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Permanent UN Security Council membership causes great powers to get away with literal murder
Gerald Sturgill, Owner of International Indie Collective, 2022
“Eliminate The Permanent Membership of the UN Security Council,” Medium, https://medium.com/digital-global-traveler/eliminate-the-permanent-membership-of-the-un-security-council-8d8b1d2c45d7 (accessed 5-6-2024)
The UN Security Council has five permanent members who have ultimate veto power on any resolution that the UN puts forward. These countries: the United States, United Kingdom, France, China, and Russia. Well, I think you can see where I may be going with this article. The latter has just decided to take unilateral action against another country and invaded Ukraine yesterday. They planned a full-scale attack on many important regions and cities, including the capital city of Kyiv. There are already massive casualties on both sides. The problem is, Russia, being a permanent member of the security council, would’ve and permanently has veto power for any resolution brought forward by the Security Council. The invasion was happening in real-time as the Security Council was meeting to make a resolution against this very action. It’s not just Russia though. China is on this list too. They have their own unique problems. China has been criticized and been accused of many human rights violations. They have also taken aggressive positions against other countries in the region, including many bordering countries over land disputes, and of course, there’s the matter of Taiwan, which I won’t get too detailed about since it boasts a long, complicated history. I’ve definitely mentioned two of the countries and briefly touched on why it’s problematic for them to have massive power in an organization dedicated to world peace created after the last great world war. The original intention of the UN Security Council and having permanent members was to maintain world peace and offer stability. What this has turned into is a complicated global political game that has allowed the five permanent members to get away with murder, essentially.



Permanent member status is colonial
Hannah Ryder is the CEO of Development Reimagined, Senior Associate at the Center for Strategic International Studies Africa Program, et al, 2020
“Decolonizing the United Nations Means Abolishing the Permanent Five,” Foreign Policy, https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/09/17/decolonizing-united-nations-means-abolish-permanent-five-security-council/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
The typical responses to the U.N.’s failure have been to enlarge the P5, the five permanent members of the Security Council who represent the chief victors of World War II. Bring in other global powers such as India or Turkey. Move around the representational seats and create new categories. Create more seats for Africa. Dilute the veto power exercised by the P5.
But all of these measures are tinkering. None are adequate. The only way forward is to acknowledge the key difference between 1945 and 2020, decolonization, and abolish the permanent members of the Security Council altogether. Here’s why and how. The roots of the U.N. are deeply colonial. Back in 1945 four out of the five members of the P5 were colonial states. Over the 75 years of the U.N.’s existence, 80 former colonies have gained independence, from India to Kenya, to Nigeria and Kazakhstan. This has meant a significant shift in population terms. In 1945 the P5—China, the United States, the United Kingdom, France, and Russia—accounted for 10 percent of member states and over 50 percent of the world’s population, within their empires. Now, the P5 account for 26 percent of the world’s population, and just 3 percent of the U.N. member states.
Permanent vetoes allow the Security Council to commit imperialism with impunity
Gerald Sturgill, Owner of International Indie Collective, 2022
“Eliminate The Permanent Membership of the UN Security Council,” Medium, https://medium.com/digital-global-traveler/eliminate-the-permanent-membership-of-the-un-security-council-8d8b1d2c45d7 (accessed 5-6-2024)
I don’t even have to mention the fact that the three other great powers contained within the permanent members have been major world players in meddling in other countries' affairs and or colonialism. I find it interesting that the remaining three permanent members in the membership that still own various overseas territories and dependencies. Yes, even the United States has a number of overseas territories such as Guam, American Samoa, Mariana Islands, Puerto Rico, etc. The sun never sets on the British Empire, right? Well, this is less true today but there are still a large number of territories still claimed by Great Britain as well, same with France. French Guiana in South America is still a French colony and is actually technically part of the European Union. The point is that the UN Security Council allowed these major powers to justify their own imperialism and exercise of power. Russia is exercising its major global power now. I’m not excusing, by any stretch, what Russia is doing at all, but they’re essentially allowed to and the rest of the world can just watch and now stay out of the conflict for the most part. It’s still possible that the very thing that was designed to keep peace around the world by design will end up being the very thing that starts the next major world war. The permanent membership of the Security Council is no longer needed. If there are no countries who can hold veto power over the rest of the world in making resolutions, then countries will be more motivated to work together to solve conflicts and hold major global powers accountable when they clearly overstep their boundaries.
