovernmental organizations, and regional and global intergovernmental organizations. It
became part of the official discourse when the UN Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali introduced the
concept of post-conflict peacebuilding in the Agenda for Peace. The agenda specified four areas of action,
which taken together, were presented as a coherent contribution towards securing peace: The Brahimi Report,
a response to the failures of complex UN peacekeeping in the s, was an attempt to improve the theory and
praxis of peacebuilding. Another report entitled In Larger Freedom: Its aim was to draft long-term strategies to
guarantee reconstruction, institution building, and sustainable development. The European Union, itself a
successful case of sustainable peacebuilding, affirmed the importance of peacebuilding in a series of EU
documents, such as the Communication from the Commission to the Council on the European Union and the
Issues of the Conflicts in Africa: Since then, European capacity to deal with peacebuilding has been
considerably enhanced
Most regional intergovernmental organizations now have departments for
peacemaking, peacekeeping, and peacebuilding. Political and Intellectual Drivers As a result of several
changes in the political landscape, attention began to be paid to peacemaking, peacekeeping, and
peacebuilding. There was the unprecedented increase of intrastate conflicts after the Cold War, when several
frozen conflicts turned violent. Globalization raised human insecurity in developing, transitional, and rich and
powerful countries. Increases in expenditure on defense and antiterrorist operations reflect the perception that
we live in a more threatening world. Globalization has brought with it a large, unregulated arms bazaar, easier
spillover of intrastate conflicts, and feelings of relative deprivation and fear. Some peacekeeping missions of
the UN turned into failures, which led to a search for more effective and better-coordinated peacebuilding
intervention strategies. Finally, there is a growing recognition that there are limits to violence and that
proactive violence prevention is more cost-effective than reactive conflict prevention. Brown and Rosecrance
contributed to this awareness by calculating concrete costs and benefits. The research community moved into
this field of study because it is jointly responsible for the building of a more sustainable, secure, and peaceful
world. There is also the appeal of critical theory which is emancipatory and has a strong distrust of the
coopting and misuse of peace-related concepts and methods to further domination. This means interrogating
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the concept of peace during the peace process and challenging the hegemonic discourse of peacebuilding
theory and practice Lambourne a ; Mac Ginty , and also acknowledging the violence of nonintervention and
sometimes the irresponsibility of protecting Chopra Finally, although the field is still dominated by
researchers from the Northwest, the peace research community is becoming more democratic and has been
enriched by the input of scholars from other parts of the world. Peacemaking and peacekeeping are part of the
peacebuilding process. The desire for a sustainable, stable, durable, viable, lasting, self-enforcing, and
perpetual peace is universal. In the footsteps of Immanuel Kant, and following the preliminary and definitive
preconditions for perpetual peace, a great number of peace researchers have focused on sustainable peace. For
Boulding , the pursuit of stable peace is the object of peace policy. The fusion of the two commissions on
international conflict resolution and on peacebuilding during the global conference of the International Peace
Research Association IPRA in Valetta, Malta in illustrated the synergies between research on conflict
resolution and on peacebuilding. Researchers of peacebuilding focus on the bigger picture of peacebuilding
and on the interconnections between peace negotiations, peacekeeping, the installation of peace-enhancing
political, economic and security structures, and the transformation of the moralpolitical climate. Criss-crossing
the literature, one finds several hidden or explicitly stated theoretical assumptions, such as the following.
Peace cannot be reduced to diplomacy, politics, economy, or security, but is the result of the synergy of efforts
in different sectors Alger Systems thinking is back Wils et al. Reflection on the mental models, cosmologies,
or deep ideologies which inform the research work is part of the work. Galtung , Fischer et al. Peace is not
only an operational reality, but also a social construct. A major task of social constructionism is to uncover the
ways in which individuals and groups participate in the creation of their perceived and preferred reality.
Preventive Diplomacy and Peacemaking Both preventive diplomacy and peacemaking are key components of
peacebuilding. The aim of preventive diplomacy is to prevent violence and escalation in time, space, and
intensity. Peacemaking aims to end violence and to get a peace agreement. Ramcharan offers a comprehensive
examination of the evolution of preventive diplomacy and its tools at the UN. Special attention is given to the
practice of preventive diplomacy by the Security Council, the Secretary-General, and the representatives of the
Secretary-General and the UN subregional offices. Barry Steiner goes further back in history to the beginning
of the nineteenth century and researches the potential of major states working together in the practice of
preventive diplomacy between small state antagonists. He describes two types of preventive diplomacy: At the
beginning of the s, before peacebuilding became mainstreamed in international politics, conflict and crisis
prevention was a fashionable political and research topic. A great deal of time was invested in the
development of early warning systems, the understanding of successful and less successful peace negotiation
and mediation efforts, and the refinement of unofficial diplomacy. They made use of correlation, sequential,
response, and conjectural models. The variables include international and internal background conditions,
intervening conditions, and accelerators. Response models were developed by Fein and Tellis et al.
