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Abolishing permanent member status from the U.N. Security Council (UNSC): PRO 

1.  Increased Fairness 
Abolishing permanent member status could lead to a more equitable representation of countries in the 
UNSC. This change could reduce the dominance of the current permanent members and allow for a rotation 
of countries, providing a fairer opportunity for all member states to influence global decisions. 

2.  Enhanced Legitimacy 
Removing permanent member status could enhance the legitimacy of the UNSC by making it more 
representative of the global community. A council that reflects the diversity of its members is likely to gain 
greater acceptance and support for its resolutions. 

3.  Reduced Deadlock 
Eliminating the veto power of permanent members could reduce instances of deadlock within the UNSC. 
Without the ability to unilaterally block resolutions, the council might be able to act more swiftly and 
decisively in response to global crises. 

4.  Greater Accountability 
Abolishing permanent member status could increase the accountability of the UNSC. Without the protection 
of veto power, all members would be more accountable for their actions and decisions within the council. 

5.  Improved Decision-Making 
Removing permanent member status could lead to more democratic and inclusive decision-making 
processes. With a more diverse set of voices and perspectives, the UNSC could make more balanced and 
informed decisions. 

6.  Enhanced Flexibility 
Abolishing permanent member status could make the UNSC more adaptable to changing global dynamics. 
A more flexible structure would allow the council to respond more effectively to emerging threats and 
challenges. 

7.  Strengthened Multilateralism 
Removing permanent member status could strengthen multilateral cooperation within the UNSC. A more 
inclusive and representative council could foster greater collaboration and consensus-building among 
member states. 

8.  Increased Transparency 
Abolishing permanent member status could lead to greater transparency in the decision-making processes 
of the UNSC. Without the ability to wield veto power behind closed doors, the council's deliberations and 
decisions would likely become more open and transparent. 

9.  Reduced Power Imbalances 
Eliminating permanent member status could address power imbalances within the UNSC. By leveling the 
playing field, the council could become a more equitable forum for addressing global security issues. 

10.  Enhanced Conflict Resolution 
 Abolishing permanent member status could improve the UNSC's ability to resolve conflicts. Without the 
constraints of veto power, the council might be more effective in mediating and resolving international 
disputes. 
 

  



Abolishing permanent member status from the U.N. Security Council (UNSC): CON 

1.  Loss of Stability 
The permanent members provide stability and continuity to the UNSC. Removing permanent member 
status could lead to frequent changes in the council's composition, potentially undermining its stability. 

2.  Decreased Effectiveness 
The permanent members often have the resources and influence necessary to implement UNSC decisions. 
Without the backing of these powerful countries, the council might struggle to enforce its resolutions 
effectively. 

3.  Reduced Global Reach 
The permanent members represent key regions and powers in the world. Abolishing their status could 
diminish the UNSC's global reach and its ability to address issues in various parts of the world. 

4.  Increased Fragmentation 
The current structure encourages cooperation among major powers. Removing permanent member status 
could lead to increased fragmentation and rivalry within the council. 

5.  Loss of Expertise 
Permanent members bring valuable expertise and experience to the UNSC. Their absence could result in 
a loss of institutional knowledge and expertise in addressing complex international issues. 

6.  Weakened Conflict Resolution 
The veto power can be a tool for preventing hasty or ill-considered actions. Without it, the UNSC might be 
more prone to making decisions that could escalate conflicts rather than resolve them. 

7.  Diluted Influence 
The permanent members' influence helps to attract attention and resources to the UNSC's initiatives. 
Without their prominent role, the council's initiatives might receive less global support and attention. 

8.  Risk of Paralysis 
The threat of a veto can encourage compromise and consensus-building. Without this mechanism, the 
UNSC might face deadlock more frequently, as member states may be less inclined to compromise. 

9.  Erosion of Credibility 
The permanent members' commitment to the UNSC lends it credibility. Abolishing their status could 
undermine the council's credibility and authority on the global stage. 

10.  Reduced Responsiveness 
 Permanent members can quickly mobilize resources in response to crises. Without their leadership, the 
UNSC might be slower to respond to emerging threats and challenges. 
 