[bookmark: _Toc166419735]Permanent Veto Causes Humanitarian Crises
Elimination of permanent veto status is vital to achieving democracy
Maurizio Massari, UN Representative from Italy, November 2023
“With Violent Conflicts Increasing, Speakers Say Security Council Reforms Crucial to Ensure International Peace, Stability, as General Assembly Begins Debate,” United Nations Press, https://press.un.org/en/2023/ga12562.doc.htm#:~:text=The%20Security%20Council%20cannot%20be,represented%20in%20the%20permanent%20category. (accessed 5-6-2024)
MAURIZIO MASSARI (Italy), speaking on behalf of Uniting for Consensus, said that recent developments have shown the urgent need for reform and how it should no longer be postponed. However, the group does not want reform “at any price”. It calls for comprehensive reform that would make the Council truly representative, democratic, accountable, transparent, effective and adaptable. The group looks forward to discussing the five clusters mentioned in the Assembly’s decision 62/557. Positions still diverge on some main pillars, but no new parallel processes should be created to fast-track the reform. Calling on all Member States to approach the process in good faith and show some flexibility, he said, “We are all eager to ask for something, but, if we really want to succeed in this endeavour, we should also be ready to concede something.” Recalling the group’s proposal for longer-term, re-electable seats, he said it rejects the addition of new permanent members, however, it believes that permanent membership, with or without veto, is undemocratic. He noted there are no guardrails of accountability between permanent members and the wider membership, the Assembly, and said “life tenure” is incompatible with the principles of democracy, accountability and equality among Member States. Under his group’s proposal, everyone benefits — no one is left behind or left out, and everyone gains better access to the Council. Fifty-nine Member States have never served in the Security Council, a little less than one third of the whole membership.  It is high time to offer better access to all.  “All Member States are equal, thus an approach to reform that only serves a few cannot be a solution for the entire membership.”


Veto power is consistently used to justify and uphold mass killings
Jaime Menegus, Staff Editor for the Denver Journal of International Law and Policy, 2013
“Critical Analysis: Can We Abolish the United Nations Security Council Veto? Thoughts in Honor of the +100,000 People Dead So Far In Syria,” Denver Journal of International Law and Policy, https://djilp.org/critical-analysis-can-we-abolish-the-united-nations-security-council-veto-thoughts-in-honor-of-the-100000-people-dead-so-far-in-syria/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
However, one such argument is that the UNSC already has a moral obligation to do better. This obligation, put forward by the four sponsoring States when the UNSC was created 1945, was based on the need to guarantee peaceful relations among the world’s main powers –which needed the assurance of their support to make it sufficiently credible and vigorous. This goal, the Allied Powers argued, could only be achieved by introducing a mechanism to safeguard the vital national interests of the most important UN Member States. The reverse side was the responsibility of these privileged members to maintain international peace and security through the United Nations.[1] The Veto As It Is Used Today The Council has had successes, but its record is more distinguished by its repeated failure to reach agreement on how to adequately deal with threats to peace and security. A principal reason for this has been the refusal of one or another of the Permanent Members to set aside their own interests.[2] Additionally, the veto is often “used in order to protect countries with which [permanent members] have close cultural, economic and/or political ties,” most notoriously in situations of mass genocidal killings.[3]
US veto power prolongs wars
Benjamin Zinevich, liberation author, organizer of Students for Justice in Palestine, March 7, 2024
“Abolish U.S. veto power in the UN Security Council!,” Liberation News, https://www.liberationnews.org/abolish-u-s-veto-power-in-the-un-security-council/ (accessed 5-6-2025)
U.S. veto power: Undemocratic and neo-colonial The U.S. use of its Security Council veto in practice has been one of the sources, if not the leading source, of inaction towards war crimes and crimes against humanity — Israel’s genocide of Gaza and subsequent vetoes by the United States being the most pronounced example. It is time to recognize the undemocratic nature of the Security Council and abolish U.S. veto power.
[bookmark: _Toc166419736]Permanent Veto Causes Wars

Banning the permanent veto is important for word peace
Mohamed A. Jalloh, graduate degree at Washington State University, 2023
“The U.N. should abolish the Security Council veto,” Washington Post, https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2023/06/16/un-should-abolish-security-council-veto/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
Regarding the June 12 news article “U.S. seeks to expand developing world’s U.N. influence”: As commendable as President Biden’s call for more permanent seats on the U.N. Security Council for developing countries is, that is neither the most urgent nor the most important reform needed to save the United Nations from lapsing into insignificance in an increasingly polarized world. The one reform that would achieve that goal is the same one that would guarantee that every member country is held accountable for its actions: namely, abolishing the veto power in the Security Council. That would make it much harder for a single country, however powerful, to defy the rest of the world, dramatically increasing the chances for world peace.
The permanent 5 uphold global inequality
Hannah Ryder is the CEO of Development Reimagined, Senior Associate at the Center for Strategic International Studies Africa Program, et al, 2020
“Decolonizing the United Nations Means Abolishing the Permanent Five,” Foreign Policy, https://foreignpolicy.com/2020/09/17/decolonizing-united-nations-means-abolish-permanent-five-security-council/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
Has the P5’s U.N. status helped to maintain economic imperialism, or has their economic might helped them to maintain their powerful U.N. positions? In some ways it is only the correlation that matters. The U.N.’s structural inability to compel the P5 countries themselves to act decisively for the greater good is often acknowledged as a key justification for change, but this is often countered with economic arguments that we are all better off now. This counter does not hold water. The P5’s failure to distribute economic benefits to the rest of the world despite decolonization is also a structural problem that justifies change. The answer lies in the geopolitical ideals leaders set out back in 1945. The Security Council was conceived on a basis of responsibility and capacity of working collaboratively, rather than on the principle of representation. At that time, after emerging from World War II and meeting in San Francisco, the leaders of the P5 felt themselves to be responsible and capable, despite their colonial pursuits.


