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UNITED NATIONS DAY 2017

Global Goals, Local Leaders
United Nations Day Celebration
Wainwright House, 260 Stuyvesant Avenue, Rye, NY
• 22 October, 3:00 to 5:00 P.M.*
Seating Is Very Limited. Registration in Advance Is Recommended, at
www.unawestchester.org
*Registration opens at 2:30 P.M.
Keynote Speaker:
H.E. Ambassador Henry Mac Donald
Permanent Representative
Mission of Suriname to the United Nations
A leader in promotion of the Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs) worldwide and a
resident of New Rochelle
Other local leaders who are implementing the
SDGs will also be honored.
Program Highlights:
Ø Welcome from cosponsors and local leaders
Ø Keynote address: H.E. Ambassador Henry
Mac Donald, Permanent Representative, Suriname
Ø Q and A discussion session
Ø Local leaders will be recognized for implementing the
Sustainable Development Goals
Ø Reception with refreshments

Please register: www.unawestchester.org, or contact
unawestchester@gmail.com
Cosponsors with UNA-USA:
- Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority, Inc.
- The Wainwright House
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While the topics at hand are certainly
overwhelming, we must value the role of the UN
in providing a space for cooperation, even in the
most challenging of situations. The majority of
member states, led by the Secretary-General,
have voiced their opposition to the bombastic
rhetoric from a few speakers, and it seems that
cooler heads can prevail.

Letter from the President
Dear Friends,
For most of September I
was travelling in Eastern
Europe, but it was very
difficult to avoid the war of
words going on at the
opening of the 72nd session
of the General Assembly at
the United Nations in New
York. While the nations of North and South
America and the Caribbean have been
devastated by hurricanes and earthquakes, and a
number of countries in Africa and the Middle
East are facing famine and political and
economic crises, the U.S. president and the
leader of North Korea choose to call each other
names and threaten mutual destruction.

As the General Assembly meets, we are
reminded of just how vital the work of the UN is
to the stability of the world. We have to depend
on multilateralism to triumph over threats of
destruction from some of our firebrand leaders.
The collective will of the international
community should calm the shouting and
restrain the belligerents. At the same time, it
should be noted that Trump also “… thank[ed]
China and Russia for joining the vote to impose
sanctions, along with all of the other members of
the Security Council. Thank you to all
involved.” He stated that “It is time for all
nations to work together to isolate the Kim
regime until it ceases its hostile behavior,”
acknowledging the value of the United Nations
to resolve the conflict.

In June 1945 the United States was one of 26
countries that brought the United Nations into
being. In the shadow of World War II, which
saw 50–60 million people die and hundreds of
millions of people made homeless or otherwise
having had their lives ruined, the founders of the
United Nations saw their main task as the
prevention of another such war. Thus, right up
front, the United Nations Charter says: “All
Members shall refrain in their international
relations from the threat or use of force against
the territorial integrity or political independence
of any state, or in any other manner inconsistent
with the Purposes of the United Nations.” Thus,
President Trump, standing at the rostrum of the
opening session of the United Nations, defied
the charter and threatened to “destroy” North
Korea, a country of 25 million people.

A recent article by David Callahan1 in Inside
Philanthropy recalls the momentous gift of $1
billion given to the United Nations 20 years ago
by Ted Turner and his creation of the UN
Foundation. It was to support certain
humanitarian and environmental programs for
10 years. I remember being so excited about this
gift, as I was a staff member and was ashamed
that the United States was so far behind on
paying its dues to the organization. Callahan
notes that it was the first “mega-donation” by an
individual, and Turner “publicly chided other

This is a time to reflect on what the United
Nations stands for and why it was created.
Despite rising tensions, because of the UN,
world leaders normally come together to discuss
peacefully the most pressing issues of our times.

1

David Callahan, This Huge Gift Made History. What's
Been the Impact? Inside Philanthropy, 18 Sept 2017:
https://www.insidephilanthropy.com/home/2017/9/18/t
his-huge-gift-made-philanthropic-history-whats-beenthe-impact.
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billionaires like Bill Gates and Warren Buffett
for not giving away enough of their wealth.”