Conjectural models specify alternative sequences or scenarios of events. All these efforts produced a variety of
warning lights and alarm bells. The problem, however, was that early warning did not easily translate into
early and effective action. In addition, there was a series of blind spots in the early warning research. Most of
the variables used were hard rather than soft variables, such as private perceptions and emotions. Attention
was focused on anticipating threats rather than anticipating opportunities to intervene. Finally, practically no
attention was paid to anticipating the negative and positive impacts of well-intentioned interventions in the
conflict dynamics and peacebuilding process. Anderson was one of the first analysts who warned the
international community about the negative consequences of well-intentioned interventions. This started the
development of methodologies for anticipating the impact of military and nonmilitary interventions on the
conflict-transformation and peacebuilding process. Peace Negotiations and Peacemaking Peace negotiation,
peacemaking, and mediation are efforts to bring the conflicting parties to a peace agreement. On the basis of a
comparative study of five cases, Hampson puts forward four possible answers to explain success: For Walter
the key variable to explaining successful implementation of a peace agreement is a third-party security
guarantee defined by an implicit or explicit promise given by an outside power to protect adversaries during
the treaty implementation period. Lederach showed the limits of the traditional official peacemaking
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approaches and offered a new way of dealing with peacemaking that is more holistic, aims at restoring and
rebuilding relationships, and stresses the importance of an elicitive process and of engaging multilevel
leadership. Zartman argued that violent conflicts are ripe for a negotiated settlement when there is a hurting
stalemate and Bercovitch studied the impact of different types of mediation on the success or failure of peace
negotiations. The second question occupying many researchers is: This is a specific kind of informal
diplomacy, in which nonofficials engage in dialogue, with the aim of resolving conflict and building
confidence. Burton promoted the problem-solving workshop. Fisher and Ury distilled a set of principles which
led to more effective and integrative resolution of conflicts. Cooperrider and Whitney drew attention to the
potential applications of appreciative inquiry in peacebuilding, a methodology that pays a great deal of
attention to a forward-looking orientation envisioning what might be and uncovering the positive
peacebuilding capacity. Diamond and McDonald expanded track two into ten separate tracks: Another strand
of researchers explored traditional and indigenous approaches to peacemaking. They also remind us of the
close interconnection between peacemaking and other ways to build peace. Many analysts focus on one or
more pet variables at the expense of a more systematic and comprehensive study of the relation between
peacemaking and peacebuilding. Finally, most of the research is still conceived from the perspective of strong
and rich countries and has not been reviewed by colleagues from weak and poor states. Later it became an
essential component of conflict prevention and of peacebuilding. Since then, the number of peacekeepers and
keeping operations has increased, especially since the end of the Cold War. The new interventionism was
characterized by the number and changing nature of peace operations. Analysts distinguish two or more types
or generations of peace operations. The two most prevalent are: Some authors, confusingly, include in this last
type of peace operations a variety of different kinds of mechanisms, such as second- and third-generation
peacekeeping, humanitarian intervention, complex peace operations, wider peacekeeping, peace enforcement,
peace support operations, peace maintenance, etc. This is not primarily the result of intellectual laziness on the
part of researchers or practitioners. Virtually any one has a personal sense of what peace operations are, but
they are usually perceived as activities with extremely flexible boundaries MacQueen The research of peace
operations focuses on several dimensions: Peacekeeping and Peace Support Tasks Researchers such as Chopra
, Berdal and Economides , and MacQueen have analyzed the experiences and lessons learned, which led to the
development of new types of peace operations and efforts to improve the international and regional
organization. Most of the findings are based on thorough analysis of successful and less successful case
studies, such as Cambodia, the Former Yugoslavia, Somalia, Rwanda, Haiti, East Timor, Kosovo, and Sierra
Leone. Jeong offers an overview of confidence and security-building measures that are needed to create an
environment conducive to good governance and development: Hazardous Operational Theaters Analysts also
identified the characteristics of the war zones which complicate the peace operations seriously. Stedman
observes that peacekeepers can fall prey to spoiler leaders or parties who believe that peace emerging from
negotiations threatens their power, worldview, and interests, and use violence to undermine attempts to
achieve it. Others focused on warlords, militias, paramilititary, and armies seeking control of resources
through plundering, terror, and force.
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3: Peacekeeping - Wikipedia
According to the DPKO, robust peacekeeping 'involves the use of force at the tactical level' whereas peace enforcement
'may involve the use of military force at the strategic or international level' (Capstone Doctrine: United Nations
Peacekeeping Operations: Principles and Guidelines [] 34). Robust peacekeeping implies that force.