The veto power means that major powers can act with absolute impunity
Augusto Lopez-Carlos, Executive Director of the Global Governance Forum, 2022
“The Origins of the UN Veto and Why it Should be Abolished,” Global Governance Forum, https://globalgovernanceforum.org/origins-un-veto-why-it-should-be-abolished/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
Meyer was particularly harsh in his characterization of the veto power seized by the major powers for themselves. Among the consequences of the veto he noted that, “a major power can violate every principle and purpose set forth in the Charter and yet remain a member of the Organization by the lawful use of the veto power expressly granted to it;” amendments to the Charter required ratification by the five veto-wielding powers, a feature that gave them the power to permanently prevent any change or reform whatsoever; and if one of the Big Five was not a party to a dispute, it could “prevent even the investigation of the case by the Security Council.” The veto power would also have consequences for the application of the provisions included in the Charter allowing for the use of force in certain circumstances. Like Clark before him, Meyer cautioned against the “popular misconception” that the weaknesses embedded in the League of Nations Covenant had somehow been addressed in the UN Charter. In fact, Charter members agreed only to voluntarily make available to the Security Council a portion of their military forces when the Council saw fit to take military action. But in practice, the veto granted to the five major powers meant that they would be exempt from such actions being taken against them or against any smaller state which they wished to protect, such as Syria in the case of Russia in recent years. 
[bookmark: _Toc166419737]Permanent Veto Causes Chinese Violence
China uses its UN influence to shield from pressure over human rights abuses
Azeem Ibrahim, Senior Fellow at the Centre for Global Policy and Adj Research Professor at the Strategic Studies Institute, US Army War College, completed his PhD from the University of Cambridge, 2018
“The UN Security Council veto must be abolished,” https://english.alarabiya.net/views/news/middle-east/2018/04/01/The-UN-Security-Council-veto-must-be-abolished (accessed 5-6-2024)
The limits of the United Nations have been exposed again recently as the organisation has failed to take any effective measures in response to the crises in Syria and Myanmar. In both cases, a member of the Permanent Security Council has used their veto to ensure that the entire international system is held hostage: Russia has vetoed any initiative concerning Syria, while China has been consistently opposing measures against the authorities in Myanmar. The fundamental problem is that in the current geopolitical climate where talk of a new ‘Cold War’ is increasingly justified, just about any global crisis is taking on a geopolitical dimension, where at least some members of the Permanent Security Council take every given opportunity to play out their respective global rivalries. America’s veto means nothing will ever be done about Israel and the Occupied Territories, Russia’s veto means that Putin can throw his weight around as much as he wants in the former Soviet sphere of influence, while China’s veto means that Beijing’s Silk Road commercial interests will always take precedence over any humanitarian concerns all across in Asia.
The veto ensures that Russia and China commit crimes against humanity
Sabina Narvaez, Philosophy, Politics, Law and Economics, January 5, 2023
“Veto Power in the Security Council Should Be Abolished,” IE Stork, https://www.iestork.org/veto-power-in-the-security-council-should-be-abolished/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
However, there has been a lot of controversy about how it operates. The Security Council consists of 15 members, five of which are permanent. These five are the victors of the second world war: the UK, the US, China, the Soviet Union (now Russia), and France. As well as having a permanent seat, they have the additional privilege of being able to exercise a veto. This means that any of these five states can unilaterally block any resolution, even if all other members support it. This has significantly impacted the UNSC’s ability to function in the past. During the Cold War, the US and the Soviet Union rarely agreed on international security issues. Each world power was able to use its veto to block resolutions, rendering the UNSC ineffective in a context full of crises and threats to international peace. The Security Council is now more effective. After the Cold War ended, it authorised more peace-keeping missions in a decade than it had in the previous 40 years. However, this wasn’t due to reforms but to a change in the global order. If there was ever another Cold War between any of the five permanent members, the Council would be completely blocked again. Furthermore, even now, there are key conflicts that the UNSC can’t intervene in because of the veto. For example, the US has used its veto to block action on the Israeli-Palestinian conflict 43 times, including resolutions calling for Israel to respect Muslim places of worship and abide by the Geneva Conventions in its military occupation of Palestinian territory. Meanwhile, Amnesty International has accused Russia and China of abusing their veto power during the Syrian war. This includes preventing the UNSC from holding the Syrian government accountable for illegal chemical attacks. Clearly, the veto is still being used by world powers to protect allies who have committed crimes against humanity. 
Elimination of permanent status is key
Gerald Sturgill, Owner of International Indie Collective, 2022
“Eliminate The Permanent Membership of the UN Security Council,” Medium, https://medium.com/digital-global-traveler/eliminate-the-permanent-membership-of-the-un-security-council-8d8b1d2c45d7 (accessed 5-6-2024)
Eliminating the veto power of these five countries will essentially balance the global scale. It will send a message to the rest of the world that aggressive action against other countries is something the rest of the world won’t tolerate. I hope that the world realizes this soon and hope that there is a feasible way to dissolve an originally good-intentioned plan for world peace so that we can maintain some semblance of it.
