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order. It is not simply a narrative of American and Russian dominance but a deeper
inquiry into how their political maneuvers — often masked as diplomacy — have
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UNSC ineffective in fulfilling its mandate. Core Themes: The Weaponization of
the Veto - How the US and Russia exploit their veto powers to block resolutions, often
at the cost of humanitarian action. Humanitarian Consequences - When global
security becomes hostage to geopolitical rivalries, millions suffer — as in Rwanda,
Syria, and Gaza. Erosion of Multilateralism - The UNSC’s paralysis has accelerated
the rise of parallel alliances — NATO, BRICS, SCO, and regional blocs —
challenging its centrality in global governance. Ethics vs. Realpolitik - The UNSC
was designed as a moral authority, but today it reflects geopolitical opportunism
rather than collective responsibility. The Central Question: Is the UNSC today a
guardian of peace or a parody of power? When two superpowers can override the
collective will of 193 nations to protect their interests, can global security truly rest
on such fragile foundations? This book does not merely highlight the UNSC’s failures
— it charts a roadmap for reform. To remain relevant, the Council must reinvent
itself: limit veto abuse, expand representation, adopt stronger ethical frameworks, and
integrate technology-driven transparency.
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Preface

Power Play or Parody?
How the US and Russia Undermine the UNSC'’s Credibility

A Fragile Guardian of Global Peace

When the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) was founded in
1945, its mission was clear: to safeguard international peace and
security through collective decision-making and multilateral
cooperation. Emerging from the ashes of the Second World War, the
five permanent members — the United States, Russia (then the
USSR), China, the United Kingdom, and France — were entrusted
with an extraordinary responsibility: to act not in narrow self-interest,
but as stewards of global stability.

However, nearly eight decades later, the UNSC’s credibility hangs by a
thread. The Council has transformed from a symbol of global unity into
an arena of power politics, competing agendas, and paralyzed
decision-making. At the heart of this erosion are the United States and
Russia — two superpowers whose rivalry has repeatedly undermined
the UNSC’s ability to act decisively in times of crisis.

Why This Book Matters

This book is an attempt to deconstruct the power dynamics that have
weakened the UNSC and, by extension, the global rules-based order. It
is not simply a narrative of American and Russian dominance but a
deeper inquiry into how their political maneuvers — often masked as
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diplomacy — have turned the UNSC into a stage for strategic
posturing rather than conflict resolution.

By examining landmark crises — from the Cold War to the Iraq War,
from Syria to Ukraine, from Gaza to Yemen — this book investigates
how veto power, unilateral interventions, and competing security
frameworks have repeatedly rendered the UNSC ineffective in
fulfilling its mandate.

Core Themes

1. The Weaponization of the Veto
How the US and Russia exploit their veto powers to block
resolutions, often at the cost of humanitarian action.

2. Humanitarian Consequences
When global security becomes hostage to geopolitical rivalries,
millions suffer — as in Rwanda, Syria, and Gaza.

3. Erosion of Multilateralism
The UNSC’s paralysis has accelerated the rise of parallel
alliances — NATO, BRICS, SCO, and regional blocs —
challenging its centrality in global governance.

4. Ethics vs. Realpolitik
The UNSC was designed as a moral authority, but today it
reflects geopolitical opportunism rather than collective
responsibility.

Methodology and Structure

The book is structured into 20 comprehensive chapters covering:
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« The historical context of the UNSC’s creation
o Case studies illustrating US-Russia rivalries and their impacts
o Analyses of failed resolutions, veto trends, and humanitarian

costs

o Comparative insights from regional peace-building
frameworks

o Reform proposals to restore the UNSC’s relevance in the 21st
century

Extensive data visualizations, leadership profiles, timelines, and
dashboards supplement the analysis, enabling policymakers, scholars,
and global citizens to grasp the scope of the UNSC’s challenges.

The Central Question

Is the UNSC today a guardian of peace or a parody of power?

When two superpowers can override the collective will of 193 nations
to protect their interests, can global security truly rest on such fragile
foundations?

This book does not merely highlight the UNSC’s failures — it charts a
roadmap for reform. To remain relevant, the Council must reinvent
itself: limit veto abuse, expand representation, adopt stronger ethical
frameworks, and integrate technology-driven transparency.

A Call to Action

The UNSC’s legitimacy is not just a matter for diplomats and world
leaders — it affects every citizen of the planet. From conflicts in the
Middle East to nuclear threats in Asia, from climate security to
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humanitarian crises, the Council’s decisions — or indecisions — shape
our collective future.

It is time to rethink global governance. Without meaningful reform,
the UNSC risks sliding into irrelevance, replaced by fragmented
alliances and regional security blocks. But with courage, consensus,
and ethical leadership, it can reclaim its role as the cornerstone of
international peace.
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Chapter 1 — The UNSC at Its Creation:
A Vision for Collective Security

1.1 Birth of the United Nations After WWI|I

The devastation of the Second World War left humanity yearning for a
new global order — one built on peace, collective security, and
cooperation rather than conflict and domination. Out of the ruins of
war emerged the United Nations (UN) in October 1945, conceived to
replace the failed League of Nations and prevent another catastrophic
global conflict.

At the heart of this new architecture stood the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC), designed as the primary guardian of international
peace and security. Its core mandate was to:

Maintain global peace through collective action
Investigate threats and disputes

Authorize military interventions when necessary
Approve peacekeeping missions

Impose sanctions against aggressors

The UNSC was intended to serve as the world’s emergency brake,
empowered to act decisively when crises erupted.

1.2 The Founding Principles and
Architecture
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A. The Charter of the United Nations (1945)

The UNSC’s powers derive from Chapter V of the UN Charter, which
established its composition, functions, and authority. Central to its
role was the idea that security is indivisible: an attack or breach of
peace in one region threatened all nations.

B. Membership Design

Permanent Members (P5):

The victors of WWII — United States, USSR (now Russia),
China, United Kingdom, France — were granted permanent
seats and special privileges.

Non-Permanent Members:

Initially six seats, later expanded to ten in 1965, elected for
two-year terms to ensure geographical balance.

C. Powers Granted to the UNSC

The UNSC can:

Authorize use of force (e.g., Korean War, Gulf War)
Impose sanctions on aggressors or rogue regimes

Deploy peacekeeping missions

Refer cases to the International Criminal Court (ICC)
Recommend new members to the UN General Assembly

1.3 The Veto: A Necessary Evil

One of the UNSC’s most controversial design features is the veto
power, granting each P5 member the ability to block any substantive
resolution — even if all other members agree.
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A. Why the Veto Was Created

At the San Francisco Conference of 1945, US President Franklin D.
Roosevelt and Soviet leader Joseph Stalin insisted on the veto as a
prerequisite for participation. Without it, the great powers feared
being dragged into conflicts against their will.