Bring fact-checked results to the top of your browser search. Peacekeeping , peacemaking, and peace building
International armed forces were first used in to observe cease-fires in Kashmir and Palestine. Although not
specifically mentioned in the UN Charter, the use of such forces as a buffer between warring parties pending
troop withdrawals and negotiationsâ€”a practice known as peacekeepingâ€”was formalized in during the Suez
Crisis between Egypt , Israel , France , and the United Kingdom. Peacekeeping missions have taken many
forms, though they have in common the fact that they are designed to be peaceful, that they involve military
troops from several countries, and that the troops serve under the authority of the UN Security Council.
Between and the UN undertook 13 peacekeeping missions involving generally lightly armed troops from
neutral countries other than the permanent members of the Security Councilâ€”most often Canada , Sweden ,
Norway , Finland, India , Ireland, and Italy. The missions were given and enjoyed the consent of the parties to
the conflict and the support of the Security Council and the troop-contributing countries. With the end of the
Cold War, the challenges of peacekeeping became more complex. Unlike first-generation peacekeeping,
second-generation peacekeeping often involves civilian experts and relief specialists as well as soldiers.
Another difference between second-generation and first-generation peacekeeping is that soldiers in some
second-generation missions are authorized to employ force for reasons other than self-defense. Because the
goals of second-generation peacekeeping can be variable and difficult to define, however, much controversy
has accompanied the use of troops in such missions. In the s, second-generation peacekeeping missions were
undertaken in Cambodia â€”93 , the former Yugoslavia â€”95 , Somalia â€”95 , and elsewhere and included
troops from the permanent members of the Security Council as well as from the developed and developing
world e. In each of these cases, the UN reacted to threats to peace and security within states, sometimes taking
sides in domestic disputes and thus jeopardizing its own neutrality. Between and more than 30 peacekeeping
efforts were authorized, and at their peak in more than 80, peacekeeping troops representing 77 countries were
deployed on missions throughout the world. In addition to traditional peacekeeping and preventive diplomacy,
in the post-Cold War era the functions of UN forces were expanded considerably to include peacemaking and
peace building. For example, since UN forces have supervised elections in many parts of the world, including
Nicaragua, Eritrea, and Cambodia; encouraged peace negotiations in El Salvador, Angola, and Western
Sahara; and distributed food in Somalia. The presence of UN troops in Yugoslavia during the violent and
protracted disintegration of that country renewed discussion about the role of UN troops in refugee
resettlement. In the UN created the Department of Peacekeeping Operations DPKO , which provides
administrative and technical support for political and humanitarian missions and coordinates all mine-clearing
activities conducted under UN auspices. As more missions are undertaken, the costs and controversies
associated with them have multiplied dramatically. Although the UN reimburses countries for the use of
equipment, these payments have been limited because of the failure of many member states to pay their UN
dues. Sanctions and military action By subscribing to the Charter, all members undertake to place at the
disposal of the Security Council armed forces and facilities for military sanctions against aggressors or
disturbers of the peace. During the Cold War, however, no agreements to give this measure effect were
concluded. Following the end of the Cold War, the possibility of creating permanent UN forces was revived.
During the Cold War the provisions of chapter 7 of the UN Charter were invoked only twice with the support
of all five permanent Security Council membersâ€”against Southern Rhodesia in and against South Africa in
After fighting broke out between North and South Korea in June , the United States obtained a Security
Council resolution authorizing the use of force to support its ally, South Korea, and turn back North Korean
forces. As a result, a U. The preponderant role of the United States in initiating and commanding UN actions
in Korea in and the Persian Gulf in â€”91 prompted debate over whether the requirements and spirit of
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collective security could ever be achieved apart from the interests of the most powerful countries and without
