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THE UN AT 50 

Statement by Prime Minister of India at the UN 

(24 October, 1995) 

Half a century ago t<xlay, world leaders gathered together 
to create an institution of the peoples of the world to 
save succeeding generations from the scourge of war. 
That was a momentous event in human history. 

Today, in commemorating the event, wtiook back and 
find that the UN's successes have been many. Critics 
tend to concentrate upon failures, but on an objective 
appraisal, the UN remains humankind's beacon of hope. 
The combined UN family has made commendable ef
forts for the overall well-being of mankind. 

If the relevance of the United Nations is to continue, we 
will now need to address the root causes of what afflicts 
hllmankind. Looking into the causes even casually, nu
clear weapons still loom large, nowhere near abolition. 
Poverty and under-development are pervasive in many 
continents. International terrorism haunts the innocent. 
Harmony in pluralistic societies, whose number is the 
largest, is being disrupted by increasing fundamentalist 
trends based on exclusivism and intolerance, in many 
cases hatred. 

Mr. President, for several decades the spell of the Cold 
War gripped the global community almost completely. 
The Cold War brought a dual approach to every depart
ment of human life - politicS, economics, war, peace, 
societal questions, art, literature ... everything. The pub
lic and the private, the individual and the collective, the 
orthodox and the liberal, the status quo and the pro
change - all these dualities have to be resolved, not in 
theory, but in reality to bring happiness to Man and also 
to suit individual conditions. While no system can work 
without a philosophical underpinning, the present junc
ture provides new opportunities to address problems, 
without the morbid preoccupations of the earlier con
frontations. 

Mr. President, the task of statesmanship has always been 
to sift the permanent from the ephemeral. Emphasis on 
commonality is therefore of the essence in the world of 
tomorrow which, paradoxically, tends to shrink in physi
cill distance, but threatens to fall apart in many other 
respects every moment. 

There can be no security for anyone in a world bristling 
with nuclear weapons. Deterrence is a false belief. 
When some possess those weilpons for iln indefinite time, 

it becomes a tempting objective for others, too, leading 
consequently to proliferation which is impoSSible to po
lice for all time. The idea of a permanent limited number 
of nuclear states is thus unrealistic and self-defeating. I 
would make a fervent appeal to this august body to take 
credible steps for the complete elimination of all nu
clear weapons within a stipulated time- frame. India's 
Action Plan presented in 1988 in this behalf could serve 
as an appropriate starting point. India looks upon it es
sentially as a proposal inspired by Gandhian Ixinciples 
and is fully commilled to it. 

The world's greatest danger today is the spread of ter
rorism. When sponsored and supported by states, ter
rorism becomes another means of waging war. The in
ternational community must therefore resolve to com
bat this menace since it threatens the very basis of peace
ful societies. 

The realities today are trans-ideological. The crying need 
of a vast majority of nations is all-round development. 
This has to be priority one for a long time. We need a 
vision of global harmony and cooperation, transcending 
many atavistic tendencies. And here, Mr. President, the 
message of Mahatma Gandhi, the Apostle of Peace and 
Non-violence, could lead the world to a safe haven in 
the coming millennium. 

Mr. President, the United Nations today includes a much 
larger number of independent, sovereign states than when 
it began. In such a context, the UN cannot afford to be 
seen as either exclusivist or incomplete, either in ap
pearance or in ouLiook. In particular, adequate pres
ence of developing countries is needed in the Security 
Council on the basis of objective criteria: nations of the 
world must feel that their stakes in global peace and pros
perity are factored into the UN's decision-making. 

At this 50th Anniversary of the UN, we thus have the 
task of making the United Nations truly and effectively 
the globell repository of humankind's aspirations. Right
Ihinking nations and peoples working together have in 
the past achieved miracles. I am confident that they can 
do so again. India will be proud and happy to be part of 
such an endeavour. 

I have deliberately kept bilateral rllilllcrs out of this short 
illtervent ion. 