[bookmark: _Toc166419738]Permanent Veto Causes Israel Violence
Permanent membership emboldens the Gaza war, reverting power to the General Assembly is key
Ibrahim Zuhuree, UN Representative from Maldives, 2023
“With Violent Conflicts Increasing, Speakers Say Security Council Reforms Crucial to Ensure International Peace, Stability, as General Assembly Begins Debate,” United Nations Press, https://press.un.org/en/2023/ga12562.doc.htm#:~:text=The%20Security%20Council%20cannot%20be,represented%20in%20the%20permanent%20category. (accessed 5-6-2024)
IBRAHIM ZUHUREE (Maldives) said the failure of the Council to even agree on a humanitarian ceasefire in the Israel-Gaza crisis clearly shows that discussions of the most pressing security issues cannot be relegated to a small group of Member States.  “The permanent members reflect only 2.5 per cent of the whole membership,” he stressed, expressing support for the expansion of Council membership in both permanent and non-permanent seats which should redress the historical injustices against Africa and include continuous representation of small island developing States and small States.  “We must ensure the restriction of veto use, especially in crises like mass atrocities,” he said, calling for the increase of the substantial role and moral authority of the General Assembly and stressing the importance of a more complete, substantive and analytical account of the Council’s work to the Assembly.
Any reform that keeps veto power in place will prolong the Gaza wars, and other wars
Munir Akram, UN Representative from Pakistan, 2023
“With Violent Conflicts Increasing, Speakers Say Security Council Reforms Crucial to Ensure International Peace, Stability, as General Assembly Begins Debate,” United Nations Press, https://press.un.org/en/2023/ga12562.doc.htm#:~:text=The%20Security%20Council%20cannot%20be,represented%20in%20the%20permanent%20category. (accessed 5-6-2024)
MUNIR AKRAM (Pakistan), aligning himself with Uniting for Consensus, said that the Council has failed so far to stop the slaughter in Gaza.  The inability of its permanent members to agree on decisive action is the primary reason for frequent failures to respond effectively to conflicts.  However, adding new permanent members will statistically multiply the prospects of that paralysis.  Any country seeking a more frequent presence on the Council should be democratically and periodically elected by the General Assembly.  He warned that no model of Council reform can be developed until Member States reconcile the key divergences within the five clusters of issues.  Consideration of the Council’s reform must remain exclusively within the intergovernmental negotiations process, he said, cautioning against duplication at the forthcoming Summit of the Future. 


The permanent veto precludes effectively solving the Gaza conflict
Sofian Akmal Bin Abd Karim, UN Representative from Mayalysia, 2023
“With Violent Conflicts Increasing, Speakers Say Security Council Reforms Crucial to Ensure International Peace, Stability, as General Assembly Begins Debate,” United Nations Press, https://press.un.org/en/2023/ga12562.doc.htm#:~:text=The%20Security%20Council%20cannot%20be,represented%20in%20the%20permanent%20category. (accessed 5-6-2024)
SOFIAN AKMAL BIN ABD KARIM (Malaysia) said that in little more than a month, more than 11,000 Palestinians have been killed.  “We want to see a Security Council that could better respond to current and future challenges,” he said, calling for the veto to be regulated if not abolished because it is ineffective and undemocratic.  “We see the veto as an obstacle to greater accountability and transparency in how the Security Council conducts its business,” he said.  It is “morally indefensible” for one Permanent Member to overrule the wishes of most Member States.  “Unfortunately, we see this time and time again,” he said.  Reforming the Council today will leave a consequential impact on future generations.  He urged all Member States to demonstrate greater political will to work towards a mutually acceptable conclusion in the interest of international peace, security, and prosperity. 



Israel only ignores resolutions because the US would use its veto power over enforcement
Thalif Deen, United Nations Reporter, 2024
“Will Israel Defy Another Security Council Resolution?,” Global Issues, https://www.globalissues.org/news/2024/03/26/36323 (accessed 5-6-2024)
At the same time, even though the ceasefire resolution, if honored, would only stop the fighting for two weeks, it is significant that the United States allowed for even a temporary ceasefire resolution to pass without conditioning it on the release of Israeli hostages, he noted. “This is no doubt a reflection of the growing domestic and international pressure the Biden administration has been facing over its support for Israel's horrific war on the people of Gaza. Whatever the wording of the resolution, however, it is unlikely that Israel will abide by it and the United States would certainly veto any attempt by the United Nations to enforce it,” he declared.