U. Meanwhile some military personnel and members of the U. Congress opposed the practice of allowing U.
Still others in the United States and western Europe urged a closer integration of United States and allied
command structures in UN military operations. Among the many recommendations of the report was that the
UN maintain brigade-size forces of 5, troops that would be ready to deploy in 30 to 90 days and that UN
headquarters be staffed with trained military professionals able to use advanced information technologies and
to plan operations with a UN team including political, development, and human rights experts. Therefore the
Charter empowers the General Assembly to consider principles for arms control and disarmament and to make
recommendations to member states and the Security Council. The Charter also gives the Security Council the
responsibility to formulate plans for arms control and disarmament. Although the goal of arms control and
disarmament has proved elusive , the UN has facilitated the negotiation of several multilateral arms control
treaties. Because of the enormous destructive power realized with the development and use of the atomic
bomb during World War II , the General Assembly in created the Atomic Energy Commission to assist in the
urgent consideration of the control of atomic energy and in the reduction of atomic weapons. The Soviet
Union, proposing the Gromyko Plan , wanted to ensure the destruction of stockpiles before agreeing to an
international supervisory scheme and wanted to retain Security Council veto power over the commission. The
conflicting positions of the two superpowers prevented agreement on the international control of atomic
weapons and energy. In the Security Council organized the Commission for Conventional Armaments to deal
with armaments other than weapons of mass destruction, but progress on this issue also was blocked by
disagreement between the Soviet Union and the Western powers. As a result, in the General Assembly voted
to replace both of these commissions with a new Disarmament Commission. Consisting of the members of the
Security Council and Canada, this commission was directed to prepare proposals that would regulate, limit,
and balance reduction of all armed forces and armaments; eliminate all weapons of mass destruction; and
ensure international control and use of atomic energy for peaceful purposes only. After five years of vigorous
effort and little progress, in the International Atomic Energy Agency was established to promote the peaceful
uses of atomic energy. In the General Assembly adopted a resolution declaring the use of nuclear or
thermonuclear weapons to be contrary to international law , to the UN Charter, and to the laws of humanity.
The treatyâ€”to which more than states later adheredâ€”prohibited nuclear tests or explosions in the
atmosphere, in outer space, and underwater. In the General Assembly unanimously approved a treaty
prohibiting the placement of weapons of mass destruction in orbit, on the Moon, or on other celestial bodies
and recognizing the use of outer space exclusively for peaceful purposes. Some of these states signed the
treaty in the early s: South Africa signed in , followed by France and China in The UN has been active in
attempting to eliminate other weapons of mass destruction of a variety of types and in a variety of contexts. In
the General Assembly approved a treaty banning the placement of weapons of mass destruction on the seabed.
A convention prohibiting the manufacture, stockpiling, and use of biological weapons was approved by the
Assembly in and took effect in , though many states have never acceded to it. In the UN General Assembly
passed a resolution on the registration of conventional arms that required states to submit information on
major international arms transfers. In the Chemical Weapons Convention , which prohibited the development,
production, stockpiling, and use of chemical weapons and called for the destruction of existing stockpiles
within 10 years, was opened for signature. In the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty , which prohibited
the testing of nuclear weapons, was signedâ€”though it has not yet entered into forceâ€”and two years later a
treaty banning the production and export of antipersonnel land mines Convention on the Prohibition of the
Use, Stockpiling, Production and Transfer of Anti-Personnel Mines and on Their Destruction was concluded.
Despite international pressure, the United States refused to sign both the test ban and the land mine
agreements. Many negotiations on disarmament have been held in Geneva. Negotiations have been conducted
by the Ten-Nation Committee on Disarmament ; the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament â€”68 ; the
Conference of the Committee on Disarmament â€”78 ; and the Disarmament Commission â€” , which now
has more than 65 countries as members. Three special sessions of the General Assembly have been organized
on disarmament, and, though the General Assembly sessions have produced little in the way of substantive
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agreements, they have served to focus public attention on the issue. In other forums, significant progress has
been made on limiting specific types of armaments, such as bacteriologic, chemical, nuclear, and toxic
weapons.
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4: International Police Peacekeeping and Peace Operations
articles from peacekeeping to peace enforcement: the blurring of the mandate for the use of force in maintaining
international peace and security.

Definitions and types of peacekeeping operations[ edit ] United Nations peacekeeping missions[ edit ] Chapter
VI and Chapter VII mission types[ edit ] There are a range of various types of operations encompassed in
peacekeeping. Chapter VI missions are consent based, therefore they require the consent of the belligerent
factions involved in order to operate. Should they lose that consent, Peacekeepers would be compelled to
withdraw. Chapter VII missions, by contrast, do not require consent, though they may have it. If consent is
lost at any point, Chapter VII missions would not be required to withdraw. Observation Missions which
consist of small contingents of military or civilian observers tasked with monitoring cease-fires, troop
withdrawals, or other conditions outlined in a ceasefire agreement. They are typically unarmed and are
primarily tasked with observing and reporting on what is taking place. Thus, they do not possess the capability
or mandate to intervene should either side renege on the agreement. Interpositional Missions, also known as
traditional peacekeeping, are larger contingents of lightly armed troops meant to serve as a buffer between
belligerent factions in the aftermath of a conflict. Thus, they serve as a buffer zone between the two sides and
can monitor and report on the compliance of either side with regard to parameters established in a given
ceasefire agreement. Multidimensional missions are carried out by military and police personnel in which they
attempt to implement robust and comprehensive settlements. Not only do they act as observers, or in an
interpositional role, but they also participate in more multidimensional tasksâ€”such as electoral supervision,
police and security forces reform, institution building, economic development and more. Peace enforcement
Missions are Chapter VII missions and unlike the previous Chapter VI missions, they do not require the
consent of the belligerent parties. These are multidimensional operations comprising both civilian and military
personnel. The military force is substantial in size and fairly well-equipped by UN Peacekeeping standards.