UN ANNIVERSARY - THE NEXT 50 YEARS 

by J.N. Dixit 

On September 19, the United Nations completed half a 
century of its existence with much introspection and 
analysis about its future role. The contrast between the 
circumstances which existed at the time of its creation 
and those which exist today made this exercise impera
tive. 

The process commenced with the first ever Security 
Council summit held on January 18,1992, and came to 
an end in the international conference on women held 
in Beijing. There were also conferences on environment 
(Rio), on population (Cairo), on human rights (Vienna), 
on social development (Copenhagen) and on the Non
Proliferation Treaty (New York) in between. Academic 
institutions and think-tanks stretching from Australia to 
Canada, and from Brazil to Japan, held a series of dis
cussions and seminars on the future of the UN during 
1994 and 1995. 

Varied views and a wide range of recommendations, at 
times contradictory to each other, came out of these 
meetings. There was, however, a consensus on the fol
lowing points: 

(1) 	 The UN remains profoundly relevant for main
taining international peace and security and for 
ensuring a just world order in social and economic 
terms; 

(2) 	 In this cOhtext, member states and people all over 
the world should be supportive of a more active 
role for the UN, especially in the social, develop
mental and human rights spheres; 

(3) 	 The UN should be provided with adequate man
power and financial resources to play an active 
role; 

(4) 	 The UN and its main organs should be restruc
tured and expanded, and its functions and proce
dures rationalised to make the organisation more 
effectively representative of the aspirations of the 
peoples of the world; and 

(5) 	 The member states should be willing to voluntar
ily abdicate concerns of state sovereignty in the 
interest of global stability, peace and develop
ment. 

How far these objectives will get transformed 10 reality 
depends on two factors: First, the ability of the five per
manent members of the Security Council to rise above 
strategic and political concerns to make the UN iln d
fective multilateral instrument to fulfil the objectives for 
which it was created. Secondly, the capacity of Ihe re 
maining member states to exert pressure on the great 
powers to move away from subjugating the UN and its 
organs to realpolitik. 

The point to examine is whether these two requirements 
are likely to be met. The most rclevant criteria for this 
assessment are the ground realities and policies of mem
ber states regarding the UN since the end of the cold 
war, the point of time from which contemporary trends 
impinging on the future role of the UN commenced. The 
picture which emerges compels one to be somewhat 
pessimistic. All important governmental and non-gov
ernmental entities support a more active role for the UN, 
but it remains strapped for financial resources and its 
activities, both existing and intended, are subject to the 
strategic interests and political orientations of the five 
permanent members, especially the four Western mem • 
bers, and their other important European allies and Ja
pan. Secretary-General Boutros Ghali has expressed 
increasing concern about the lack of resources available 
to the UN and narrower political interests afrecting its 
activities. 

The UN's peace-keeping operations since 1989-90 have 
been less than a success in overall terms. While the 
Secretary-General's important recommendations entitled 
the "Agenda for Peace" stood generally endorsed, im 1 

1plementation of some of his recommendations shows 
that proposals in that document were impractical in some 
resrects and politically unacceptable in other respects. 

All the international conferences enumerated in the pre
vious paragraphs reached decisions which were idealis
tic, but each one of them faces the problems of member 
states either being unwilling or unable (to use the apt 
American slang) "to put their money where their mouth 
is" . This limitation applies across Ihe board to the con
ferences held on environment, population control, sus
tained development and whatever. The manner in which 
the outcome of the UN conference on the ext~nsion of 
the Non-Proliferation Treaty was orchestrated~ and the 
sorry predicament which the UN faces in the Balkan cri
sis, exemplify the marginalisation of the UN by certain 
countries or certain groups of countries which, while 
using thc UN label as a convenience, have taken both 
law and action into their own hands irrespective of the 
views of a majority of members of the organisation. 

As far as the restructuring and expansion of the Security 
Council, with other organs of the UN, to democratise it 
and make its functioning more representative goes, three 
out of the five permanent members have assiduously 
worked for the balance of influence and leadership re
maining in the hands of the Western advanced indus
trial countries. These are tile realities wllich should in
form the deliberations of the General Assembly session, 
especially Ihe exchange of views between the I-leads of 
SliJle amJ Government when they meet eilch other dur
ing tile commemorative 50th anniversary session. The 
most important set of recommendations regarding restruc
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turing the UN are containeu in a document coiled liThe 
Report of the Independent Working Group on the Fu
ture of the United Nations". 

