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Paul Stonor explains how Shield is working towards
the elimination of war between sovereign states

hield 15 not & peace movement
NOF & Pressure £roup; no one is
wked to join Shield. It is 2
concepl — & rationyle providing for 2
fundamental change in the relationship
berween the UN and the community of
sarions [t anempes 1o serve
Conceived by mysell, an
industrialist, promoted by John
Cockeroft {former MP for Nantwich)
and Davad Selves, an suthor, Shicld is
now seen by & growing number of
pablic figures 25 being an important
sabject for consideration and debate.
Sir Malcolm Rifkind is on record
saying: “It is an interesting proposal
that deserves 1o be discussed and
dehated.” Likewise Alfred Cahen,

“The tmplementation of Shield
wowld not require nations to
surrender ane fota of their
sovereignty other than the right,
if & right it be, to commit acts of
military aggression”

Secretary General of the Atlantic
Treaty Association has sad: “Shaeld
s @ project that certainly deserves a
farge and detmiied dehale. The
cealisation of such 4 progeet could
indeed be vital for our world i
transition.”

Many olbers Bave expressed similar
interest of support, sncluding Lowd
Jenkins of Hillhead, Sir Patrick
Cormack MP, Peier Temple-Morris
MP. Lord Lamoen, Sir David Knox,
Paul von Maltzahn { German Embassy)
and Damse Margaret Ansice (Umited
Nations)

The raticnale of Shield calls for a
rudical extension of the Unised Nuatsons
Charter to empower und oblige the UN
Cur o ensct Laws binding on all nutsons
such laws being inkially lesied 10
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matters of lstemational security and
{b) to create an enforcement arm 10
uphold the laws so enacted.

The eaforcement urm would
comprise a supramational council
commanding & powerfel military
farce. The councll members would be
drawn m equal numbers from all UN
member nations, each membership
being subject 1o the approval of the
UN Generul Assembly, The council
members would In no way be
representing their respective nations,
thezr role would be idensical to that of
the personnel who make up the courts
in democratic nations - 1o decade
whether ar not e law has been broken
and 10 command the subsequent
actions 1o uphold the law

The powerful military arm under the
controd of the council may be regarded
s bhaing equavalent (o & democratic
nation's police force whose function i
to apprehend the law beeaker using
force if pecessary

The reader should be clear beyond
all doudr that the council and its
military arm would be 2o integral pan
of the United Nations and fully
accountable 10 iL But accouniability
does not amply that the UN Sccurty
Cosncil or, by parallel. a democratic
governmeat, have the right 1o dictate
when and when not the law is to be
upheld. Under the Shickd ratiomale the
UN  would have espcied wn
imternationsl law stating that “the
unauthorised military viclaion of a
nistiom’s sovereigaey hy anather nation
15 un ternabional crime of the first
degree™, Sheuld s naion commit such
& violation i1 would 121l 1o the
supranational council, not the UN, 1o
decide whether ar not UN law had been
hrokes, And it waould fall 1o the
suprasational council 1o issue a
non-negotisble glimutum 1o the
apgressoe followed, if repediated. by
decisive miliary intervemtion, Council

members who afre natiomals of the
notions in o¢ approaching armed
conflict (and of closely allied naticas)
would be deprived of their vole when a
poll was beisg taken m respect of
military miervention by the council’s
armed forces

"Those gripped by mundsets will
not debate Shicld = they will
dismiss 1ty thew will smother it
with an avalanche of peripheral
difficuities aud threshold
Olems, none of which bears on

ential principles”

Being stateless and without towns ar
popalutions 10 defendd. Shield would
enjoy am “immunity o reciprocal
devastanion”, Conseguently. it would
project the absolute certainty thar
non-negatiable retnbution would fall
upos any nation commatting a matenal
act of miliary aggression, Not only
wauld such deterrence ehiminate acts
of aggression. it would also eliminate
theemergence of military dictatorships
in the first place. There would be no
point i amassing arms and armed
forces whichif used sgpressively would
tnzger progressive descraction of the
national cconomy

The lmplementatxom of Shield would
not requare nations 1o sarrender one
iota of their sovereigmy othes than the
right, if a right it be. 10 commit acts of
military aggression