They are mandated to use force for purposes beyond just self-defence. UN Peacekeepers were deployed in the
aftermath of interstate conflict in order to serve as a buffer between belligerent factions and ensure compliance
with the terms of an established peace agreement. They were largely successful in this role. In the post-Cold
War era, the United Nations has taken on a more nuanced, multidimensional approach to Peacekeeping. In , in
the aftermath of the Cold War, then Secretary-General Boutros Boutros-Ghali put together a report detailing
his ambitious concepts for the United Nations and Peacekeeping at large. The report, titled An Agenda for
Peace , described a multi-faceted and interconnected set of measures he hoped would lead to effective use of
the UN in its role in post-Cold War international politics. This included the use of preventative diplomacy,
peace-enforcement, peace-making, peace-keeping and post-conflict reconstruction. Their definitions are as
follows: Peace-enforcement, meant to act with or without the consent of the belligerents in order to ensure any
treaty or cease-fire mandated by the United Nations Security Council is maintained. This is done primarily
under the auspices of Chapter VII of the UN Charter and the forces are generally heavily armed as opposed to
the unarmed, or lightly-armed personnel frequently deployed as observers. Peace-making, meant to compel
belligerents to seek a peaceful settlement for their differences via mediation and other forms of negotiation
provided by the UN under the auspices of Chapter VI of the UN Charter. Peace-keeping, deployment of a
lightly-armed United Nations presence in the field with the consent of the belligerents involved in order to
build confidence and monitor any agreements between concerned parties. Additionally, diplomats would
continue to work toward comprehensive and lasting peace, or for the implementation of an agreed upon peace.
Post-Conflict Reconstruction, intended to develop economic and social cooperation meant to mend relations
between the belligerents. Social, political, and economic infrastructure would ideally prevent potential
violence and conflict in the future and help to contribute to a lasting and robust peace. Not all international
peacekeeping forces have been directly controlled by the United Nations. In , an agreement between Israel and
Egypt formed the Multinational Force and Observers which continues to monitor the Sinai Peninsula. In cases
of genocide or other serious human-rights violations, an AU-mission could be launched even against the
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wishes of the government of the country concerned, as long as it is approved by the AU General Assembly.
History of United Nations peacekeeping Creation and early years[ edit ] United Nations Peacekeeping started
in when the United Nations Security Council authorised the deployment of UN unarmed military observers to
the Middle East in order to monitor the armistice agreement that was signed between Israel and its Arab
neighbours in the wake of the Arab-Israeli War. This operation was non-interventionist in nature and was
additionally tasked with supervision of a ceasefire signed by Pakistan and India in the state of Jammu and
Kashmir. With the passage of the Karachi agreement in July , UNCIP would supervise a ceasefire line that
would be mutually overseen by UN unarmed military observers and local commanders from each side in the
dispute. Between and thirty-five UN operations had been established and deployed. This signified a substantial
increase when compared with the periods between and ; which saw the creation and deployment of only
thirteen UN Peacekeeping operations and zero between and It was given the mandate of ensuring the
cessation of hostilities between Egypt , the United Kingdom , France , and Israel in addition to overseeing the
withdrawal of French, Israeli and British troops from Egyptian territory. Upon completion of said withdrawal,
UNEF would serve as a buffer force between Egyptian and Israeli forces in order to supervise conditions of
the ceasefire and contribute to a lasting peace. This operation involved upwards of 20, military personnel at its
peak, and resulted in the death of UN personnel, including then Secretary-General Dag Hammarskjold. ONUC
was also tasked with establishing and maintaining law and order helping to end the FP revolt and ethnic
violence as well as provide technical assistance and training to Congolese security forces. The UN forces
there, somewhat controversially, more or less became an arm of the Congolese government at the time and
helped to forcefully end the secession of both provinces. Experiences of peacekeeping during the Yugoslav
Wars , especially failures such as the Srebrenica Massacre , led, in part, to the United Nations Peacebuilding
Commission , which works to implement stable peace through some of the same civic functions that
peacekeepers also work on, such as elections. The Commission currently works with six countries, all in
Africa. From the demand side, there is diverse evidence that peacekeeping missions are deployed in the
countries who need it the most, this is where the risk of a recurring war is high. The United Nations Charter
stipulates that to assist in maintaining peace and security around the world, all member states of the UN
should make available to the Security Council necessary armed forces and facilities. Since , about nations have
contributed military and civilian police personnel to peace operations. While detailed records of all personnel
who have served in peacekeeping missions since are not available, it is estimated that up to one million
soldiers, police officers and civilians have served under the UN flag in the last 56 years. As of March ,
countries were contributing a total 88, military observers, police, and troops. The ten largest troop including
police and military experts contributing countries to UN peacekeeping operations as of May, were Ethiopia ,
India , Pakistan , Bangladesh , Rwanda , Nepal , Burkina Faso , Senegal , Ghana , Indonesia Thirty percent of
the fatalities in the first 55 years of UN peacekeeping occurred between and Developing nations tend to
participate in peacekeeping more than developed countries. This may be due in part because forces from
smaller countries avoid evoking thoughts of imperialism. The rate of reimbursement by the UN for troop
contributing countries per peacekeeper per month include: By providing important training and equipment for
the soldiers as well as salaries, UN peacekeeping missions allow them to maintain larger armies than they
otherwise could. Columbia University Professor, Virginia Page Fortna attempts to lay out four causal
mechanisms through which peacekeepers have the opportunity to lay the groundwork for a lasting peace.