The group was co-chaired by Mr Moin Qureishi, former 
Prime Minister of Pakistan, and Mr Richard von 
Weizsacker, former President of Germany. India was 
represented on this group by Mr Muchkund Dubey, 
former Foreign Secretary. The main recommendations 
of the group were: (a) to expand the membership of the 
Security Council to 23 with 5 new permanent members, 
and to limit the veto of those permanent members only 
to matters falling under Chapter VII of the UN Charter 
empowering the UN to take punitive action; (b) the group 
also recommended a joint working group-with members 
from the Assembly and the Security Council to promote 
global disarmament, starting at the regiohal level. 

The political complexities and competitiveness which 
would affect the implementation of this recommenda
tion need not be dilated upon, with the United States 
only qesiring Japan and Germany to be added to the 
Sccurity Council at present, and a general reluctance on 
the part of the five permanent members to amend the 
UN Charter. The third recommendation is to bifurcate 
the present ECOSOC into two separate councils - an 
Economic Council and a Social Council. This is an ex
ercise in institutional and bureaucratic expansion which 
will only increase administrative expenditure without any 
impact on social or economic problems. 

In the section dealing with leadership, organisation and 
resources, the working group talks about the creation of 
a committee of permanent representatives of member 
states to advise on these matters and appeals to member 
states to give firm long-term commitments to pay their 
assessment, including a re-evaluation of the assessment 
formally. When member states are not even paying their 
assessed dues at present, a piquant situation where the 
most affluent are the most guilty in this respect, it would 
be unrealistic to expect any sudden change of heart on 
the part of member states on this issue. 

It is in this context that the view expressed by this inde
pendent working group in its Chapter on "Challenges to 
Humanity at Century's End" is apt and to the point. The 
report says: "It is often the shortcomings of the UN that 
receive attention. Its members have frequently expressed 
their disappointment at the organisation's performance 
with little regard for the faclthat it can only be as effec
tive as the Governments allow it to be." 

The 50th session of the General Assembly should not 
just be a commemoration of a celebration, but an occa
sion for collective and critical introspection by member 
states, specially by the more powerful among them, to 
determine whether they really wish the United Nations 
to be an effective instrument for ensuring the well-being 
of the people of the world, or whether it should remain 
just a political convenience. 

(INDIAN EXPRESS, 26 September, 1995) 

FIFTY YEARS OF PEACEMAKING 

by K. Subrahmanyam 

Next week, the UN celebrates its 50th birthday. It is 
appropriate to have a critical and objective analysis of 
the role, achievements and shortcomings of the UN. 

The UN was set up to avert the possibility of another 
world war. The veto was instituted to ensure that no 
decision would be taken which would drive one of the 
major five powers to resort to war. The vote and the 
nuclear deterrence, both reprehenSible in different ways, 
ensured that no world war occurred though the nations 
of the world armed themselves to the teeth. Since 1945 
there has been no world war despite the prolonged cold 
war, high intensity wars in the developing world involv
ing major powers and other regional wars. The credit 
for this goes to the UN. 

The international body, however, was an abysmal fail· 
ure in promoting disormament. The decline in arms ac
cumulations after 1987 had nothing to do with the UN. 
It was mostly due to the internal contradictions of the 
Communist system, leading to internal economic col
lapse of the Soviet Union. The UN did not succeed in 
averting any of the wars from happening, nor was it able 
to stop any of the wars . When wars stopped, they were 
due to their own internal dynamics and not because of 
UN intervention. In other words, of all organs of the 

UN, the Security Council has the most dismal record for 
its performance. 