The veto was thus seen as:
o A safeguard against unwanted entanglements

« Anincentive for P5 participation in the UN framework
e A mechanism to prevent direct conflict between major powers

B. Early Controversies
From the start, the veto became a tool of power politics:
e The Soviet Union used it extensively during the early Cold
War, blocking Western initiatives.

e The US later mirrored this approach, particularly in defending
Israel and Western allies.

1.4 Early Successes of the UNSC

Despite structural flaws, the UNSC achieved notable milestones in its
formative years:

o Korean War (1950-1953): Authorized military intervention to
repel North Korean forces.

e Suez Crisis (1956): Brokered ceasefires and deployed
peacekeepers.
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e Namibia and Apartheid South Africa: Championed
decolonization and condemned racial segregation.

These moments showcased the UNSC’s potential to act as a genuine
global security body when consensus existed.

1.5 The Seeds of Future Fracture

The same design choices that empowered the UNSC also planted the
seeds of dysfunction:

e P5 dominance limited broader representation.
e The veto became a weapon of geopolitical rivalry.
o Cold War tensions frequently paralyzed decision-making.

By the late 20th century, the UNSC was already facing credibility
crises over its selective responses, perceived double standards, and
inability to prevent humanitarian disasters like Rwanda (1994) and
Srebrenica (1995).

1.6 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Responsibility

Maintain global security, act responsibly in

P5 Members wielding veto power

Non-Permanent Contribute regional perspectives, build consensus

Members
UN Secretary- Mediate disputes, advocate for preventive
General diplomacy
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Actor Responsibility

Provide democratic legitimacy and alternative

General Assembly - o hanisms when UNSC fails

1.7 Ethical Standards and Global
Expectations

The UNSC was conceived as a moral compass for international
relations:

e To prioritize collective peace over national agendas
o To act under the principles of justice, fairness, and equity
« Toensure humanitarian protection above political rivalry

However, as we’ll see in later chapters, the US and Russia — while
upholding their privilege as P5 members — have often betrayed these
ethical expectations in favor of strategic advantage.

1.8 Case Study Snapshot

Case Study: The Korean War (1950)

The Soviet Union’s temporary boycott of the UNSC allowed the
Council to pass Resolution 83, authorizing a US-led coalition to repel
North Korean forces.

Lesson: UNSC can act decisively only when superpower interests
align — a rare occurrence.
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1.9 Looking Ahead

This chapter lays the foundation for understanding:

e The original vision behind the UNSC
e The structural compromises that shaped its authority
e The fault lines that would later deepen into systemic paralysis

In the next chapter, we’ll explore the veto’s transformation from a
necessary safeguard into a weapon of geopolitical manipulation,
setting the stage for how the US and Russia repeatedly undermine the
UNSC’s credibility.
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Chapter 2 — The Veto Weapon: Power
vs. Responsibility

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

2.1 Introduction

The veto power is the most contentious privilege within the United
Nations Security Council (UNSC). Conceived as a protective
mechanism to keep the great powers engaged in multilateralism, it has
instead become the single most powerful tool for undermining the
Council’s credibility.

The United States and Russia — along with their Cold War
predecessor, the Soviet Union — have wielded the veto as a political
weapon, blocking resolutions that conflict with their strategic
interests, even in the face of overwhelming global consensus. While
intended to prevent major powers from being dragged into conflicts,
it has too often paralyzed the UNSC during humanitarian crises,
eroding its legitimacy.

2.2 Origins of the Veto Power

At the San Francisco Conference (1945), where the UN Charter was
drafted, the P5 (United States, USSR, United Kingdom, France, and
China) insisted on retaining a unique privilege:
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« Right to veto any substantive resolution
e Requirement: A single “NO” from any P5 member Kills the
resolution, regardless of global consensus

Without this clause, Stalin, Roosevelt, and Churchill made it clear
that they would not participate in the UN — effectively dooming the
organization before birth. Thus, the veto became a foundational
compromise:

“No veto, no UN.” — A phrase frequently repeated during negotiations.

2.3 Evolution of the Veto: From Safeguard to
Weapon

Initially, the veto served as a deterrent against unilateral intervention.
However, it rapidly evolved into a political weapon:

Cold War Era (1946-1991)

e Soviet Union dominated veto use: 122 vetoes, blocking
Western-backed resolutions.

o United States rarely used vetoes, relying instead on diplomatic
influence.

Post-Cold War Era (1991-2025)

e US vetoes surged, particularly on resolutions critical of Israel
and interventions perceived as anti-American.

¢ Russia adopted the Soviet playbook, wielding vetoes to protect
allies like Syria and to shield itself from condemnation over
Ukraine.
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2.4 Data Dashboard: Veto Trends (1946-
2025)

Total

Vetoes Key Focus Areas

Country

Russia/USSR 152 Syria, Ukraine, Georgia, anti-West

resolutions
United States 87 Israel-Palestine, Iraqg, Iran, Kosovo
China 19 Myanmar, Taiwan, human rights
UK & 32 combined Colonial issues, Middle East
France

Insight: Over 60% of UNSC vetoes since 1946 were cast by US and
Russia/USSR, demonstrating how their rivalry dominates global
decision-making.

2.5 US and Russian Patterns of Veto Use

A. United States: The Strategic Defender

e Blocks resolutions critical of Israel — over 45 vetoes since

1972.
e Shields US-led interventions — Irag 2003, Libya 2011

aftermath.
e Uses vetoes to maintain unipolar dominance.

B. Russia: The Shield for Authoritarian Allies
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e Protects Syria’s Assad regime — 17 vetoes since 2011.

o Blocks sanctions and investigations into Ukraine, Georgia, and
Crimea.

e Uses veto power to contest US and NATO dominance.

2.6 Case Study 1: US Veto on Gaza
Humanitarian Ceasefires

Scenario:
Between 2008 and 2023, the US vetoed 14 UNSC resolutions calling
for ceasefires and investigations into Gaza-Israel conflicts.

Impact:

« Escalation of civilian casualties

o Perception of bias in favor of Israel

e Rising calls for UNGA emergency sessions to bypass UNSC
paralysis

Lesson:

When humanitarian imperatives clash with strategic alliances,
geopolitics prevails.

2.7 Case Study 2: Russia’s Syrian Shield

Scenario:
Since the outbreak of the Syrian Civil War (2011), Russia has used its
veto 17 times to block resolutions aimed at:
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o Imposing sanctions on Assad’s regime
o Investigating chemical weapon attacks
o Establishing safe humanitarian corridors

Impact:

e Over 600,000 civilian deaths

e Widespread destruction and displacement

e Undermining of global norms against chemical weapons
Lesson:

Russia prioritizes strategic footholds and military bases in Syria over
global security norms.