[bookmark: _Toc166419739]Reforms Short of Abolition Fail
Only abolition of permanent members and veto status solves
Azeem Ibrahim, Senior Fellow at the Centre for Global Policy and Adj Research Professor at the Strategic Studies Institute, US Army War College, completed his PhD from the University of Cambridge, 2018
“The UN Security Council veto must be abolished,” https://english.alarabiya.net/views/news/middle-east/2018/04/01/The-UN-Security-Council-veto-must-be-abolished (accessed 5-6-2024)
If international collective action is to become possible again so that we may try to address these ever more acute challenges, a new institutional order will be required. And that new institutional order will neither happen, nor would be effective if it did, so long as the powers that be insist on Permanent Memberships and Vetoes. Everything we need to do to meet the global challenges of this century will require a great deal of consensus. But nothing will get done if every last decision requires absolute consensus amongst global and regional powers with entrenched rivalries and historical axes to grind. Perhaps suggesting the rebuilding of the global institutional order in the age of Trump and Putin seems naive, even misguided. How would such an initiative even get off the ground when the erstwhile pillars of the global order have so thoroughly abandoned the idea of a rule-based world? But China, the world’s fast-rising power, does recognise the value of an international rule system. And it has positioned itself as a defender of the international order. This is promising. What is more, there are benefits for both Putin and Trump’s America to accepting international institutional constraints on their power-plays. Doing so would lower risks of direct confrontation and possible nuclear escalations, it would make the strategic calculations of each side far more predictable, and would most likely lower the costs of play at the geo-strategic poker table. There are reasons why the big players might consider moving in this direction. And the need is very pressing indeed, as the global situation becomes more and more acute. Whether the current crop of world leaders have the foresight to do so, or whether we will be lucky enough that circumstance will force them into doing what needs to be done, remains to be seen. But the direction in which we need to be going is quite clear: Security Council Permanent Memberships and Vetoes must go.
Only abolition solves
Sabina Narvaez, Philosophy, Politics, Law and Economics, January 5, 2023
“Veto Power in the Security Council Should Be Abolished,” IE Stork, https://www.iestork.org/veto-power-in-the-security-council-should-be-abolished/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
The veto does more harm than good, both to the UN’s overarching mission and to the Security Council’s role in it. The UNSC is meant to maintain international peace and stability, which it can’t do when conflicts involving the five permanent members frequently lead to vetoes. In the short run, this sometimes means that the UN fails to maintain peace and stability. In the long run, this will probably also mean that the Security Council is increasingly not the body entrusted with fulfilling this objective, as the General Assembly gains more powers to take action in its place. The only way of preventing both these things from happening is to abolish the veto. 


As long as the UNSC exists, the world cannot work together to solve existential problems
Augusto Lopez-Carlos, Executive Director of the Global Governance Forum, 2022
“The Origins of the UN Veto and Why it Should be Abolished,” Global Governance Forum, https://globalgovernanceforum.org/origins-un-veto-why-it-should-be-abolished/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
Perhaps nothing expresses more eloquently the deeply flawed nature of the distribution of power within the UN than to notice that if the UN had adopted for itself the system of weighted voting adopted by the Bretton Woods institutions in 1944—assume, for argument’s sake, a voting power linked to population size, global GDP share, and a membership share equal for all 193 UN members—Russia´s voting power in the UN today would be equal to 1.68% and rapidly declining since the Russian economy is likely to contract sharply in coming years as a result of the war and associated sanctions. (In fact, the voting power of the United Kingdom and France, two other veto-wielding members, would also be under 2%, 1.41% in the case of the UK and 1.39% in the case of France). The UN veto power has paralyzed the UN at a time when the multiple global crises we confront call for an effective, problem-solving organization that will enhance our capacity for international cooperation. If it is not abolished it will not only hamper the organization in its effort to remain faithful to its noble founding principles, but it will ultimately corrupt its remaining moral authority without which it cannot hope to remain relevant in an interdependent world.
[bookmark: _Toc166419740]Con
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The UN historically has important successes
David Bosco, PhD, professor at American University's School of International Service, 2009
“Why the U.N. Security Council is Still Important,” US News and World Report, https://www.usnews.com/opinion/articles/2009/10/09/why-the-un-security-council-is-still-important (accessed 5-6-2024)
What were the council's greatest successes? The greatest success in terms of the initial vision of the Security Council was probably the first Gulf War, because the initial vision of the council was: This body needs to be ready to stop aggression. Iraq invading Kuwait was a perfect example of that. In terms of kind of keeping the big powers on the same page and allowing room kind of informally for them to agree on things, I would point to the 1948 Berlin blockade, when the council didn't do anything formally, but basically the U.S. and the Soviets negotiated the resolution to that—their U.N. diplomats did—on the margins of Security Council meetings. What were the most interesting moments? Adlai Stevenson's speech during the Cuban missile crisis. That very famous speech that he gave in the Security Council chamber almost didn't happen because there was a lot of confusion in Washington about what kind of speech he should give. The famous confrontation that he had with the Soviet ambassador was almost totally ad-libbed. It's a very intense environment, and you've had a lot of spectacular clashes but also more funny moments. Sergei Lavrov, who was the Russian ambassador for the U.N. for many years and is now the foreign minister . . . became very famous in the Security Council for the doodles he would draw. He would sit during Security Council meetings and make sketches. There's actually a little black market among Security Council diplomats of Sergei Lavrov drawings. Why should U.N. critics read this book? It is too easy to mock the United Nations and to assume that because it's not effective in everything it does, it doesn't play a useful role. It plays a very important role that we would miss. But I also think that U.N. idealists in a sense should read this book as well, because I hope it convinces them that there are just, structurally speaking, real limitations to what the Security Council's going to be able to do. We need to think about managing peace and security as kind of like a patchwork, where you have different institutions that can do different things at different times.


