
of 2000, UN officiais had scaled back their expectations to the point where they suggested rapid

deployment would have to be conceived of as a response within four to six months. In June, the

Secretary General acknowledged the problem when hie stated,

Where the will is flot there and the resources are flot available, the UN peacekeepers will
arrive late. Lt takes us on the average 4-5 months to put troops on the ground because we have
no troops. The UN doesn't have an army. We borrow from our govemrments. So we can put
on the ground the troops the governrnents offer. And as fast as they corne, and flot always
with the equipment they promised. If those with the capacity were to cooperate, the UN can
do the job, we would arrive on time, flot late. 91

Yet those with the capacity seldom cooperate fully. When assessed on the basis of the

aforementioned criteria, the initiative's resuits are defmnitely rnixed. For example, it is apparent that

the UN is stili denied sufficient resôurces, welI-trained personnel and adequate mechanisms.

Questions about reliability and effectiveness continue to confront the Organisation. As well, there

are legitimate concerns about an increasingly unrepresentative, two-tiered system that is far too
selective and slow. Rather than address these problems within the UN system, there has also been