2.8 Ethical Standards vs. Realpolitik

The UN Charter envisioned responsible stewardship by the P5:

e Vetoes were meant to prevent escalation, not enable atrocities.

« Ethical governance demands prioritizing human lives over
power politics.

e Instead, US and Russian vetoes have frequently prolonged
conflicts.

This contradiction between moral obligation and geopolitical interest
lies at the heart of the UNSC’s credibility crisis.

2.9 Roles and Responsibilities
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Actor Intended Role Current Reality
P5 Members  Guardians of peace Protectors of allies

UNSC as Body Neutral mediator Stage for rivalry
Secretary- Enforcer of collective Limited authority due to veto
General security deadlocks

2.10 Global Best Practices to Curb Veto
Abuse

1. The French-Mexican Initiative (2015):
Voluntary restraint of vetoes in mass atrocity situations.

2. The ACT Group Proposal:
Calls for a code of conduct limiting veto use during
humanitarian crises.

3. “Uniting for Peace” Mechanism (UNGA):
Redirects failed UNSC resolutions to the General Assembly for
collective action.

2.11 Looking Ahead

This chapter reveals how the veto evolved from a protective safeguard
into a strategic weapon, largely in the hands of US and Russia.

In the next chapter, we’ll examine how this rivalry crystallized during

the Cold War and cemented structural paralysis within the UNSC —
a dynamic that continues to shape global crises today.
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Chapter Insights

e 60% of UNSC vetoes cast by US and Russia/USSR.

e Humanitarian crises repeatedly sacrificed to superpower
agendas.

« Ethical reform proposals exist — but lack political will.
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Chapter 3 — Cold War Legacies and
the UNSC

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

3.1 Introduction

The Cold War (1947-1991) transformed the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC) into a battlefield of ideologies rather than a platform
for collective peace. Designed as the world’s guardian of security, the
UNSC became instead a stage for US-Soviet rivalry, where
competing visions of capitalism vs. communism dictated voting
patterns, vetoes, and resolutions.

This chapter explores how the Cold War legacy hardwired
dysfunction into the UNSC’s DNA, institutionalizing paralysis,

fostering proxy wars, and eroding trust in the Council’s neutrality —
effects still felt today.

3.2 The UNSC’s Role During the Cold War

At its creation, the UNSC was envisioned as a neutral mediator.
However, the bipolar world order meant that:

e The US pursued containment of communism through alliances
like NATO.
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The Soviet Union sought to expand its ideological sphere via
Warsaw Pact proxies.
The UNSC became hostage to these geopolitical divisions.

Key Insight: When both superpowers perceived threats to their spheres
of influence, the UNSC almost always deadlocked.

3.3 Proxy Wars and UNSC Paralysis

A. Korean War (1950-1953)

Context: North Korea’s invasion of South Korea triggered
UNSC intervention.

Resolution 83: Authorized a US-led coalition — passed only
because the Soviet Union was boycotting the UNSC over
China’s seat dispute.

Lesson: UNSC action succeeded only due to accidental
superpower absence — a rare exception.

B. Vietnam War (1955-1975)

US Strategy: Escalated military presence under the doctrine of
containing communism.

Soviet & Chinese Role: Supplied arms, training, and funds to
North Vietnam.

UNSC Outcome: Repeated stalemates — no resolutions
authorizing action or ceasefire due to Soviet veto threats.
Humanitarian Impact: Over 3 million deaths with the UNSC
paralyzed.
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C. Afghan Invasion (1979-1989)

e Soviet Invasion: To prop up a communist regime under threat
from Mujahideen insurgents.

e US Response: Funneled arms and funds via Operation
Cyclone, supporting Afghan guerrillas.

e UNSC Response: Attempts to condemn the invasion blocked
by Soviet vetoes.

o Legacy: Fueled the rise of extremist groups and prolonged
instability in the region.

3.4 Data Dashboard: Veto Trends During the
Cold War (1946-1991)

Country Vetoes Cast Primary Focus
Soviet Union 122 Protecting Eastern bloc, Afghanistan,
Hungary
United Israel, Latin America, anti-communist
36 :
States allies
China 1 Taiwan representation dispute
UK & 17 . Colonial interests, Suez Crisis
France combined

Insight: The Soviet Union used the veto three times more than all
other P5 members combined during the Cold War’s first two decades.
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3.5 Crisis Snapshots

Snapshot 1: Cuban Missile Crisis (1962)

Scenario: USSR deployed nuclear missiles in Cuba; US
imposed a naval blockade.

UNSC Role: Paralyzed by veto threats, forcing direct US—
Soviet negotiations outside the UN.

Lesson: In existential crises, the UNSC was bypassed entirely.

Snapshot 2: Suez Crisis (1956)

Scenario: UK, France, and Israel invaded Egypt after Nasser
nationalized the Suez Canal.

US & USSR Alignment: A rare moment of superpower
consensus pressured aggressors to withdraw.

Lesson: UNSC effectiveness peaked when US—Soviet interests
aligned — a rare historical anomaly.

Snapshot 3: Hungarian Uprising (1956)

Scenario: Soviet troops crushed a pro-democracy revolt in
Hungary.

UNSC Outcome: Multiple resolutions condemning Soviet
actions vetoed by the USSR.

Impact: Shattered UNSC credibility in Eastern Europe.
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3.6 UNSC Bypasses: The Rise of “Uniting for
Peace”

Frustrated by superpower vetoes, the UN General Assembly (UNGA)
invoked Resolution 377A — known as “Uniting for Peace” — t0
bypass the UNSC and authorize collective action.

o First Used (1950): Korean War troop deployments.

o Repeated Use: Middle East conflicts, peacekeeping missions,
and apartheid condemnation.

o Limitations: Resolutions under UNGA lack binding authority.

Implication: The UNGA became a moral voice, but without UNSC
enforcement, its authority remained symbolic.

3.7 Long-Term Legacies of the Cold War

1. Institutional Paralysis
o Superpower vetoes became norms rather than
exceptions.
o UNSC credibility eroded permanently.
2. Proxy Conflicts
o From Vietnam to Afghanistan, the UNSC failed
repeatedly to resolve wars.
3. Fragmentation of Global Governance
o NATO, Warsaw Pact, and other regional blocs gained
prominence over the UNSC.
4. Normalization of Double Standards
o USand USSR accused each other of hypocrisy, using
vetoes to shield allies while condemning opponents.
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3.8 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Cold War Reality

Global security L

US & USSR guarantors Ideological rivals

UNSC Neutral arbiter Stage for propaganda

Secretary- Mediator Marglnallzed by P5

General dominance

UNGA Sup_p_ort for UNSC Emerge_d as symbolic
decisions alternative

3.9 Ethical Failures During the Cold War

The UNSC was envisioned as a moral authority, yet:
e Humanitarian crises like Hungary (1956), Vietnam, and
Afghanistan went unaddressed.