The general assembly has strong power to limit the veto power of the Security Council
Anjali Dayal, associate professor of international politics at Fordham University, 2023
“Security Council Gridlock Isn’t the End of the Diplomacy — It’s the Start,” United Institute of Peace, https://www.usip.org/publications/2023/07/security-council-gridlock-isnt-end-diplomacy-its-start (accessed 5-6-2024)
A permanent member can exercise its veto no matter how unpopular its action is, but the veto can’t change how little support the action has — and the UNGA can underline unpopularity by adopting non-binding resolutions that allow member-states to vote in explicit condemnation of the action. Accordingly, one set of strategies when the UNSC is gridlocked is for delegates in the General Assembly to sponsor and build support for resolutions that condemn P5 inaction or obstruction, as they have done when the P5 have exercised their vetoes or prevented collective action on Syria, Ukraine and Israel-Palestine. Even singularly powerful states that can act easily despite global opposition worry about both their popularity and the UNSC’s legitimacy. Building large coalitions to vote for these resolutions via the traditional diplomatic work of cultivating slow, patient relationships, and appealing to universal values embedded in the U.N. Charter, facilitates and underscores a P5 member’s diplomatic isolation on a particular issue. The UNGA has also established new mechanisms for holding the UNSC to account. In April 2022, after a years-long campaign initially spearheaded by Lichtenstein and eventually co-sponsored by 83 member states — including France, the United Kingdom and the United States — UNGA passed a resolution requiring any P5 state exercising its veto to explain why to the UNGA. The mechanism shifts the veto from the end of a diplomatic conversation at the UNSC to the beginning of an exchange with the larger body.


[bookmark: _Toc166419742]Security Council Solves Iran/North Korea
The United Nations Security Council prevents North Korea and Iranian proliferation
Uri Friedman, contributing writer at The Atlantic and the senior editorial director at the Atlantic Council, 2022
“How the UN Security Council Can Reinvent Itself,” The Atlantic, https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2022/07/un-security-council-russia-ukraine/661501/ (accessed 5-6-2024)
And for all its flaws, the Security Council itself isn’t yet a lost cause. The institution has managed (for now) to continue conducting non-Ukraine business by, for example, reauthorizing an African Union mission in Somalia and extending a UN mission in Afghanistan. “We understand that behind the scenes the Chinese in particular are leaning on the Russians [and] saying: ‘Don’t let this spread. We have an interest in the UN remaining effective in places like Afghanistan and we don’t want you to blow this all up,’” Gowan told me. He thinks the council retains value as “a place where the big powers can hash out a certain range of security issues,” such as sanctions against North Korea over its nuclear-weapons program or the now-languishing international agreement to limit Iran’s nuclear program.
Limiting North Korean nuclear sophistication solves nuclear war
John Warden, Senior Fellow, Pacific Forum, at CSIS and Ankit Panda, Adjunct Senior Fellow, Federation of American Scientists, 2019
“Goals for any arms control proposal with North Korea,” Bulletin of Atomic Scientists, https://thebulletin.org/2019/02/goals-for-any-arms-control-proposal-with-north-korea/ (accessed 5-8-2024)
The case for agreements to limit North Korea’s nuclear weapons capability. For the United States, South Korea, and Japan, the goal should be to prove the optimists right—even if only in retrospect—by encouraging North Korea to accept a nuclear force posture consistent with a narrow, defensive view of the utility of nuclear weapons. As North Korea’s nuclear capability increases in size and sophistication, the Kim regime will gain greater confidence that it can successfully execute nuclear strikes in a conflict with the United States while living to fight another day. As a result, North Korea may be tempted to initiate provocations, escalate crises, or even risk war, thinking that its nuclear capabilities would allow it to favorably manage an escalating conventional conflict if necessary.


Iranian proliferation leads to escalatory nuclear war and proliferation throughout the Middle East
Alireza Nader, Senior Policy Analyst, RAND Corporation, 2013
“Iran After the Bomb How Would a Nuclear-Armed Tehran Behave?,” RAND, https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/research_reports/RR300/RR310/RAND_RR310.sum.pdf (accessed 5-8-2024)
An inadvertent or accidental nuclear exchange between Israel and Iran is a dangerous possibility. However, there is not much evidence to suggest that rogue elements could have easy access to Iran’s nuclear weapons, even if the Islamic Republic were to collapse. Elements of the political elite, including Mahmoud Ahmadinejad, may be fervent Mahdists or millenarians, but their views are not relevant to nuclear weapons and are unlikely to have a large role in Iran’s nuclear decisionmaking. There is substantial evidence to suggest that Iran would not be greatly emboldened by a nuclear weapons capability. Nevertheless, Iran’s possession of nuclear weapons will create greater instability in the Middle East. An accidental or inadvertent nuclear exchange between Iran and Israel would be a dangerous possibility. Moreover, quite aside from how Iran might behave, its possession of nuclear weapons could arguably set off a cascade effect, encouraging other regional rivals to move in the same direction. This potential effect falls outside the scope of this study but is worth careful consideration, as the capabilities and incentives for each candidate—for example, Saudi Arabia, Egypt, or Turkey—need to be examined individually.


