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Assignment #3: The Examination of Veto

The object of this essay is to examine the veto. I would like to explore its origin, the actual use of veto with a classification by the subjects, and compare them with what was originally meant by providing the five powers with veto power. How it can be (or can not be) justified will be also discussed. 

The origin of the veto lies in the intention of the great powers to take a special responsibility for the maintenance of the peace and security aftermath of the World War Two. It was agreed that a veto should be limited to "non-procedural" matters. Giving a veto to the five powers of the Security Council is also a realistic measure for an effective function of the United Nations. Without the concurrence of all the major powers, it is impossible to enforce actions, or it would endanger a critical situation even more. It should be avoided to use forces under the name of the UN over the matter opposed by a great power. In fact, one of the significant roles of the veto is to preclude initiations of enforcement actions directed to one of the major power. 

Since the establishment of the UN, the veto has been used for the political disagreement over the matters mostly regarding the admission of membership to the UN and the nomination of the office of the Secretary General. By the year 1997, 59 vetoes were cast over the former issue and 43 over the latter. During the period from 1946 to 1997, 72 vetoes were used by the United States and 120 by the USSR/Russia, while total vetoes of this period counts 246. This exceeding number of vetoes by the two great powers is a reflection of the Cold War politics, which is considered to have blocked the function of the UN system. However, as mentioned briefly, most of the cases blocked by the veto were not over the critical issues regarding the maintenance of the peace and security. 

Overall, it seems that the existence of veto eventually helped the five powers cooperate to maintain an international organization. Without a veto, the Soviet Union might have left the UN, or isolationism of the great power could have emerged. In this sense, the veto can be justified by what was originally meant. However, the recent veto by China casts a serious problem. In 1999, China used a veto against the UN peacekeeping mission to Macedonia, which was a vital security issue, from purely domestic reason that has no relation to the mission itself. Using a veto to a critical matter for the maintenance of peace and security simply from the domestic dissatisfaction is harmful for the UN system and no justification can be applied. 