The last 50 years of the UN's existence witnessed the 
decolonisation process, though, by and large, 
decolonisation became inevitable because economically 
colonies became unviable and unmanageable. Still, UN 
can claim some credit in accelerating the process. 
At the same time, it needs to be recorded that 
decolonisation in the later period resulted in the crea
tion of mini and micro states which could easily be ma
nipulated by the major powers with military might and 
economic resources. Only history will judge whether 
this kind of decolonisation was an unmixed blessing. 

The UN did play an active role in the struggle against 
apartheid. Though India raised the banner against 
apartheid as early as in 1946, it took nearly 48 years for 
the citadel of apartheid - South Africa - to crumble. 
The long struggle against apartheid did not reflect much 
credit on those nations which today preach loudly on 
human rights. However, the final evolution of the UN 
as a body representing nation states covering the entire 
globe is a remarkable achievement and, with all its short
comings, comes close to the establishment of a parlia. 
ment of human kind. 
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The achievements of the UN were in areas which are 
not spectacular and high profile but all the same remark
able. The law of the sea established the concept of the 
common heritage of mankind. The declaration of hu
man rights proclaimed the equality of all human beings 

,in principle irrespective of religion, colour and ethnic
ity. Gender equality has been Significantly advanced. 

Though environmental consciousness took long to de
velop, of late there has been considerable progress in 
that area. UNCTAD and UNDP have contributed sig
nificantly to development programmes and indirectly to 

poverty alleviation. WHO, though not a UN agency and 
still dominated by the major industrial powers, is yet 
anotller step in global integration. 

In other words, wherever the UN is not dominated by 
the former or present imperialist powers, it has done 
very well. The UN is an imperative need of modern day 
international existence and its main problem is the dis
proportionate domination of great powers and conse
quent lack of democracy in its functioning. It merits a '13 
plus' for its performance. It can do much better if it has 
independent sources of finance. 

(THE ECONOMIC TIMES, 21 October, 1995) 

GLOBAL EQUITY SEEMS MORE ELUSIVE AS UN TURNS 50 

by C. Uday Bhaskar 

The United Nations (UN) now celebrating its 50th anni
versary (October 22-24) presents a picture of the pathetic 
and the heroic. The abject pathos stems from the fact 
that the organisation is flat broke and the member-states 
who owe it US $3.7 billion do not seem inclined to pay 
their dues. Concurrently the UN owes $900 million to 
those states who contributed towards Peacekeeping 
Operations (PKO) and is running a $5 million bill per 
day for current PKO commitments. Yet the show goes 
on and this is the heroic aspect for, notwithstanding all 
the criticism and brick-bats showered on it, the organi
sation is trying valiantly to adapt to new circumstances 
and pressures. 

On balance, at 50 the UN presents a mixed track record 
and while there is cause for modest cheer in certain areas 
of collective endeavour, in other crucial fields the need is 
more for reflection and rumination over what went wrong. 
Thus, it is appropriate that the ringing declaration adopted 
by the UN General Assembly calling for "an end to con
flicts and saving the future generations from the scourge 
of wars and racial hatred" also exhorted the members not 
to "repcatthe errors of the past" . 

Created as it was in the aftermath of World War II, the 
exclusivity of Yalta in 1945 has been preserved and de
terminedly nurtured. This is at the heart of the many ills 
that plague the functioning of the UN. 

Whether political, military or economic - the kind of 
multilateral ism that WaS allowed to evolve over the last 
50 years ensured that the interests of the dominant few 
were furthered at the expense of the improver
ished majority variously described as the Third World or 
the South. 

SECURITY COUNCIL PREVAILS 

The UN in 1995 is increaSingly perceived as being pe
ripheral to global dynamics where the US occupies a 
unipolar politico-military perch and the G-? provides the 
economic muscle. Nowhere is the marginalisation of 
the UN more evident than in the current [3osnian crisis 
where an elusive peace has finally been imposed not by 

UN efforts but by a US-led NATO military force. This is 
a potentially distressing precedent for it is predicated on 
the inflexible assumption that US troops will never oper
ate under UN command and salute the UN flag. 