Finally, I would like to remind members that
UNA-Westchester, under the national Adopt-AFuture campaign, has pledged to adopt and
support the Gambela Primary School at the
Kakuma Refugee Camp in Kenya. We are
committed to raising $30,000 for this school
which will be matched by generous donors. The
funding is to cover a new classroom and support
for teachers and 40 students over a 10-year
period. We encourage your donations to AdoptA-Future on our website. Please indicate our
Westchester chapter to give credit to our school.
—Marcia Brewster

Over the past 20 years the UN Foundation has
made considerable contributions to reduce
deaths from malaria, to improve gender
equality and empower women and girls, to
improve access to sustainable energy, to
combat climate change, and to support refugee
programs. Callahan also points out that the
UN Foundation advanced the case for a strong
United Nations. Our United Nations
Association of the USA [its predecessor was
founded in 1943], is now a program of the UN
Foundation under the Better World Campaign.
We have built the largest network of U.S.
supporters of the UN, helping advocate for
full U.S. funding for the organization. These
advocacy efforts have helped deliver full
American funding to the UN's lifesaving
humanitarian, development, and peacekeeping
work, securing more than $35 billion over the
past 10 years, with over $20 billion of that in
the past five years alone.

“We’ve Had Bigger Storms Than This.”
—President Donald J. Trump
We’d better hold on to our proverbial hats as one
storm after another pummels the United States
mainland and Puerto Rico. Harvey, Irma, and
Maria had nice names that make them sound
friendly, but they had the power to overcome our
power grid, which they did. They also had the
power to kill, which they did. Scientists say
these storms are so uncharacteristically strong
because human activity has contributed to
excessive global warming, and warm ocean
waters give great strength to these mega storms.

As the nation’s largest group of advocates for
the United Nations, the UNA-USA community
plays a key role in making this all possible. We
need to show our support for the United Nations
at this crucial time and let our congressional
representatives know that de-escalation of
tension is only possible through full support of
this essential organization.

President Trump wants us to opt out of the Paris
Climate Agreement. That agreement was
designed to cut down global-warming
greenhouse gas emissions. Almost two hundred
nations signed the agreement and established
emissions targets for themselves in an endeavor
to reduce global warming, preserve coastlines,
and prevent worse storms than the ones we have
had. One weather analysis said that Harvey
could be categorized as a Category 6 hurricane
because it had 185-mile-an-hour winds, but there
was no Category 6. (Category 5 begins at 157
miles an hour and continues indefinitely.) With
the signing of the agreement, a practical step was
taken toward global environmental health.

We encourage all of our members and friends to
join us for our celebration of the 72nd
anniversary of UN Day on October 22 at
Wainwright House in Rye. This building was a
favorite of former secretary general Dag
Hammarskjöld and has a meditation room
named in his honor. The theme this year is
“Global Goals, Local Leaders.” We will have a
presentation highlighting the Sustainable
Development Goals by Ambassador Henry Mac
Donald of Suriname and will then recognize
local leaders and activists who are implementing
these goals at the local level, whether they
realize it or not! Please register at our website
www.unawestchester.org.

So, where does that leave us now with President
Trump’s intentions to leave the agreement and
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mega storms pounding us- holding on to our hats
and roofs? President Trump can be urged to
reconsider and to adhere to the Paris Agreement.
In Florida, where people died from the effects of
Hurricane Irma, the Republican mayor of
Miami, Tomás Regalado, “urged Mr. Trump to
reconsider his climate policies.” (N.Y. Times,
Sept. 15, p. A13). It may be that with one or two
superficial changes to the agreement, to save
face, Mr. Trump can be convinced to adhere to
the Paris Agreement. Also, municipalities and
states can decide to go it alone and respect the
Paris Agreement.

and short-range missile tests are a reminder
that North Korea will continue to be the top
national security threat the United States
faces, regardless of whether it makes
headlines.
Aside from the North Korean nuclear threat,
the major problem now involving North Korea
is the personality of the two leaders. Both Kim
Jong-un and Donald Trump have shown their
belligerent behavior and have gone tit for tat
by spouting fighting words toward each
another. For Kim Jong-un, this is nothing new.
The dictator has often made threats to destroy
the United States, but Donald Trump is a very
different kind of American president, which
helped contribute to his election. The brash
businessman has not shied away from divisive
rhetoric that is further exacerbated by his
tendency to wander off script when trying to
discuss serious policy. President Trump’s
comments that he would raise “fire and fury”
against North Korea if its leader continued to
threaten the United States worried most
observers of North Korea, including American
allies, in particular South Korea and Japan.

