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cording to the Charter of the United Nations, the Security Council determines the and it will decide on the measures to
be taken to restore international peace and security the full meaning of legitimate use of force to be understood. In
order.

Van Ness eds. The fears generated by the Iranian nuclear programme represent a case in point, and at the time
of writing it remains to be seen whether the Council can stay firm to the multilateral route mapped out in
Resolution in a way that was not possible over Iraq www. In short, the United States understood that whenever
and wherever possible, it should ensure that its social constituency of legitimacy should be coextensive with
its orbit of political action. The new realities of the security environment of the early 21st century further
confirm the wisdom of the founding fathers in building flexibility into the potentialities of Council action. So
long as the UNSC serves as a brake on the ability of the hegemon to perform such a role, P-5 unanimity, on
which its successful functioning depends, remains vulnerable to unilateral action. Despite alarming reports
received by the council in , it declined to respond as an estimated eight hundred thousand people were killed in
a genocide committed against ethnic Tutsis. Which position is taken as to the underlying cause of the crisis
will have a fundamental bearing on the key question as to whether the UNSC remains the exclusive body for
deciding when the use of force is justifiable and, if not, where the residual authority for making such decisions
lies. The case studies in this section cover instances where the Security Council has discussed situations with a
bearing on the principle of self-determination and the right of peoples to decide their own government, which
may relate to the questions of independence, autonomy, referenda, elections, and the legitimacy of
governments. It is the acceptance displayed during the Kosovo crisis that legitimacy claims must be articulated
within, rather than in disregard of, existing normative frameworks that explains the different international
response to the US-led invasion of Iraq in  References Annan, K. These cases are salient to our argument
because in both situations force was used in the absence of an explicit UNSC mandate, and yet those taking
action nevertheless justified it as legitimate. Google Scholar Frum, D. Since , heightened tensions between the
United States and Russia have manifested anew in the council, leading to concerns that the body may be less
able to defuse crises. Securing legitimacy remains important, but this can be restricted to the actor's core
constituency. The alternative argument suggests a more flexible approach to this exclusivity question and, in
its most extreme formulations, tenders a notion of legitimacy which privileges the attainment of substantive
values over proceduralism. International society, this position continues, must acknowledge these, and vest in
the hegemon the powers it requires in order to meet its global responsibilities. This is the task that befalls
those charged with burdens of state leadership, and as such the determinations they make in this regard are
likely in turn to shape the level of support that is the necessary final element of the calculation. For those who
view the Council as ineffectual in meeting these dangers, what is required is greater appreciation of the
possibilities of multilateral mechanisms. Both within and outside of the Council, states were suspicious of
their underlying motivations, the precedents they set, and the increasing ability of Western states to mould the
chamber to their will Wheeler, ; Chesterman,  Barber, B. The key to resolving the crisis requires that
proponents of both positions recognize the untapped potential of the Charter, and utilize the flexibility which
its drafters so wisely built into it over six decades ago.