« Civilian protections took a backseat to ideological battles.
o Ethical leadership was replaced with geopolitical opportunism.

3.10 Looking Ahead

The Cold War entrenched patterns that continue to cripple the UNSC
today:

« US and Russia weaponize vetoes for political gain.
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Humanitarian imperatives are subordinated to strategic
agendas.
The Council’s legitimacy deficit deepens with each crisis.

In the next chapter, we examine a pivotal turning point: the 2003 Iraq
War, where the US bypassed the UNSC entirely, shattering its
credibility and setting the stage for today’s fractured global order.

Chapter Insights

The Cold War transformed the UNSC into a geopolitical
chessboard.

Soviet veto dominance normalized UNSC paralysis.

The Uniting for Peace mechanism emerged but lacked
enforcement power.

Today’s UNSC dysfunction is rooted in Cold War rivalries
that never ended — they merely mutated.
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Chapter 4 — Iraqg 2003: The US
Sidelines the UNSC

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

4.1 Introduction

The 2003 invasion of Iraq marked one of the most defining failures in
the history of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC). When the
United States — backed by the United Kingdom and a coalition of
willing allies — launched a full-scale invasion without explicit UNSC
authorization, it shattered the Council’s credibility as the ultimate
guardian of global peace and security.

Claiming to act in the name of “preemptive defense” against \Weapons
of Mass Destruction (WMDs), the US bypassed multilateral
mechanisms entirely, triggering a crisis of legitimacy that still haunts
the UNSC today.

4.2 Background: The Post-9/11 Security
Doctrine

After the September 11, 2001 attacks, the Bush administration
adopted a new foreign policy paradigm:
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The Bush Doctrine emphasized preemptive strikes against
perceived threats.

Irag, under Saddam Hussein, was accused of harboring
WMDs and links to terrorism.

The US presented this as an imminent danger requiring urgent
action.

Key Statement — President George W. Bush (2002):
“The United Nations must prove it’s relevant or become irrelevant.”

4.3 The UNSC Debate: Divided and
Cornered

A. US Position

Demanded immediate action against Saddam Hussein.
Pressured allies and used intelligence to build a narrative of
existential threat.

Drafted a resolution authorizing “all necessary means” for
military intervention.

B. Opposition from Other P5 Members

France, Russia, and China opposed any military intervention
without conclusive evidence of WMDs.

Called for extended inspections under the UN Monitoring,
Verification and Inspection Commission (UNMOVIC).

C. Global Protests
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Millions across Europe, Asia, and the Middle East protested
the looming war.

The UNSC chamber became a symbol of multilateral
resistance against unilateralism.

4.4 The WMD Controversy

The US presented “evidence” of WMD programs — satellite images,
intercepted communications, and defectors’ testimonies. However:

UNMOVIC and IAEA inspections found no conclusive proof
of active WMDs.

Hans Blix (UNMOVIC) and Mohamed EIBaradei (IAEA)
urged for more time and diplomacy.

Despite this, the US abandoned the UNSC framework and
proceeded with invasion plans.

4.5 Operation lraqi Freedom: Bypassing the
UNSC

On March 20, 2003, the US, UK, and allies launched “Operation
Iraqi Freedom”:

Without a UNSC resolution authorizing force.

Based on claims later proven false — no stockpiles of WMDs
were ever discovered.

Violated the UN Charter’s Article 2(4) prohibiting the use of
force except in self-defense or UN-sanctioned action.
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4.6 Russia’s Response: A Diplomatic
Standoff

e Russia condemned the invasion as a violation of international
law.

e Sought to rally opposition within the UNSC but failed to
counter US unilateralism.

e While critical of Washington, Moscow refrained from deeper
confrontation — a strategic calculation to preserve its own
global standing.

4.7 Humanitarian and Geopolitical Fallout

Impact Area Consequences

Over 200,000 civilian deaths (2003-2011),

Humanitarian D
massive displacement

Regional \ L .
Stability Triggered sectarian violence and rise of ISIS
G_Iobal Split NATO allies and deepened US—Russia rift
Diplomacy

UNSC . . _
Credibility Portrayed as irrelevant in preventing illegal wars

4.8 Case Study: UNSC Resolution 1441
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e Adopted in November 2002, Resolution 1441 offered Irag a
“final opportunity” to comply with disarmament obligations.

« It did not authorize the automatic use of force.

o The US misinterpreted the resolution as implicit
authorization for invasion, while other P5 members explicitly
disagreed.

Lesson: The ambiguity of Resolution 1441 enabled the bypass of
multilateral decision-making.

4.9 Ethical Standards Violated

1. Preemption Without Proof
o The US justified war on unverified intelligence.
2. Undermining Multilateralism
o lIgnored UN inspectors and global consensus.
3. Erosion of Global Norms
o Setadangerous precedent for unilateral military
action.

4.10 Global Reactions

e France: President Jacques Chirac declared,
“War is always the sanction of failure.”

e Russia: Called for a return to diplomacy, accusing the US of
destabilizing global security.

e Arab League: Condemned the invasion and warned of regional
chaos.
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e Global South: Saw the UNSC as a puppet of superpowers,
sparking long-term distrust.

4.11 Data Dashboard: UNSC’s Paralysis in
2003

Resolution Objective Outcome  Blocking Forces

Draft Authorize force . France, Russia,
: . Withdrawn -

Resolution against Iraq China
Resolution . . Ambiguity
1441 Final warning to Iraq Adopted exploited
Emergency Ceasefire appeal No action US coalition
Session PP taken bypassed

4.12 The UNSC’s Lost Authority

The Iraq War transformed perceptions of the UNSC:

e The US demonstrated that global governance could be
ignored when inconvenient.

o Russia learned that bypassing multilateralism works — a
lesson it would later apply in Crimea (2014) and Ukraine
(2022).

« Smaller nations questioned whether the UNSC still served
collective interests or merely legitimized superpower
agendas.
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4.13 Global Best Practices Ignored

o Preventive Diplomacy: More time for inspections and
negotiations.

« Transparency in Intelligence: Independent verification of
WMD claims.

o Collective Security: Adhering to Chapter VII mandates
before using force.

e Humanitarian Safeguards: Planning for post-conflict
reconstruction.