As far as the economic well-being of coal miners
and others who work with fossil fuels is
concerned, perhaps retraining is the answer.
They will then be able to catch the wave of the
future with safer jobs producing cleaner fuel.
The United States is a land of innovation. We
have great opportunities to lead the world in the
discovery and utilization of new clean power
sources, as well as in the preservation of our
planet. Let us all urge our president to adhere to
the Paris Agreement.
—Joan Katen
Cochair, Advocacy Committee

As the North Korea expert Bill Richardson,
the former U.S. ambassador to the UN, has
argued, South Korea under their new
progressive President Moon Jae-in, who
favors dialogue with the North, has a positive
role to play in easing tensions. Sure enough he
did. Against the backdrop of the negative
rhetoric, President Moon recently said, “there
will not be another war on the Korean
Peninsula.” The U.S global alliance system,
particularly in the Asia-Pacific region, is the
most important component of U.S foreign
policy. For the last seventy years it was a
bipartisan consensus, but it has recently been
challenged by President Trump. Thus, other
regional leaders, such as Prime Minister
Shinzo Abe of Japan and President Xi Jinping
of China, should continue, in conjunction with
President Moon, through both quiet and public
diplomacy, to pressure the Trump
administration and Kim Jong-un to lower the

Trump v. Kim: The Clash of
Personalities Destabilizing Northeast
Asia
As North Korea conducts its sixth and most
powerful nuclear test, following recent missile
launches that flew right over Japan, tensions
are sharply escalating on the Korean
Peninsula. Recently, three short-range
missiles were also launched from North Korea
as the United States and South Korea engaged
in their annual joint military drills. Even as
the urgency of the national security threat
becomes more pronounced, North Korea has
dialed back its intentions to strike the U.S.
territory of Guam. Despite the recent
implementation of strict new United Nations
Security Council sanctions that target North
Korea’s oil industry, it’s improving nuclear
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temperature. The United States is often quick
to point the finger at North Korea for not
negotiating in good faith, but the U.S itself
hasn’t always taken the best diplomatic
approaches. In order to do this the United
States needs to work on incentives to get
North Korea back to the negotiating table for
a temporary suspension of its nuclear buildup,
such as being open to suspending its military
drills with the South and dropping the
precondition that the North denuclearize
before the start of negotiations. Not having a
conflict on the Korean Peninsula is that rare
thing that all parties agree on. China, as the
North’s sole ally, has a responsibility to
mediate and encourage dialogue as well as
enforce the latest round of sanctions, which
can truly strangle the North. However, there
should not be a misconception that China
“will resolve the North Korean issue for us,”
as President Trump has stated. China will help
as it pertains to regional stability and the
denuclearization of the peninsula, but it will
not go the extra mile in terms of exerting so
much pressure as to allow for the Kim regime
to collapse, creating the potential to unite
Korea under the American nuclear umbrella.

the North Korean problem. In order to prevent
that from happening, dialogue should resume
between the United States and North Korea,
either through the New York channel at the
UN or through other rational actors, such as
Japan, South Korea and even China, who have
no interest in a conflict on the Korean
Peninsula. They should step up to lower the
temperature and let diplomacy prevail.
—Andy Laub
Former Board Member, UNA-Westchester

UNA-Westchester and AKA collaborate
with Neighbors Link to provide supplies
to immigrant children
UNA and AKA partners were pleased to present
backpacks and school supplies for 43 prekindergarten students from Latin America who
are being supported by Neighbors Link, a
program based in Mount Kisco that aims to
strengthen the whole community by actively
enhancing the healthy integration of immigrants.
In partnership with Mount Kisco Elementary
School and the Boys and Girls Club, the group’s
“Summer Links” program focuses on academics
and enrichment activities for over 100 children
of low-income families. The Summer 2017
program included the 43 students who are
headed to kindergarten in September. Volunteers
include 45 high school students every summer.