Change the incentives of recent belligerents, making peace more desirable or war more costly. Reduce the
uncertainty and fear that drives security dilemma spirals. Prevent or control accidents or the actions of rogue
groups that might otherwise escalate back to war. Prevent political abuse by one side generally the government
that might cause actors losing the peace to take up arms anew. Fortna argues that peacekeepers have a positive
impact on the peace process, despite often being sent to places where peace is most difficult to achieve.
Peacekeeping is often looked at by detractors as ineffective, or unnecessary. Peace prevails when belligerents
already have a vested interest in sustaining peace and therefore it could be argued that Peacekeepers play only
a minor role in creating a strong foundation for enduring peace. Yet these causal reasons illustrate the
important roles that Peacekeepers play in ensuring that peace lasts, especially when contrasted against
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situations in which belligerents are left to their own devices. These causal reasons thus illustrate the need for
Peacekeeping and lay a foundation for the manner in which Peacekeeping operations can have a substantive
impact on the post-conflict environment. In order to change the incentives for war and make peace more
appealing the UN can provide a military force by way of an enforcement mandate which provides deterrence
to would-be spoilers. They can monitor the situation making the potential for surprise attack by one of the
belligerents less likely to occur or by making it more difficult to carry out such an attack. Aid and recognition
provided to the belligerents by the international community should be made conditional and based on
compliance with objectives laid out in the negotiating process. And lastly, peace dividends should be provided
in the forms of jobs, public works and other benefits. To reduce uncertainty and fear the UN Peacekeeping
force can monitor the aforementioned compliance, facilitate communication between belligerents in order to
ease security dilemma concerns thus reassuring belligerents that the other side will not renege, and allow for
belligerents to signal their legitimate intentions for peace to the other side. That is to say, provide a meaningful
pathway for communication between both sides to make their intentions known and credible. Prevention and
control of potential accidents that may derail the peace process can be achieved by the peacekeeping force by
deterring rogue groups. Belligerent forces are often undisciplined without a strong central source of command
and control , therefore while a peace is being negotiated there is potential for a rogue group on one side to
renege and spoil the peace process. UN forces can serve to prevent this. Additionally, the UN force can serve
as a moderator and make communication easy between both parties and bring in political moderates from
either side. Prevention of political abuse can be achieved through the reformation of institutions associated
with the government. Training and monitoring the security forces e. Hopefully this training can bring trust by
the people for the security establishment. UN forces can also run and monitor elections in order to ensure a
fair process. In other cases, the UN may provide a neutral interim government to administer the country during
a transitional period wherein the associated government institutions are being retrained, reformed or better
developed. Lastly, military groups such as armed rebels can be encouraged to put down their weapons and
transformed into political organisations using appropriate non-violent means to mete out their grievances and
compete in the election cycle. This is especially important as many of these groups serve as the chief
opposition to a given government, but lack the means or know-how to operate effectively as political
organisations. Different peacekeeping missions take place as a result of different causal mechanisms. More
military deterrence and enforcement are meant for those missions operating under the auspices of Chapter VII,
while Chapter VI missions are meant to serve more as monitoring forces and interpositional operations are
meant to target and prevent potential political abuseâ€”these are primarily multidimensional missions and are
heavily involved in the post-conflict political situation. Having more peacekeepers on the ground also seems
to correspond with fewer civilians targeted with violence. And peace operations at times have successfully
served as transitional authorities, handing power back to local authorities, although this is decreasingly true.
