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THE UN CHARTER AND ITS RESISTANCE TO CHANGE
When the founders of the UN Charter signed their declaration for world peace in 1945 they left a window open for change – Article 108. However, a close examination of the Charter’s amendment procedure and its use in the past 57 years will show how the founders, perhaps deliberately, constructed a Charter that would resist substantial changes.
 Amendment Procedure and Actual Amendments  

Article 108 of the UN Charter outlines the amendment procedure that future generations must follow in order to amend the original Charter. According to Article 108, in order to adopt an amendment, an affirmative vote is required from two thirds of the General Assembly and Security Council Members, as well as from all the permanent (read non-elected) members of the Security Council. Thus far, amendments were adopted to Articles 23, 27 and 61 of the Charter in 1963, to Article 109 in 1965, and a subsequent amendment to Article 61 in 1971. The amendments to articles 23 and 27 enlarged the Security Council from eleven to fifteen members and increased its voting majority from seven to nine. The amendment to Article 61 added members to the Economic and Social Council, increasing its members from eighteen to twenty-seven, and a later amendment introduced an additional 27 members. The amendment to Article 109 in 1965 increased the required Security Council votes from seven to nine when holding a General Conference for Charter Review.  
Analyzing the Facts 
With all the varied political interests and disagreements between Member States, agreements on amendments are understandably hard to come by, if not virtually impossible. Amendments have not only been few but merely procedural and inconsequential. Not surprisingly, in the past 57 years, only four out of the hundred and nine articles in the UN Charter have been altered. The Charter’s resistance to change will continue as long as amendments require votes from 126 General Assembly Members as well as the blessing from each of the Big Five.


 The UN Charter is in need of major reform. In order for the UN to become a more democratic body, it needs to revise its Charter which currently allows the voting powers of the Big Five to unnecessarily outweigh those of the entire General Assembly.  It is imperative that the UN reconsider the permanent status of the “Big 5” since they are no longer dominant powers. 
Conclusion
In order for the UN to survive as a body capable of maintaining world peace, it must update its Charter to reflect the growing needs of the next century.  However, its current structure apparently serves as a barricade to new amendments. The initial and most difficult step must be to drastically change the Charter in a way that would make it easier for Member States to propose and ratify new amendments in the first place. Thus, by updating Article 108, the window for change established by the founders of the Charter may be opened a little wider instead of being bolted shut! 
