
I. INTRODUCTION 

Since 1946, the United Nations Security Council has expanded only once--by adding four nonpermanent seats--in 

1963.  But beginning in 1993, with the creation of the Open-Ended Working Group on the Question of Equitable 

Representation on and Increase in the Membership of the Security Council and Other Matters Related to the Security 

Council, the debate over Security Council reform--especially expansion--has been an active issue at the U.N.  The 

general consensus is that it must grow to accommodate the larger body of the U.N., a significant majority of which 

is continuing to press for further debate and action on reform.  The vast degree of interest is not surprising: the 

number of member-states in the General Assembly has nearly quadrupled since its inception.  The current debate is 

not over the question of expansion, but rather over three aspects of the presumed eventual growth: (1) the number of 

members, (2) their type of membership (i.e., permanent or term), and (3) whether the veto power should be extended 

to new permanent members, if any are added.  This article primarily addresses the second consideration with respect 

to Brazil’s membership on the Council.  Specifically, if the Security Council is reformed, and if it includes new 

permanent seats, whether Brazil should join the Council as a permanent member. 

Brazil is a significant player in twenty-first century international politics, and the Latin American power is 

demonstrating exceptional ability in managing two of the most important challenges the planet faces today: *84 

economic stability and climate change.  In addition, Brazil is particularly well situated to participate meaningfully in 

Middle-Eastern relations with the European/American “West” because it maintains key diplomatic ties with 

prominent actors on both sides of that division.  

Regionally, Brazil is a heavyweight.  It is the sixth most populous country in the world with a strong economy and 

modern defenses.  As the largest country in South America, with significant influence across both South and Latin 

America, Brazil is a counterweight to the United States’ power and influence in the southern half of the Western 

Hemisphere. 

Part One of this article provides background and the leading arguments in the Security Council reform debate, 

acknowledging that the inevitable consequence seems to be expansion.  Two of the most pressing questions are 

whether a larger Council will include new permanent members and, if so, whether the new permanent members will 

wield veto power.  Part Two argues that Brazil is the ideal choice for a new permanent member on the Council 

based on its credentials in four critical areas that should be addressed when vetting a new permanent member of the 

Security Council: (1) economic strength, (2) support of U.N. operations, (3) international leadership, and (4) 

representational considerations. 

 