Given the corporate nature of the UN organisation and 
the rules of procedure, the UN can only be what the all 
powerful Security Council lets it be. Even today if it is 
broke, it is because the biggest defaulters are the US 
which by its own admission owes the UN $1.4 billion, 
followed by $500 million clue from Russia. Where the 
core national interests of the members of the UNSC have 
been involved in the furtherance of a global aim, it is 
sad but true that the [3ig Five (USA, Russia, China, France 
and UK) have betrayed the trust reposed in them by their 
less privileged brethren. 

This reality cannot be glossed over and in the last 50 
years the UN has been a mute witness as its structures 
were explOited and manipulated to protect and further 
the interests of the UNSC members. 

The de-colonization of the globe after World War II is 
an undoubted feather in the UN cap, as also some 
PKO. The most significant achievement that is often 
glossed over is in primary health and child-care: May 
8, 1980, should shine in the annals of worid history 
for on that day the WHO officially declared the 
dreaded smallpox disease as eradicated globally. This 
emphatically proves the truism that with adequate 
political will and sincere global support, the UN can 
come up trumps . 

The inability of the UN to evolve an eCjuitable order has 
been most glaring in the post Cold War years. It is often 
seen as a fig leaf for furthering the agenda of the US-led 
western powers and this was palpable in the 1991 Gulf 
War, the manner in which the nuclear non-prol iferation 
treaty (NPT) was permanently extended in May 1995 
and the apparent resolution of the l30snian crisis. 

PREAMBLE A FARCE 

This perception is paradoxial for the mooel within the 
US Congress seems to be one of dis<lssociating the USA 
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from thc UN though Presj(~ent CI~n.ton is cOlllllli~ted ~o 
keeping the US on board. rhc U.S IS c.lIrrcnlly .lIured 111 

'insovcntion' -thc mood betwccn Isolation and Ifllerven
lion and is revicwing its own position wilhin the politi
cal spacc thai a preelection year allows. 

A scrutiny of the track-record shows lip the structural! 
organizational short.-coming~ of the UN, ~nd the gre.at
esl irony is in the field of disarmament. rhe very first 
resolution adopted by the UNGA on January 24, 1946 
dwell on the peaceful use of atomic energy and sought 
the elimination of all atomic weapons and other weap
ons of mass destruction. Fifty years later the same world 
body has - albeit under 'benign arrn-twjiting' - legiti
mised possession of nuclear weapons in the hands of 
the Big Five - now the Permanent Nuclear Five. 

The current nuclear regime is patently discriminatory but 
yet has received consensual support and is packaged as 
Ihe recognition of certain rcalities in the global pecking 
order. This protection of vested interests extends to the 
econon1ic arena as well and no less an official than the 
UNSG Mr Ghali bemoaned at the Cartagena NAM sum
mit (Oct 20) that the so-called New Inlernational Eco

nomic Order and its organs like the WTO were neither 
eCjuitable nor democratic, only favouring affluent nations. 
1 hcse developments only IJnderscore the contrast with 
the original UN charter. 

The preamble to the UN charter refers to the need "to 
reaffirm faith in the equal rights of men and women and 
of nations large and small... to establish conditions un
der which justice and respect for the obligations arising 
from treaties and other sources of international law can 
be maintained." 

The recent travesty of events reduces this preamble to a 
farce and it would not be an exaggeration to suggest that 
in the present dispensation natural justice and democ
racy that are enshrined as fundamental human rights are 
practiced more in their breach than observance at the 
UN where an Orwellian order reigns. The need to truly 
democratise the UN and its Security Council cannot be 
adequately reiterated but since explOitation is endemic 
to hierarchy and power - be it gender based, societal, 
political or economic - equity in international relations 
and in the functioning of the UN seems more elusive on 
the 50th anniversary. 

(T/-IE PIONEER, 23 OctoiJcr, 1995) 

BURY THE PAST WITH THE NEW UN DECLARATION 
\ '. 

