
apparatus. The Security Council lias been marginalized on ncw security issues by a lack
of political will to be involved and by an already over-committed capacity. This vacuumn,
has been filled by 'coalitions of the willing' and regional actors; a developnient which is
profoundly unsettling for both supporters outside of, as well as many working within, the
UIN. This feeling rnay reflect a broader tension in the United Nations between proponents
of human security/ hurnan rights/ humanitarian intervention on one side, and those who
wish to preserve the ascendance of sovereignty, non-use of force and non-intervention in
the internai affairs of states on the other.

Lt was argued that the Security Council is increasingly prôblematie in the post-CoId War
era. Morcover, the case was made that the great power veto is a seriol3s obsal to thue
practise of hmnsecurity. It was also noted, however, that the veto was a cnionfor
the Gret iPowers accepting the UN sytmas a means to avoid conflict. Since negotiated
reform of the Security Council is seeiningly impossible, chag will need to corne
tbrough evolving practices. Canada, with its current seat on the Security Council may
want to cnier ways of pushing this evolution forward.

Finally, it was noted that te are several uneuiized tools avale to the Scrt
Council, sucli as the Genocide Convention. WVhile the Security Council coul4 draw

atoiyfrornthis Cnenin it is eesr to clarify the dfntion of genocide, to
exadthe ran2e of atrocities çcovered under the Convention, and to clarify the tools