Times are changing. The situation on the
Korean Peninsula is becoming more
dangerous and less likely to head toward any
kind of resolution, particularly after the death
of American student Otto Warmbier. North
Korea continues to hold three American
prisoners, while the U.S State Department has
issued a travel ban for Americans to the
DPRK. North Korea will not give up its
nuclear arsenal because its sees that as its only
survival policy. And perhaps the issue that is
most relevant at the moment is the current
leadership, Kim Jong-un and Donald Trump.
Both are unpredictable leaders, which raises
the likelihood of miscalculation. Mr. Trump’s
recent announcements that the United States
will hold military drills in the South China
Sea and is likely to pull out of US-ROK trade
agreement are also not helpful when China
and South Korea are both needed to help solve

Pre-school students receive backpacks and supplies from
AKA and UNA board members
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They don’t sound enthused.

Neighbors Link is soon to open a center in
Yonkers; the first program will be a Parent and
Child Together program on Tuesday mornings.

The roots of this treaty can be found in many
countries’ frustration with the Nuclear NonProliferation Treaty (NPT) of 1968. That treaty
rested on a three-part foundation. Countries
without nuclear weapons (cleverly labeled the
Non-Nuclear Weapon States, or NNWS) agreed
not to acquire them; countries with nuclear
industries (that is, the Nuclear Weapon States,
NWS) would help them with the development of
nonmilitary nuclear technology if they wanted it;
and the NWS would work toward the eventual
elimination of their own arsenals. The first two
parts of the agreement have gone fairly well, if
not perfectly. (Notable imperfections include
Israel, India, and Pakistan, which never signed
the NPT, and North Korea, which signed it but
then withdrew.) Some countries, however, seem
to see a failure to make progress on the third.

What If the UN Banned the Bomb and
No One Noticed?
Based on the amount of news coverage, you may
not have heard of it, but on July 7, 2017, the
United Nations adopted the Nuclear Prohibition
Treaty. The agreement bans the use of nuclear
weapons, and the threat of their use, as well as
their testing, development, possession, sharing,
and stationing in other countries. The treaty was
approved by 122 countries; the Netherlands
voted no, and Singapore abstained. (The treaty
enters into force only after 50 signatories ratify
it.) There is, however, one major hitch: all the
world’s nuclear-armed countries boycotted the
negotiations, as did all the members of NATO
(save the Netherlands, which was mandated by
its parliament to participate) and Japan and
South Korea (all countries under the U.S.
nuclear umbrella), and they refused to sign it.
Under the standard rules of international law, of
course, treaties do not bind countries that do not
sign them.

To be sure, actively deployed nuclear arsenals
have been substantially reduced since the end of
the cold war. (The United States had tens of
thousands of deployed nuclear warheads in the
1980s; today the figure is about 1,650, although
there are more in stockpiles or awaiting
dismantling.) Progress, however, has slowed in
recent years. As the remaining arsenals get
smaller, military leaders become more reluctant
to lose the relatively few remaining weapons,
and the countries that have always had smaller
nuclear stockpiles, such as China, or countries
that are just starting to develop arsenals, such as
North Korea, start to look competitive. Russia
relies heavily on its nuclear deterrent given the
inferiority of its conventional forces. Moreover,
given the rising tensions in Europe (and new
questions about U.S. reliability), Germany has
been considering whether it can lend financial
support to the France’s and Britain’s nuclear
defenses, thereby joining the nuclear club
indirectly and somewhat clandestinely. In
addition, the advancing age of the existing
warheads is forcing decisions on expensive
modernization programs, which may be
necessary if arsenals are to be maintained at all.
These trends have contributed to the notion that

So, how did the nuclear powers respond to the
announcement that these other countries had
signed the treaty? In the case of the United
States, Britain, and France, they issued a joint
statement:
“We do not intend to sign, ratify or ever become
party to it. Therefore, there will be no change in
the legal obligations on our countries with
respect to nuclear weapons. For example, we
would not accept any claim that this treaty
reflects or in any way contributes to the
development of customary international law.”2
2

“Customary international law,” like common law, is not
based on formal documents. It is a subjective element
rooted in long-accepted practice and opinio juris, the
shared belief of experts and practitioners that something
constitutes law. Treaty law, on the other hand, is specific
and rooted in expressed consent.
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the arsenals remain too large, and too dangerous,
despite the reductions that have occurred.

level of tensions in international relations
generally—and on the consequences if one is
actually used.
—Scott C. Monje