\: 
by K. Subrahmanyam 

The Declaration on the 501.h anniversary of the United 
Nations may not receive greater consideration at the 
hands of the powerful nations than the original UN char
ter itself. Yet in some respects it is a very meaningful 
document. Unlike the charter formulated by the three 
victorious powers of the second World War and endorsed 
by 48 of their allies, Ihis document has been finalised by 
185 nations representing the entire humanity. The dec
laration pays attention to maintenance of global peace, 
development issues, equality among nations, justice and 
rule of law. /3esides, it calls for reforming the UN to 
meet the challenges of the 21 st century. 

The section on global peace highlights two aspects of 
interest to multi-ethnic, multi-religious andilluiti-cultural 
nations like India. It clarifies that the principle of self
determination is not to be construed as authorising or 
encouraging any action that would dismember or il1l
pa~r totally, or in part, the territorial integrity or political 
ul1lty of sovereign and independent states; more so, states 
that conduct themselves in compliance with the princi
ple of eCjual rights, and provide a government that repre
sents all without distinction of any kind. The present 
formulation adopted by the entire UN should sllpersede 
res.olutions adopted by the Security Council during Ihe 
height of the Cold War when il was influenced by great 
power rivalry. 

COMMON THREAT 

The UN declaration also calls on the international com
munity to act together to defeat common threats such 
as terrorism in all its forms, transnational organised crime, 
illicit trade in arms and the production, consumption and 
trafficking of narcotics. The Government of India should 
make it clear that its stand on the Kashmir issue is fully 
vindicated by this UN declaration. Therefore, one ex
pects other nations, including Pakistan and the US, to 
abide by the spirit of the declaration. 

The UN declaration refers to sovereign equality of na
tions four times in its text. It lays down that the contin
ued promotion and development of international law 
must be pursued with a view to ensuring that relations 
between states arc based on the principles of justice, 
sovereign eqlJality, universally recognised principles of 
international law and respect for the rule of law. India's 
stand on non-proliferation is based on these very princi
ples. The NPT denies the principle of sovereign equal
ity and divides nations into nuclear and non-nuclear 
powers. It is ironic that in the year when the UN adopted 
this declaration proclaiming the sovereign equality of 
all nations and universal applicability of international 
IJw, the highly discriminatory and privileged possession 
of nuclear weapons was legitimised by 178 nations. 

5 



The declaration also reiterates the affirmationi>y the UN 
Charter of the dignity and worth of the human person 
and the equal righls of men and women. Il reaffirms lhal 
all human righls are universal, indivisible, interdepend
ent and interrelated. The UN should not preach this 
principle to nation-states and individuals if the org,misa
tion itself does not embody this principle in its own func
tioning. 

The declaration accepts that the Security Council should 
be expanded in a way that will further strengthen its ca
pacity and effectiveness and enhance its representative 
character. The .Ialler cannot be achieved and the dignity 
and worth of the human person and their equal rights 
would not get due recognition unless the Security Coun
cil is reconstituted to give represenlation among its 

permanent rnerlli>ers 10 the majority of the IHlIlIan kind, 
helonging to various religions, cultures and races. 

NOT POSSIBLE 
even after 50 years of its establislllllent there is still no 
suggestion to permit the UN to raise its own revenues 
independent of the wllims and fancies of contributing 
states. It was not possible to consider such proposals 
before the development of the concept of heritage of 
mankind. Now there is no reason why the use of the 
high seas and internationa I aerospace, not under the 
sovereignty of anyone country, cannot be taxed to pro
vide revenlJes for the UN. It is understandable thalthose 
who went to use the UN instrumentally and not as a 
Parliament of Nations will not be interesled in such pro

posals. 
(THE TIMES or INDIA, 1 Novem/)er, 1995) 

UN COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP 

by S.K. Singh 
From Nehru to Narasimha Rao all Indian Prime Minis
lers have been enthusiastic supporters of the United 
Nations. They have all backed the concepts and princi
ples of international cooperalion, and supported the UN's 
efforts in promoting disarmamenl, economic develop
ment and peace-keeping where required. The major 
powers have been ambivalent on UN's peacekeeping, 
praising and supporting it where it served tlleir purposes, 
and refusing to pay for il where it did not. They have all 
along thwarted the UN's efforts to have a direct role in 
the global processes of economic and social develop
ment. 