Indeed, enforcement missions only remain effective if the UN peacekeeping force can prove and sustain their
credibility in the use of force. Utilising the previously mentioned causal mechanisms for peacekeeping, a UN
peacekeeping force can have a substantial and substantive impact on sustaining a lasting peace. They conclude
that in the short run lasting peace is more dependent on a robust UN deployment coupled with low levels of
hostility between belligerents. They note that increased economic capacity can provide an incentive not to
renew hostilities. In the long run, however, economic capacity matters far more whereas the degree of hostility
between belligerents is less important. As successful as UN deployments can be, they have inadequately
spurred independent economic development within the countries where they have intervened. Thus, the UN
plays a strong, but indirect role and success in lasting peace is predicated on the development of institutions
that support peace, rather than serving as a deterrent for renewed war. Perhaps one of the most statistically
significant contributors to a lasting peace is whether or not military victory was achieved by one side. While
longer wars and peace established by treaty especially those attained by military victory can reduce the
chances of another war. This gives rise to different mental health problems, suicide, and substance abuse as
shown by the percentage of former peacekeepers with those problems.
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5: United Nations - Peacekeeping, peacemaking, and peace building | www.enganchecubano.com
Peacekeeping refers to activities intended to create conditions that favour lasting peace. Research generally finds that
peacekeeping reduces civilian and battlefield deaths and reduces the risk of renewed warfare.

Peacekeeping, Peacemaking and Peace-Enforcement: February 36 Pages Brief Synopsis The author examines
the bases of American military participation in the array of Third World activities falling under the general
rubric of peacekeeping and peace-enforcement. The relevance of this inquiry was underscored by President
Clinton in his Inaugural Address, when he added situations where "the will and conscience of the international
community are defied" to traditional vital interests and as times when American military force might be
employed. He considers the major instances in the post-cold war world where so-called humanitarian
interventions have occurred or may occur: The author then examines the effects of these actions on the
principle of sovereignty. He next turns to the emerging roles of peacekeeping and peace-enforcement and the
conceptual and practical differences between them, and concludes with some cautionary lessons for the Army.
Introduction The search for the appropriate uses of military force in the post-cold war international system has
commenced. During the cold war, the use of force by the major powers was tied clearly to their political and
ideological competition; deterrence of major conflicts between them served the most fundamental national
interest, survival. Vital interests revolved around preventing the other side from gaining undue influences in
important places such as the Persian Gulf. The post-cold war system is not so simple. The order and
predictability of the cold war system have been replaced by the disorder, even chaos, of the new order, what
one observer has called "the old world disorder in new configurations. Gelb noted recently, the "old
hawk-dove divide" no longer serves to inform where military action will and will not occur. No alternative
structure has taken its place. We are left instead with vague entreaties that forces must serve the national
interest, and apparently innocuous but potentially precedential and systemically upsetting notions of the
"humanitarian use of force" and "humanitarian intervention," to mention two recent designations. Lacking a
framework of where and when to use force to provide guidance for "a more anarchical and competitive world
order," both the United States and the world at large are forced to consider situations on a case-by-case basis
where the criteria for evaluation are often vague. How much do we care about the Tamils in Sri Lanka? What
patterns, if any, are emerging? The problem with ad hocracy, the only available method when a framework is
absent, is that the individual determinations may form an unintended pattern that comes to constitute a set of
de facto principles of operation, a new set of rules of the game that would not have been adopted through a
conscious deliberative process. The crises and responses of the early post-cold war period suggest strongly this
possibility unless clarifying discussions and deliberations occur. The purpose of this report is to make a
modest contribution to such a dialogue. Each is important because it was a major event that probably would
not have been allowed to occur during the cold war. More importantly, the international action or inaction
taken in each instance may offer insights into the direction of the post-cold war system in dealing with
analogous situations. The analysis then moves to the clear "new world order" implications of the two cases:
Both operations in Iraq represent direct assaults on the Westphalian principle of state sovereignty, defined as
the "supreme power of the state, exercised within its boundaries, free from external interference. Secretary
General Boutros-Ghali under the principle of universal sovereignty: The resolution states, in part, that "the
magnitude of the human tragedy constitutes a threat to international peace and security. None of these
challenges basic operating rules; if a more proactive step such as peace-enforcement is contemplated or carried
out, precedential effects could occur. The role of peacekeeping and peace-enforcement form the next step in
the analysis. In light of "the systematic transformation of the United Nations into the chosen instrument for the
maintenance of peace" accompanying the end of its cold war-induced paralysis, suddenly the world is rushing
its troubles to the world body. The document suggests a greatly expanded U. It also reflects fundamental