[bookmark: _Toc166419743]Answer to “Humanitarian Crises” Advantage
Security Council gridlock is key to motivating peace-building action in the General Assembly
Anjali Dayal, associate professor of international politics at Fordham University, 2023
“Security Council Gridlock Isn’t the End of the Diplomacy — It’s the Start,” United Institute of Peace, https://www.usip.org/publications/2023/07/security-council-gridlock-isnt-end-diplomacy-its-start (accessed 5-6-2024)
The UNGA is sometimes understood as the weakest body within the U.N. system because it cannot pass binding resolutions, has a one-country, one-vote structure, and is a primarily deliberative body — but in some ways, it has the most space for diplomatic innovation when the UNSC is beset by inaction. There is even an argument that the UNSC’s gridlock strengthened its relationship with the UNGA in 2022, with the UNSC invoking the “Uniting for Peace” resolution to refer Russia’s invasion of Ukraine to UNGA, and then new diplomatic momentum for formal UNGA mechanisms following a P5 veto — both moves that could democratize UNSC decision-making. Powerful states often lose in the UNGA — and indeed, for the U.N. system to retain its legitimacy and the investment that its other member states make in it, sometimes the P5 must lose. Accordingly, the UNGA is a place where states can build counter-hegemonic coalitions that challenge powerful states, hold an anti-colonial line and try to pressure the P5.
Veto-based gridlock is good for promoting peacekeeping
Anjali Dayal, associate professor of international politics at Fordham University, 2023
“Security Council Gridlock Isn’t the End of the Diplomacy — It’s the Start,” United Institute of Peace, https://www.usip.org/publications/2023/07/security-council-gridlock-isnt-end-diplomacy-its-start (accessed 5-6-2024)
Gridlock at the U.N. Security Council draws headlines, but it never truly grinds diplomatic and humanitarian work to a halt. Instead, concerned parties approach the threat of the veto as the beginning of diplomatic creativity. They deploy procedural, negotiated and informal tools at the U.N. General Assembly, in the Security Council and via the U.N. Secretariat when faced with explicit obstruction from the five permanent members of the Security Council, seeking out alternative pathways for action when a permanent member blocks multilateral conflict resolution, humanitarian assistance or decision making.

[bookmark: _Toc166419744]Answer to “Israel Violence” Advantage
US veto at the UN is vital to alliances, including Israel
Elliott Abrams, Senior Fellow for Middle Eastern Studies at CFR, 2023
“Why “Reforming” the United Nations Security Council Is a Bad Idea,” Council on Foreign Relations, https://www.cfr.org/blog/why-reforming-united-nations-security-council-bad-idea (accessed 5-6-2024) 
The veto is a critical tool of self-defense for the United States in the UN, and for the defense of U.S. allies. The president says we should "refrain from the use of the veto, except in rare, extraordinary situations.” Between 1973 and 2021 we used the veto 53 times to protect Israel from unfair, unbalanced, hostile resolutions. Are all those “rare” and “extraordinary” situations—or par for the course in the UN? And how does permitting the passage of bad resolutions that undermine U.S. interests make the Council “credible and effective?” I wish I believed the president were speaking cynically and realizes that Security Council reform is bad for the United States and unlikely to happen. But there’s no evidence of this, so I will have to hope that the current “reform” efforts fail as all past ones have.
The United States needs that alliance leverage to limit Israeli violence
Tovah Lazaroff, columnist at Jerusalem Post, 2024
“Blinken, Borrell call for diplomatic solution to Israeli-Hezbollah conflict,” Jerusalem Post, https://www.jpost.com/arab-israeli-conflict/article-781113 (accessed 5-7-2024)
He said that “from Lebanon’s perspective it is not in the interest of Lebanon to see any escalation. So the question is in large part Hezbollah and what actions it will take” and how countries with ties to Hezbollah can use their influence to calm the situation. “For us, to use our own diplomacy to see if we can find a way to produce some more sustained calm in northern Israel and southern Lebanon.” Blinken’s expected trip to Israel this week follows a visit to Israel on Thursday by US special envoy Amos Hochstein. Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu told Hochstein on Thursday that Israel is committed to bringing about a fundamental change on its border with Lebanon, according to a statement from his office. Defense Minister Yoav Gallant told Hochstein that the window for diplomacy was closing. As part of the diplomatic blitz expected this week, German Foreign Minister Annalena Baerbock will visit Israel and Lebanon. Counselor of the US Department of State Derek Chollet and Assistant Secretary for Near Eastern Affairs Barbara Leaf will also be in the region this week, visiting Jordan and Israel. European Union foreign policy chief Josep Borrell visited Lebanon on Saturday and called for a diplomatic solution, including the implementation of UN Security Council 1701, which set out the ceasefire terms that ended the Second Lebanon War. That resolution mandates that the only armed group that can exist on Israel’s border is the Lebanese army and not a non-state actor such as Hezbollah. “I think that the war can be prevented, has to be avoided, and diplomacy can prevail to look for a better solution,” Borrell said during a joint press conference with Lebanese Foreign Minister Abdallah Bou Habib. “It is imperative to avoid a regional escalation in the Middle East, it is absolutely necessary to avoid Lebanon being dragged into a regional conflict. This is the last thing Lebanon needs,” Borrell stated. What is Outbrain “More than 70,000 civilians have already been displaced in Lebanon, 200,000 in northern Israel. Almost 50,000 olive trees have been burnt on the border,” he explained. “Nobody stands to gain from a regional conflict,” Borrell said, adding that he was directing this message to both Israel and Hezbollah. “Diplomatic channels have to be open to signal that the war is not the only option, is the worst option, and to keep working on a diplomatic solution,” he said during a joint press conference with Lebanese caretaker Foreign Minister Abdallah Bou Habib.