,India's policies and aClions have helped to build the UN's 
role in several areas of its functioning. And this is well 
recognised and acknowledged even by those who are not 
known as admirers of India. During this last half a cen
lury of the UN's exislence, India lIas made notable efforts 
in the areas of de-colonisation, disarmamenl, peace-keep
ing and in the struggle ilgainst racism and apartheid. In
dia has also rushed hard to build the UN's activities in 
the economic development arena. On the other hand, 
the West has made every effort to keep the resources for 
aid and trade finnly in the hands of the I3retton Woods 
Instilutions - the World l3ank, IMr and GATT (now 
W.T.O.). l3ut the UN has refused to be a mute or passive 
by-stander. 

It is against this broad background tllat one needs to dis
cuss India's claim for becoming a permanent Illember of 
the UN Security Council. 

It is by now clear that the peoples of the continenLs of 
Africil, Asia and Latin America arc demanding to be rep
resenLed in the permanent member category as also 10 

receive an enlarged representation amongsl the non
permanents. So far, on these points, there is no agree
ment or consensus within the Working Group. Some 
member states, led by Italy, have sllggestedtlle creation 
of a new category of semi-permanent members . Certain 

OECD countries, led by the USA, would like to add just 
Japan and Germany as perrnanent Illerllbers LInd a few 
others (to be sellied through discussions in the Working 
Group) in the non-permanent category. Non-aligned 
members like Indiil and Egypt wish first of all to deter
mine the objective criteria for the acceptability of suit
able new additional permanent rnembers . 

In the past the expansion of the Security Council and 
other simibr organs of the UN (like tile ECOSOC) has 
been achieved through amending the Chalter, without 
going for il more basic Charter review. The basic and 
fundamental questions tllat arc involved tllis time, e.g. 
the veto power vested in the permanent members and 
tile possibility of creating a new category of semi-per
Illanentmembers, Illay make the Charter review a pref
erable Illethod for ilchieving changes. Thcre is Jnother 
even nlorc fundamental question that hilS already bccn 
raised. It is the question of Japan and GernlailY being 
"cnemy states" as defined in the Cilartcr, bcing proposcd 
for elevation to the status of perlllanenlmellll)crs of thc 
COllncil even while the Articles 53,77 and 107 defining 
disabililies against "enemy states" remain intact in the 
CI1'lIter. 

Tilcre is a feeling aillongst developing countries thilt 
by adding Gcrmany to the thrce existing European 
perrnilncnt Illelllbers (UK, France ilnd Kussia) the 
Council will become even 1ll00e heavily weightcd in 
favolH of Europe. The addition of Japan wililHing in 
another member of the G-7, ilnd ilnother industrial
ised affluent state member of tile OECD. This will 
weigh things even more heavily against tile develop
ing world, or the NAM ,mel G-77 cOllntrics . It will 
also mean that six out of seven veto holding perrlla
nent members of the Council will be Illellll)ers of tllC 
fraternity of powerfulnillions. 

It is clear by now tllat UK and Francc wOlild not wish 
their own status ill the Council to be touched, but Lliso 
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they would not be opposed to India and some others 
being considered for permanent membership. Likewise 
Russia and Germany do not seem to object to India's 
permanent membership. jaran in this context has main
tained a taciturn, non-commillal and non-communica
tive stance on India; China has been vaglle and non
committal but not unfriendly. The USA has been obdu

rate thai, at this juncture, the effectiveness of the Secu
rity Council mllst be maintained; and only Germany 
and jaran should become permanent members. Their 
pronouncements imply that nobody else need be con
sidered at all for permanent membership. Not India, nor 
anyone else from the developing world of Asia, Africa 
and Latin America. 

(THE INDUSTAN TIMES, 23 October, 1995) 

FOR DEMOCRACY IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

by Shridath Ramphal 

It is time for the great majority of the world's peoples 
those living in the South - to give voice to the need for 
fundamental change in the way international affairs are 
conducted. 