4.14 Lessons Learned

1. Unilateralism Weakens Multilateralism
o When superpowers act alone, UNSC’s role as a
peacekeeper diminishes.
2. Credibility is Fragile
o Once global trust is broken, it is hard to rebuild.
3. Legal vs. Legitimate
o Evenwhen actions are arguably legal, they may lack
legitimacy if they bypass global consensus.

4,15 Looking Ahead

The Irag War of 2003 became a turning point for the UNSC:

e Proved its inability to constrain superpowers.
o Paved the way for Russia’s assertiveness in later crises.
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o Sparked global disillusionment with the UN’s security
framework.

In the next chapter, we’ll analyze the Syrian Civil War, where Russia
flipped the playbook, wielding its veto power 17 times to shield its
ally Bashar al-Assad, creating another deadlock and worsening
humanitarian catastrophes.

Chapter Insights

e The US-led invasion bypassed the UNSC, undermining its
legitimacy.

o False WMD claims damaged trust in multilateral institutions.

e The Irag War emboldened Russia to act similarly in later
conflicts.

e The UNSC’s role as a guardian of global peace and security
was permanently weakened.
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Chapter 5 — Syria Crisis: Russia’s
Persistent Shield

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

5.1 Introduction

The Syrian Civil War, which began in 2011, became one of the
deadliest conflicts of the 21st century — a humanitarian catastrophe
marked by mass atrocities, chemical weapon attacks, and the
collapse of an entire state. For the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC), Syria represents one of its most glaring failures.

At the heart of this paralysis lies Russia’s persistent use of its veto
power to shield Bashar al-Assad’s regime, counter Western
influence, and maintain its strategic foothold in the Middle East.
Meanwhile, the United States and its allies pushed for regime change
and humanitarian intervention, deepening UNSC divisions and
worsening the crisis.

5.2 Syria: From Protest to Proxy War

A. Arab Spring Sparks Unrest

e In March 2011, peaceful protests erupted in Daraa over
government repression.
e Assad’s brutal crackdown triggered a nationwide uprising.
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B. Descent into Civil War

e By mid-2012, the conflict evolved into a multi-front war
involving:
o The Assad government
o Rebel groups backed by the West, Turkey, and Gulf
states
Islamist factions including ISIS and al-Nusra Front
Kurdish militias fighting for autonomy

C. Syria Becomes a Global Chessboard

o Russia: Supports Assad militarily and diplomatically.

e US & Allies: Back opposition forces and demand Assad’s
removal.

e Iran & Hezbollah: Align with Assad to secure Shia influence.

e Turkey & Gulf States: Support rebels, fearing Kurdish
expansion.

5.3 UNSC Deadlock: Russia’s Veto
Diplomacy

From 2011 to 2023, Russia vetoed 17 resolutions on Syria — often

joined by China — crippling international efforts to resolve the
conflict.

Year Resolution Objective Outcome Russia’s Position

2011 Condemn Assad’s violent
crackdown

2012 Sanctions on Assad regime Vetoed Protecting ally

Vetoed “Internal matter”
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Year Resolution Objective Outcome Russia’s Position

Block Western
accountability

Ceasefire and humanitarian Safeguard regime
: . Vetoed -
corridors in Aleppo military ops

2018 Investigate chemical attacks  Vetoed Dispute on attribution

Aid delivery via Turkish Protect Assad’s
. Vetoed .
border crossings sovereignty

2013 Referral to ICC for war crimes Vetoed

2016

2020

Insight: Russia’s vetoes consistently aligned with Assad’s survival
strategy, prioritizing geopolitical influence over humanitarian relief.

5.4 Case Study 1: Chemical Weapon Attacks

A. Ghouta Attack (August 2013)

o Hundreds killed by sarin gas near Damascus.

o UNSC attempted to pass a resolution authorizing force against
Assad.

e Russia vetoed and denied Assad’s involvement, framing
evidence as fabricated.

B. Khan Shaykhun Attack (April 2017)

e Over 80 civilians killed by sarin gas.

e US launched Tomahawk missile strikes on Syrian airbases
without UNSC authorization.

e Russia condemned the strikes as violations of sovereignty.

Lesson: Russia’s shielding of Assad emboldened further use of
chemical weapons, eroding international norms.
Page | 39



5.5 Case Study 2: Aleppo — A Humanitarian
Nightmare
e In 2016, Aleppo became the epicenter of Syria’s tragedy.
e UNSC tabled resolutions demanding:
o Ceasefires to evacuate civilians
o Safe humanitarian corridors

e Russia vetoed these repeatedly, enabling Assad’s forces to
retake the city through siege warfare.

Impact:
e Tens of thousands killed or displaced

o Hospitals and schools destroyed
o Global outrage over UNSC inaction

5.6 US Strategy vs. Russian Shield

A. United States & Allies
o Backed moderate rebel groups.
o Pushed for Assad’s removal as a precondition for peace.

o Conducted airstrikes against ISIS but avoided deep troop
commitments.

B. Russia’s Calculated Play

e Secured Tartus naval base — its only Mediterranean foothold.
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o Conducted direct military intervention in 2015, shifting the
war’s trajectory.

e Promoted “Astana Peace Talks” (with Iran and Turkey) to
bypass Western influence.

C. Outcome

The UNSC became irrelevant as alternative platforms supplanted its
role.

5.7 Humanitarian Dashboard: Syria’s Cost

Metric Value (2011-2023)
Civilian Deaths ~600,000+
Displaced People ~13 million
Chemical Attacks 30+ documented cases

UN Humanitarian Resolutions Blocked 17

Insight: Russia’s vetoes directly worsened humanitarian suffering by
blocking aid and halting ceasefire mechanisms.

5.8 Ethical Analysis: When Vetoes Kill

The UNSC was envisioned as a protector of human rights and global
peace. Yet:

« Russia’s vetoes allowed indiscriminate bombings, chemical
attacks, and siege tactics.
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The US, prioritizing Assad’s removal over negotiated
settlements, fueled proxy escalations.

The failure to prioritize civilian protection eroded trust in the
UNSC’s moral legitimacy.

5.9 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality in Syria
Russia Neutral mediator Protector of Assad’s regime

Pursued regime change

us Promoter of peace agenda
UNSC Crisis manager Deadlocked and bypassed
Regional Support peace Pursued competing interests
Players frameworks
5.10 Global Best Practices Ignored
1. Humanitarian Ceasefire Mechanisms
o Proposed corridors blocked by Russia.
2. Independent Investigations
o  OPCW inquiries politicized and undermined.
3. Regional Inclusion Frameworks
o Rival forums (Astana vs. Geneva talks) weakened unity.
4. Limiting Veto in Mass Atrocities
o Proposals ignored despite overwhelming global support.
5.11 Lessons Learned
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1. Veto Power as a Shield
o Russia demonstrated how vetoes can protect allies at

humanitarian cost.