underestimation of what is involved in such actions, as well as their effects on the world order. Parallel efforts
are being undertaken by the U. Department of Defense to redefine and expand American participation in this
area; assessing and dealing with these contingencies will undoubtedly extend to other executive agencies
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involved in national security, such as the Department of State. Depending on the worsening of the situation in
Bosnia and Herzegovina during winter , dealing with this problem could also become an early priority of the
Clinton administration. The outcome of the Somali effort will also have an effect. The Secretary General, as
well as some discussants in the United States, fail to distinguish adequately between peacekeeping and
peace-enforcement. Peacekeeping, a role the U. Peacekeeping involves monitoring and enforcing a cease-fire
agreed to by two or more former combatants. It proceeds in an atmosphere where peace exists and where the
former combatants minimally prefer peace to continued war. Peace-enforcement, as it is used by the Joint
Staff, entails the physical interposition of armed forces to separate ongoing combatants to create a cease-fire
that does not exist. Boutros-Ghali, on the other hand, uses the term to refer to actions to keep a cease-fire from
being violated or to reinstate a failed cease-fire. It is a subtle difference, but it does imply the existence of
some will for peace. The American version more realistically portrays another, far more difficult matter. By
definition, in a situation for which peace-enforcement is a potentially appropriate response, war and not peace
describes the situation, and one or more of the combatants prefer it that way. This means that, unlike
peacekeepers, peace enforcers are often not welcomed by one or either side s. Rather, they are active fighters
who must impose a cease-fire that is opposed by one or both combatants; in the process, the neutrality that
distinguishes peacekeepers will most likely be lost. The Bosnian Serbs would not view U. Only the Muslims,
with whom a de facto alliance would be established, would welcome the intervention. As in Somalia, the
troops arrive "uninvited" by any government. Their receptions will vary and likely will be unpredictable in
advance. A definitional note, expanded later in the report, needs to be inserted here. The term
peace-enforcement, which is becoming the accepted definition for military efforts to impose peace, is a
misnomer given normal English usage of terms enforcing peace presumes peace exists. Peace imposition or
peace creation would be descriptively preferable to peace-enforcement in this regard. Boutros-Ghali, reflecting
the difference in perspective noted above, suggests "cease-fire enforcement" as a synonym. This objection
noted, peace-enforcement will be used here for the sake of continuity. Moreover, peace-enforcement is likely
to involve the violation of state sovereignty, particularly if the mission takes place on the soil of the combatant
who opposes peace and thus does not invite the peace enforcers in. Had the Iraqis decided to continue
attacking the Kurds of the north or the Shiite guerrillas of the south, peace-enforcement is exactly the role the
United States would now have adopted. Militarily, that may be doable; unwrapping the political consequences
may not be. Who is that legal government? It depends on whose side you are on. In Somalia, the decision was
simplified by the absence of a government. All of this would have an academic air about it were it not for the
fact that the world is very full of situations with the potential to resemble these two situations. The swath of
land from the Balkans to the Caspian Sea where ethnicity and religion collided provides the most obvious
examples where unleashed neonationalism threatens to rear its ugly head. The same is true of many areas of
the Third World where multinationalism has been suppressed since independence and where democratization
may result in more "ethnic cleansing" by the sword. This may be the most difficult and fundamental set of
problems the new order will confront. In such a world, the peace enforcer will be in much demand, the
instances of violence and atrocity many. It is yet one other reality of the new world that global events, and
especially atrocities, have become tremendously transparent and visible thanks to global television. Unable to
ignore reality, we will be tempted to do something by the horror of what we see: This raises the
possibility--which goes beyond the scope of this report--that global coverage of atrocious violence can create
the public perception of a vital interest one worth fighting over on humanitarian grounds in situations where a
more dispassionate, abstract analysis would not suggest that intensity of interest. Given the pressures that
seem to emerge, one can call this temptation the "do something syndrome. To deal with them responsibly
requires defining the situations and the alternatives, tasks to which the remaining pages are devoted.
6: Oxford Public International Law: Peacekeeping and Peace Enforcement
Canadian police have been participating in international peacekeeping missions since Since then, more than 4,
Canadian police have contributed to more than 66 missions around the globe, supporting the Government of Canada's
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commitment to global peace and security.

7: Peacekeeping | Definition of Peacekeeping by Merriam-Webster
PEACEKEEPING, PEACEMAKING AND PEACE-ENFORCEMENT: THE U.S. ROLE IN THE NEW INTERNATIONAL
ORDER The search for the appropriate uses of military force in the.

8: Peace enforcement - Wikipedia
Peace enforcement is the use of military force to compel peace in a conflict, generally against the will of those
combatants. To do this, it generally requires more military force than peacekeeping operations.

9: Peacekeeping / Peace Enforcement | Encyclopedia Princetoniensis
the definitions of peacekeeping and peace enforcement, examine rules of engagement, and provide an overview of the
doctrinal foundations for fire support in OOTW.
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