If they r~main silent, there is a risk that this 50th anniver
sary year of the United Nations wi II rass withollt rrogrcss 
in introducing greater equity and democracy into inter
nationa I institutions. 

While some countries, mainly in the North, would be 
content to see lillie done, the resliit would be continued 
stagnation and suffering for most of the South, which 
can no longer be satisfied with its effective 
marginalisation from the councils of real power. 

Change must be the South's strategic choice. 

In its report on 'Our Global Neighbourhood', the Com
mission on Global Governance argues that the values of 
justice, equity and democracy, along with an understand
ing of the balance of rights and responsibilities of citi
zens, must underlie any new world order. 

It follows then that the passions for democracy inside 
nations must be matched in internationa I institutions. The 
United Nations Security Council has become a West
ern fiefdom and must be reformed. 

We propose phasing out permanent membership and the 
veto, introducing three countries of the South as long
term, "standing" members, increasing the number of ro
tating members in a way that further enlarges the South's 
membership, and increasing the number of votes needed 
for a decision in the Council. 

Such reforms would result in a significant power shift 
and would not be readily accepted by some of the rrcsent 
permanent members of the Security Council - though 
they will be unable to defend retaining the current struc
ture on the grounds of either principle or global need. 

Rdorm should cover practice as well as structure. While 
the Council acknowledges the growing global consen
sus for redressing humanitarian wrongs, two great dan
gers of old-style power politics must be avoided. 

The first is the tendcncy to judge certain crises as too 
distant, too difficult or 100 expensive and leave them 

alone. The second danger is allowing a major power 
with a particular interest to pressure the Security Coun
cilto intervene in domestic crises without clear Charter 
authority and in a highly selective, even arbitrary, way. 

To avoid this problem, the Commission proposes a char
ter amendment to provide for rule-based international 
intervention in domestic crises that pose a grave threat 
to human security. 

This would accompany the establishment of a Council 
for Petitions in the United Nations to allow civil society 
to call for mailers endangering the security of people to 
be put direcl.ly on the agenda of a reformed Security 
Council. 

The other area that needs serious reform is economic 
governance. The UN Economic and Social Council 
(ECO-SOC) has clearly failed at its task of advancing the 
economic and social interests of the world, as economic 
deCision-making has shifted to the World Bank andlMF, 
and to the Grour of Seven, the self-appointed global 
economic directorate. 

The Commission proposes an Economic Security Coun
cil as an apex body in which the major economies of the 
South together with other countries would participate in 
addressing issues which directly affect the future of us 
all. For the South, whose need of economic and social 
advance remains urgent, such reform is crucial. 

To mobilise global revenue for global rurposes, the Com
mission supr0rts the prompt adoption of international 
taxes like that advocated by the US Nobel economist 
james Tobin on international foreign currency transac
tions. 

The lack of new resources for development was a cause 
of great concern at the Social Summit in Copenhagen. 
The Signals coming from the United States on food aid 
and from Europc on aid to the Lome Convention coun
tries are clear warnings for the future. 

The weakest, smallest and least developed economics 
cannot safely continue to rely on handouts, bilateral aid 
or replenishment of IDA funds. 

There was wide sllrport for this 'Tobin Tax' in Copenha
gen, including explicit recognition by President 
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Mitterrand . To avoid fears of supranational power, such 
global taxes could be introduced through treaty, after 
endorsement by the Economic Security Council amI the 
General Assembly. 

Such measures would make resources for development 
'and other global projects less subject to economic cy
cles, parsimonious parliaments and the fickle moods of 
electorates in the North. 

This is not a time for complacency. The South has an 
overwhelming responsibility to its own future genera

tions to take the lead in reform of the international sys
tem and so help satisfy its most important need - that of 
empowerment. 

While certain changes might be uncomfortable for the 
time being, that should not compromise the South's stra
tegic interest in change. The ultimate insanity is for the 
South to become the champion of the status quo. 

(Shridath Ramphal is Co-Chairman of the Commission 
on Global Governance and was Secretary General of 
the Commonwealth from 7975 to 7990.) 

(The Pioneer, 4 November, 1995) 
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