2. Bypassing the UNSC
o US-led coalitions and Russian-led talks eroded the

UNSC’s relevance.

3. Humanitarian Trust Deficit
o Civilian populations now see the UNSC as political, not

protective.

5.12 Looking Ahead
The Syrian conflict highlights a critical turning point:

e The UNSC'’s paralysis is now institutionalized.
e Russia’s veto strategy sets a precedent for Ukraine (2014,

2022) and other hotspots.
e The failure to prioritize human lives over power politics has

caused a legitimacy crisis for the UNSC.

In the next chapter, we examine Ukraine 2014 and the annexation of
Crimea, where Russia once again weaponized its veto, triggering one
of the most consequential East-West confrontations since the Cold

War.

Chapter Insights

e Russia vetoed 17 UNSC resolutions on Syria since 2011.
« Chemical weapon norms were shattered by repeated inaction.
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The UNSC’s humanitarian role collapsed in the face of
geopolitical agendas.

Syria became a proxy battlefield, relegating the UNSC to
irrelevance.
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Chapter 6 — Ukraine 2014 and
Crimea’s Annexation

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

6.1 Introduction

The 2014 Ukraine crisis and the subsequent annexation of Crimea by
Russia marked a seismic moment in global geopolitics and further
exposed the United Nations Security Council’s (UNSC) fragility. For
the first time since the end of the Cold War, a permanent member of
the UNSC redrew internationally recognized borders through
military force — a direct challenge to the rules-based international
order.

The UNSC, designed to uphold sovereignty and territorial integrity,
became paralyzed as Russia wielded its veto power to block any
resolutions condemning its actions. This chapter explores how the
Crimea crisis highlighted deep divisions between the West and Russia,
cementing patterns of geopolitical obstruction that persist to this day.

6.2 Background: Ukraine’s Political
Earthquake

A. Euromaidan Protests (Nov 2013 — Feb 2014)
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o Triggered by then-President Viktor Yanukovych’s decision to

reject an EU association agreement in favor of closer ties with
Russia.

e Massive protests erupted in Kyiv, culminating in Yanukovych
fleeing the country in February 2014.

B. Russia’s Strategic Concerns
e Saw Ukraine’s tilt toward the European Union and NATO as a

direct threat.

o Aimed to maintain control over its historical sphere of
influence.

C. Crimea’s Significance

o Home to Sevastopol, Russia’s Black Sea Fleet base.

o Strategically vital for Russia’s military reach and energy
dominance.

6.3 The Annexation of Crimea

A. Russia’s Military Intervention

e February 27, 2014: “Little green men” — unmarked Russian
soldiers — seized Crimean government buildings.

e March 16, 2014: A referendum held under Russian military
occupation claimed 97% support for joining Russia.

e March 18, 2014: Russia formally annexed Crimea.

B. Global Reaction
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e US and EU: Declared the referendum illegal under
international law.

o Ukraine: Denounced the annexation as occupation.

« Russia: Justified its actions as protecting ethnic Russians and
self-determination.

6.4 UNSC Deadlock: Russia’s Veto
Diplomacy

Date Resolution Objective Outcome  Russia’s Stance

March 15, Condemn Crimea Vetoed Claimed “self-
2014 referendum as invalid determination rights”
April Authorize international “Ukraine crisis is
. Vetoed . N
2014 monitors internal
July 2014 Establish tribunal for Vetoed Denied Russian

MHZ17 plane crash involvement

Insight: Russia blocked all attempts to condemn or investigate its
actions, effectively neutralizing the UNSC as a platform for
accountability.

6.5 Case Study: UNSC Resolution S/2014/189

e Objective: Declare the Crimea referendum invalid.
o Vote Outcome:

o 13in favor

o 1lagainst (Russia)

o 1 abstention (China)

Page | 47



e Result: Resolution failed due to Russia’s veto, despite near-
unanimous global consensus.

Lesson: A single veto by a P5 member can nullify international law
enforcement, undermining UNSC legitimacy.

6.6 US and Western Response

A. Economic Sanctions

e The US, EU, Canada, and allies imposed targeted sanctions
against:
o Russian banks and energy companies
o High-ranking officials
o Expanded over time to cover trade, defense, and finance
sectors.

B. NATQO’s Strategic Repositioning

e Increased military deployments along the Eastern European
frontier.

o Conducted large-scale exercises to deter further Russian
aggression.

C. Alternative Forums
e The UN General Assembly (UNGA) passed Resolution

68/262, affirming Ukraine’s territorial integrity by 100+ votes
— but non-binding.
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6.7 Russia’s Strategic Calculus

Russia’s actions reflected a long-term strategic vision:

1. Prevent NATO Expansion: Halting Ukraine’s westward shift.

2. Secure Military Assets: Retaining Sevastopol naval base.

3. Project Power: Demonstrate Russia’s resurgence on the global
stage.

4. Test UNSC Relevance: Expose Western reliance on
multilateral frameworks.

6.8 Humanitarian Fallout

Impact Area Consequence (2014-2015)
Displacement 1.5 million internally displaced
Casualties ~13,000 deaths in Crimea & Donbas (2014—-2020)
. Economic contraction in Russia (~3% GDP
Sanctions Impact .
shrinkage)
Global Food Ukrainian grain exports disrupted, impacting
Security Middle East & Africa

Insight: The annexation sparked a multi-year conflict in Eastern
Ukraine, escalating tensions into a global security crisis.

6.9 Ethical Analysis: Sovereignty vs. Self-
Determination
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e International Law Perspective:
o Crimea’s annexation violated Article 2(4) of the UN
Charter, which prohibits acquiring territory by force.
e Russia’s Argument:
o Claimed self-determination for Crimea’s ethnic Russian
population.
o Counterpoint:
o Referendum conducted under military occupation
lacked legitimacy.

Lesson: Without UNSC enforcement, norms of sovereignty become
negotiable.

6.10 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality
Russia Uphold UN Charter Redefined borders by force
US & Defend international Relied on sanctions & NATO

Allies norms moves
Enforce territorial Rendered powerless by Russia’s
UNSC : :
integrity veto
UNGA Pro_v_lde moral Passed non-binding resolutions
legitimacy

6.11 Global Best Practices Ignored

1. Preventive Diplomacy
o No early engagement to mediate Ukraine’s east-west
divide.
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2. Regional Security Dialogue
o Lack of coordinated NATO-Russia talks exacerbated
escalation.
3. Veto Restraint
o Russia’s veto prevented peacekeeping missions and
neutral investigations.
4. Humanitarian Protections
o Civilians suffered while UNSC resolutions stalled
repeatedly.