[bookmark: _Toc166419745]Answer to “Chinese Violence” Advantage
The United Nations is taking strong action against Chinese violations in the status quo
Anouk Wear and Megan Prangley Khoo, research and policy advisors at the international NGO Hong Kong Watch, 2024
“China tried, but failed, to prevent UN scrutiny of its human rights violations,” Radio Free Asia, https://www.rfa.org/english/commentaries/china-rights-upr-01232024151835.html (accessed 5-6-2024)
Small but mighty. This phrase summarizes Hong Kong, and the Hong Kong, Uyghur, Tibetan, and other advocates who campaigned to call attention to China’s human rights violations at the United Nations Universal Periodic Review (UPR) of China in Geneva Tuesday. Despite China’s best efforts to spread disinformation, the truth prevailed. It all started last May, as we testified to the egregious human rights violations of the Chinese and Hong Kong authorities before the UN Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women in Geneva. As two of approximately ten non-governmental organization representatives defending the basic civil liberties of China, Hong Kong, Xinjiang, and Tibet under international law, we were far outnumbered by representatives of the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) who said our “flawed comments on the human rights situation in Hong Kong” were based on “false information” and “distorted narratives.” The surreal scenario left us feeling threatened, yet motivated us to continue calling out the ongoing human rights crisis in Hong Kong and other regions.
China does not have control of United Nations policies towards human rights
Courtney Fung, PhD, Nonresident Fellow at the Lowy Institute, 2022
“Mixed report card: China’s influence at the United Nations,” Lowy Institute, https://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/mixed-report-card-china-s-influence-united-nations (accessed 5-6-2024)
This Analysis paper finds that China’s targeted and uneven investment across four areas has yielded mixed results for Beijing. As PRC elites themselves note, China is still learning how to translate material contributions into tangible influence. China’s initial years outside the United Nations, coupled with its first decades of membership in virtual diplomatic self-isolation, have set it back in terms of administrative know-how in the UN system. The liberal values that have been at the very core of the United Nations since its founding are remarkably durable, with support from other leading states, UN officials, and civil society largely counterbalancing efforts by China and a like-minded cohort of primarily non-democratic countries to refocus the UN agenda and mission. Despite relative decline, the United States and numerous European countries still collectively maintain outsized influence over the United Nations, including through senior appointments in some of its most high-profile bodies. The publicised suspicion of PRC contributions to the United Nations will not make China’s efforts to shape the body any easier. China’s efforts have yet to guarantee its unfettered success in influencing the United Nations.


China will use its influence on the Human Rights Council, not the Security Council, to gain influence over its abuses
Lindsay Maizland, senior editor at the Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 2019
“Is China Undermining Human Rights at the United Nations?,” Council on Foreign Relations, https://www.cfr.org/in-brief/china-undermining-human-rights-united-nations (accessed 5-6-2024)
The Human Rights Council, like its predecessor, the Commission on Human Rights, has long been criticized for including countries with dire records on human rights as members. The United States joined it in 2009, and in 2018 the Trump administration withdrew from it. China has unparalleled power—money, alliances, and accompanying influence—to undercut international human rights institutions. Yu-Jie Chen, New York University School of Law But experts fear that China’s actions in the council could result in an even weaker human rights system—one that prioritizes the interests of states above those of individuals. Victims of abusive governments from Myanmar to Syria could end up with even less hope for accountability, writes analyst Sophie Richardson. Beijing has been making advances. “China has unparalleled power—money, alliances, and accompanying influence—to undercut international human rights institutions,” says Yu-Jie Chen, an expert at New York University. “It’s also aware it has this power, which is why we have seen it become much more aggressive.”
The Human Rights council is the problem, not the Security Council
Ayat Hamza, JD Candidate at UNC Law, 2021
“Bolstering the Role of U.N. Treaty Bodies: A Possible Solution to the Chinese Uighur Crisis with Potentially Far-Reaching Implications,” North Carolina Journal of International Law, https://scholarship.law.unc.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=2111&context=ncilj (accessed 5-6-2024)
To that end, China has used different U.N. political bodies, like the Human Rights Council, to pursue its state-sovereignty agenda.8 This trend has become more pronounced in recent years,9 indicating that China’s assertiveness within the Human Rights Council may be linked to its growing political clout.
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