But what is the purpose of such a treaty if the
nuclear powers do not sign it? Nina Tannenwald
of Brown University (someone who believes that
the acceptance of a moral “taboo,” rather than
mutual deterrence, is what has prevented the
employment of nuclear weapons since 1945)
argues that the treaty’s promoters had a longerrange view. Their aim was to implant in people’s
minds the notion that nuclear weapons should be
under an absolute prohibition, framed in
humanitarian terms rather than security terms,
the way that chemical and biological weapons
are. This, in turn, is to give further impetus to
the nascent transnational grassroots movement
to eliminate nuclear weapons, symbolized by the
International Campaign to Abolish Nuclear
Weapons (ICAN). In doing this, the treaty’s
advocates actually prefer to set the standards
without the participation of nuclear powers
inasmuch as the latter would work to dilute or
stall any agreement (much as they have the
Comprehensive Test Ban Treaty, which has yet
to come into force more than two decades after
its adoption by the UN General Assembly
because certain nuclear powers, including the
United States, have not ratified it). This is a
model that has had partial success (and could
still have further success) in banning
antipersonnel landmines and cluster bombs.

Board Members, Officers, and
Committee Chairs
Marcia Brewster, President,
914-924-2460, mmbrewsterny@gmail.com
Brenda L. G. Smith, Vice President, Partnerships
Chair, 914-428-6008, bsmith0825@aol.com
David R. Finch, Treasurer, 914-381-6347,
davefinch10543@gmail.com
Scott C. Monje, Secretary and Newsletter,
203-797-3465, smonje@scholastic.com
Marcia Wallace, Nominations Committee,
Membership Committee, 914-681-0101,
mtswal@optonline.net
Myrna Anover, Program Cochair, 914-6729764, myrnaanover@msn.com
Mary Seward Downes, Education Chair,
914-325-6210, mary713@gmail.com
J. Yuhanna Edwards, Advocacy Cochair, 914667-8503, yuhanna@aol.com
Amb. Bob Jalang’o, Special Projects Chair,
bjalango@gmail.com

Joan Katen, Advocacy Cochair, 914-629-0123,
jmkaten@yahoo.com
Karen Rockwell El-Badry, Education
Committee, 914-693-5308,
rockwell150@aol.com
Lilli Schindler, Program Cochair, 917-5537295, schindler@un.org
Patrick Sciarratta, Communications Chair,
914-843-4820, psglobal@optonline.net
Young Professionals Program Chair:
Martha Perez, marthap1993@gmail.com

The U.S. government says the treaty could
undermine the Non-Proliferation Treaty, alliance
commitments, and the benefits of deterrence.
Other suggest that the effort would have served
better if it had addressed more immediate
concerns. Will the treaty have an impact? Not in
the short term, no, but its advocates do not seem
expect that. In the long term, it is harder to say.
Much will depend on the degree to which active
citizens get involved in the ban movement (and
whether growing involvement results in a “norm
cascade”), which in turn could depend on the

Ex officio: Doris Benson, George Garland,
Jeanne Betsock Stillman.
Interns: Jordana LaRose, Smahane Nounouh,
Luis Perez

7

,
MEMBERSHIP APPLICATION (this can also be submitted on line at www.unausa.org):
____ Please renew my membership
_____ Please enroll me as a member of UNA-USA at the following level:
( ) Lifetime (one-time payment)
$1,000
( ) Member
( ) Patron
$ 500
( ) Introductory (first year only)
( ) Sponsor
$ 100
( ) Student

$50
$25
FREE

In addition to my membership dues, I would like to contribute to:
( ) Westchester Chapter
$ _______
( ) Lee Bloom Memorial Fund
$ _______
( ) National Office
$ _______
( ) Total enclosed
$ _______
( ) My company matches employee contributions. (My company’s matching form is attached.)
Name __________________________________________ (Please print)
Address ______________________________ City _________________ State____ ZIP _____
Tel:

_________________ E-mail: ___________________________________

Please make your check payable to UNA-USA.
Or □ Charge payment to your Credit Card: □ VISA
Number:
__________________________________

□ MC

□ American Express
Exp. Date:
_________

Signature__________________________________

Return this, with your payment to UNA-USA, to:
UNA-USA WESTCHESTER CHAPTER
35 Heath Place
Hastings on Hudson, NY 10706
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