Under Shield, each nubbon would
decide of and when it would #1an 1o
redoce its own natsonal defences

The personnel for Shield's wmed
forces would be recruited va o saricily
volentary basis. open to the populatives
of wll UN  member  nations
Governments would therefore be
reheved of any political responsshifiny


http://www.un-shield.com/Pictures/enlarged-house.jpg

tor the risks and rewards to which their
citrens w i valumtoer would be subgect
by iheir own choice aml Sevisios It
wiull he mlvantageoas it the serving
members were to take on the
suprisnationality of Shaeld for the
period of their service contract
Ohtasniog the scceptance of Shicld's
principles by the iatermationsl
communsty ss frequently put forwand
asunmsurmountable hirdle. However.
Ny coget reasans are Advanced why 4
mapority of the UN's imember nations
would vote against the adoption of
Shield. The same nutsons woukl zladly
aceept am unconditional guarantes
wiven by Amenicu thaut theirsovereignty
would be defended by American
mulitary  power. 5o what s
fundamentally different between a
narion having s soverel gnty defended

The teusims given hy Barnness
Symuns for the governmenl's
ohdurute stance oppesr t stem from
the assumption that Shield was heing
proposed s an isdepesdunt bty not
connected with the UN o indeed
with uny other organisation. This is
u total misrepresentation of Shicld

“Why should o well-intentioned
nation nol welcone Stiield with
open armns? 1 is wot being asked
10 giov wp any of iks sowreignty
— fust the reverse, il és Tuving its
sovervignfy guaranfovd”

whose central objective 1510 enhance
the powers of the UN so ihat i
an ubsol and certain

by Skield forces mther then American
finces?

The principle that “every nation kas
the rightoderend isellr™ would, under
Sheeld, be progressively superseded
byy the principle that "every sation hes
arighttnbe defended”. Nations woukd
then enjoy the same rights that citizews
indemucratic nations take for grumsed,

In 1995 Lord Jenkins of Putney
raised 2 guestion in the Lords
connection with an article on Shiekl
which uppeared in The Army
Quarteriy Defewcy Sourma! and he
lates deew sttention tw the face that
Snleld had che suppert of Mikhail
Gorbachev and Jimmy Carter. ex-
presidents of the fate Soviet Union
und of America, Barvoess Svmons
mads 11 clesr beyond all douba that
the government found the Shield
proposals totally unaccepiable and
conseqoently she saw no point in
debating the subject,

Humsursd reconds lively eschanges
between the Baroness and Lord
Monkswell followed by Lord
Cullaghan who had written the
supportive foreword W e urticle on
Shield in The Army Quarterls Defence
Suvernadd, the concluding puragroph of
which reads: “These are very practical
problems which must he faced. hot
despite themn nothing bet good will
come fram people thinking about snl
dehating these (xsms, and Mr Stonoe
makes a very uselul contribenion 1
the discussions,”
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deterrence to o would-be aggressoe
thus eliminaling the need 10 enter
penitive wars. It is hoped thar the
goverament cun be advised of its
erroe, perhaps by questions raised in
the Commons.

The proposal will fuce & major
problem  which may prove
insuperable. Shield is = radical
concept and will challenge 4 mumber
of fixed f3eas or so-called mindsess
Those gripped by mindsets will nos
debute Shield - they will dismess it
they will her it with anuvalanche
of peripheral difficultics and
threshold problems. none of which
bears on Shield s essennial principles,
History s littered with the unseemly
reactions of orthodoxy to radical
Ideas,

Why should o well-intentioned
nation not welcome Shiedd with open
arms?! It is ot bewng asked to give up
2ny of txsovereignty - justthe reverse,
itis haviag its sovereignty guarunteed
It is not being asked 0 ceduce s
current levels of defénce. it remangs
free toreduce them when it Feels secure
under the guaruntee of Shoeld.

The logic underlying Shield will 1ake
it =and you = just s fur hut no fusther
Its final comsummation will need
resolve, stutesmanship and vison -
and the greatest of these &s visian,

Paul Stonor
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