6.12 Lessons Learned

1. ASingle Veto Can Redraw Borders
o UNSC’s impotence emboldened future territorial
grabs.
2. UNSC’s Credibility Crisis Deepens
o Countries now bypass the Council for unilateral
actions.
3. Precedent for Ukraine 2022
o Crimea served as a dress rehearsal for Russia’s full-
scale invasion.

6.13 Looking Ahead

The annexation of Crimea signaled:

e A shift toward multipolar confrontation.
« Russia’s willingness to challenge Western dominance.
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e The declining authority of the UNSC in enforcing territorial
integrity.

In the next chapter, we move to Ukraine 2022, where Russia escalated
further into a full-scale invasion, plunging Europe into its largest land
war since World War Il — and once again neutralizing the UNSC
through strategic vetoes.

Chapter Insights

e Russia weaponized its veto to block all condemnation of
Crimea’s annexation.

e UNSC became irrelevant in defending Ukraine’s sovereignty.

e The crisis exposed the limits of international law when
superpowers act unilaterally.

o Crimea set the precedent for Russia’s 2022 invasion.
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Chapter 7 — Ukraine 2022: UNSC
Paralyzed Again

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

7.1 Introduction

On February 24, 2022, Russia launched a full-scale invasion of
Ukraine, escalating the ongoing conflict into the largest land war in
Europe since World War I1. This marked a turning point in global
security, challenging the rules-based international order and testing
the credibility of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC).

Instead of acting as the guardian of peace, the UNSC became
paralyzed once again. Russia wielded its veto power to block
resolutions condemning its aggression, while the United States and
Western allies used the UNSC as a stage for political theater rather
than meaningful action. The failure to respond decisively highlighted
the deep dysfunction within the UNSC and raised urgent questions
about its relevance.

7.2 Prelude to Invasion

A. Russia’s Strategic Concerns

« NATO Expansion: Moscow viewed Ukraine’s growing ties
with NATO as an existential threat.
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o Historical Claims: Russia framed Ukraine as part of its
historical sphere of influence.

o Security Demands: In late 2021, Russia demanded legal
guarantees preventing Ukraine’s NATO membership —
demands rejected by the West.

B. Escalating Tensions

e Russian troops amassed along Ukraine’s borders.

o Diplomatic talks failed amid mistrust and strategic rigidity.

o US intelligence publicly warned of an imminent invasion —
yet the UNSC failed to act proactively.

7.3 The Invasion

o February 24, 2022: Russia began a multi-front offensive
targeting Kyiv, Kharkiv, Mariupol, and Donbas.

e Objectives:

o “Demilitarization” and “denazification” of Ukraine

(Kremlin narrative).

o Regime change to install a pro-Russian government.
e Reality:

o Widespread destruction of civilian infrastructure.

o Millions displaced across Europe.

o A humanitarian crisis unprecedented in recent decades.

7.4 UNSC Paralysis: Russia’s Veto Strikes
Again
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Within days of the invasion, the UNSC tabled a resolution condemning
Russia’s actions.

e Vote Outcome:
o 11 in favor
o 1lagainst (Russia)
o 3 abstentions (China, India, UAE)
o Result: Resolution failed due to Russia’s veto.

Subsequent attempts to:

o Establish humanitarian corridors
« Investigate alleged war crimes
e Call for immediate ceasefires

...all collapsed under repeated Russian vetoes.

7.5 Global Bypass: UN General Assembly
Steps In

Blocked at the UNSC, the UN General Assembly (UNGA) invoked
the “Uniting for Peace” mechanism:

e Resolution ES-11/1 (March 2022):
o Condemned Russia’s invasion.
o Passed with 141 votes in favor, 5 against, 35
abstentions.
« Limitation: Non-binding resolutions lack enforcement power.

Insight: The shift from the UNSC to the UNGA symbolized the
erosion of the UNSC’s authority.
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7.6 Humanitarian Dashboard: Ukraine 2022

Impact Area Statistics (Feb 2022 — Dec 2024)
Civilian Deaths ~60,000+
Military Deaths ~500,000 (both sides combined)
Displacement ~10.5 million refugees
Infrastructure Damage ~$400B estimated reconstruction cost

Blocked UNSC Resolutions 6 humanitarian drafts vetoed

Insight: Russia’s vetoes directly worsened humanitarian suffering by
blocking aid corridors, investigations, and ceasefire efforts.

7.7 Case Study 1: Mariupol Siege (March-—
May 2022)

e Scenario: Russian forces encircled Mariupol, cutting off water,
electricity, and food supplies.
o UNSC Attempt: A resolution to guarantee humanitarian
evacuation routes.
« Russia’s Response: Vetoed, claiming it undermined “military
operations.”
e Outcome:
o Thousands trapped and killed.
o The Azovstal Steel Plant became a global symbol of

resistance.
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7.8 Case Study 2: Bucha Massacre (April
2022)

o Event: Discovery of mass civilian graves after Russian
withdrawal.

o UNSC Attempt: Launch independent war crimes investigation.

e Russia’s Action: Blocked investigation mandates via veto.

e Result: Investigations shifted to the International Criminal
Court (ICC) — outside UNSC authority.

7.9 US & NATO Response

A. Economic Sanctions

o US and allies imposed sweeping sanctions targeting:
o Russian banks and reserves
o Energy exports
o Oligarch assets

o Over $300B of Russian central bank reserves frozen.

B. Military Assistance

e US Aid: Over $75B in military, economic, and humanitarian
support.

e NATO Coordination: Delivery of HIMARS, Patriot systems,
and F-16 training to Ukrainian forces.

C. Strategic Objective

e Weaken Russia’s military capabilities while avoiding direct
NATO-Russia confrontation.
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7.10 Russia’s Strategic Calculus

1.

2.

Prevent NATO Encroachment: Keep Ukraine outside Western
security frameworks.

Control Donbas & Crimea: Cement territorial dominance in
eastern Ukraine.

Resist Global Isolation: Strengthen ties with China, India,
Iran, and BRICS partners.

Undermine UNSC Credibility: Demonstrate that veto power
protects great powers from accountability.

7.11 Geopolitical Shifts

Multipolar Realignment: Russia deepens cooperation with
China and Global South nations.

Energy Politics: Redirects oil and gas exports to Asia amid
Western sanctions.

Global Food Security: Disruption of Ukraine’s grain exports
impacts Africa and the Middle East.

7.12 Ethical Crisis: UNSC’s Failure to
Protect

UN Charter Principles Violated:
o Article 2(4): Prohibits territorial conquest.
o Article 51: Justifies self-defense, not invasion.
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e UNSC’s Role Abandoned:
o Failed to enforce sovereignty.
o Failed to prevent war crimes.
o Failed to protect civilians.

7.13 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality
Russia Uphold global peace Launched large-scale aggression
US & Defenders of Focused on containment, not
NATO sovereignty mediation
UNSC Enforce ceasefires Rendered powerless by vetoes
UNGA ?;;fpe;ncsc()allective reassslﬁi?r/]r:bolic, non-binding

7.14 Global Best Practices Ignored

1. Veto Restraint in Mass Atrocities
o French-Mexican proposal sidelined by Russia.
2. Preventive Diplomacy
o No neutral mediation platform was empowered.
3. Humanitarian Corridors
o Russia repeatedly blocked aid resolutions.
4. Peacekeeping Deployment
o UNSC failed to authorize peacekeeping missions.

7.15 Lessons Learned
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1. UNSC Paralysis Is Structural
o Aslong as a P5 member is an active aggressor, the
UNSC is ineffective.
2. Bypass Mechanisms Are Weak
o UNGA resolutions carry moral weight but no
enforcement power.
3. Global Security Is Fragmenting
o Trust in multilateral frameworks continues to erode.

7.16 Looking Ahead

The Ukraine 2022 invasion confirmed what Crimea 2014
foreshadowed:

e The UNSC’s structure is incompatible with today’s multipolar
rivalries.

« Russia’s veto shield enables prolonged conflicts and
humanitarian disasters.

e Without veto reform or alternative frameworks, the UNSC
risks becoming symbolic rather than functional.

In the next chapter, we examine the Middle East battleground, where
US and Russia compete for influence in Syria, Libya, Gaza, and
beyond, turning the UNSC into an arena of political obstruction
rather than a forum for peace.

Chapter Insights

e Russia’s 2022 invasion of Ukraine exposed UNSC’s
irrelevance in enforcing international law.
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Over 10.5 million displaced and hundreds of thousands killed
or wounded — while the UNSC remained deadlocked.

The UNGA bypass mechanism lacks teeth, reducing global
governance to symbolic gestures.

The crisis deepened geopolitical polarization between West,
Russia, China, and the Global South.
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Chapter 8 — US—Russia Rivalry in the
Middle East

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

8.1 Introduction

The Middle East has long been the epicenter of global power
struggles, and nowhere is this more visible than in the rivalry between
the United States and Russia. Across conflicts in Syria, Libya, Iran,
Iraq, and Gaza, the two powers have repeatedly clashed, turning the
United Nations Security Council (UNSC) into a battleground of
political obstruction rather than a forum for peace.

The result is a pattern of paralysis where humanitarian suffering
escalates, regional instability deepens, and the UNSC’s credibility
erodes further. In this chapter, we examine how US-Russia
competition in the Middle East has weaponized vetoes, polarized
diplomacy, and created a deadlock-driven governance crisis.

8.2 The Strategic Importance of the Middle
East

A. Energy and Resources
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e Region holds 48% of global oil reserves and 43% of natural
gas reserves.
« Control of energy corridors influences global economic power.

B. Geopolitical Crossroads
o Acts as a bridge between Europe, Asia, and Africa.
e Home to strategic waterways like the Suez Canal, Strait of
Hormuz, and Bab el-Mandeb.

C. Regional Alliances

e US Focus: Israel, Gulf monarchies, NATO partners.
o Russia’s Focus: Syria, Iran, Hezbollah, energy alliances.

8.3 UNSC as a Theater of Proxy Wars

Conflict US Position Russia’s Position UNSC Outcome

Svria Regime change,  Assad ally, 17 Russian vetoes
y anti-Assad military support  blocked aid, ceasefires
Libva NATO-backed  Opposed regime  Competing resolutions
Y& intervention change prolonged chaos
lran Max pressure Protects Iran from UNSC fractured on
sanctions harsher measures  nuclear framework
. Aligns with Arab  Deadlock leads to
Blocks resolutions . I
Gaza League ceasefire  repeated humanitarian

critical of Israel b
proposals crises

Insight: The Middle East is where US vetoes protect Israel and
Russian vetoes shield Assad and Iran, creating a cycle of diplomatic
failure.
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8.4 Case Study 1: Syria— UNSC’s Longest
Deadlock

A. Background

o Since 2011, Syria has been a proxy battlefield for US and
Russian agendas.

B. UNSC Dynamics

o US Position: Backed opposition groups, demanded Assad’s
removal.
o Russia’s Strategy:
o Shielded Assad with 17 vetoes since 2011.
o Deployed direct military forces in 2015, altering the
war’s trajectory.
e Outcome:
o Failed humanitarian corridors.
o Inability to investigate chemical weapons attacks.
o Collapse of peace efforts under UNSC mediation.

8.5 Case Study 2: Libya — Regime Change
vs. Realpolitik

A. The Fall of Gaddafi (2011)

e UNSC passed Resolution 1973, authorizing a no-fly zone to
protect civilians.
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e US and NATO allies used the mandate to topple Gaddafi.
B. Russia’s Reaction

o Felt betrayed, arguing NATO exceeded UNSC authorization.
e From 2011 onward, Russia blocked resolutions perceived as
enabling Western-led interventions.

C. Outcome
o Libya descended into factional chaos, with:
o Competing governments in Tripoli and Tobruk.

o Rising influence of ISIS and militias.
e UNSC lost control over Libya’s political future.

8.6 Case Study 3: Iran’s Nuclear Program
A. JCPOA (2015)
« Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action brokered between P5+1
(US, Russia, China, UK, France + Germany) and lIran.
e UNSC endorsed the agreement through Resolution 2231.
B. US Withdrawal (2018)

e Under President Trump, the US unilaterally exited the JCPOA.
e Reimposed “maximum pressure” sanctions on Iran.

C. Russia’s Role
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e Supported Iran diplomatically and undermined US sanctions
via energy and arms deals.

D. UNSC Fallout

e Council became divided and irrelevant:
o US sought to “snap back” sanctions.
o Russia and China rejected US claims.
o Iran accelerated nuclear enrichment programs.

8.7 Case Study 4: Gaza and the UNSC’s
Humanitarian Failure

A. US Veto Power Protects Israel
o Since 1972, the US has vetoed 45+ resolutions critical of Israel.
e Inrecent Gaza conflicts (2008, 2014, 2021, 2023), the US:

o Blocked calls for ceasefires.
o Resisted investigations into civilian casualties.

B. Russia’s Opportunistic Alignment
« Positions itself as a defender of Palestinian rights.

«  Aligns with Arab League proposals to highlight US double
standards.

C. Humanitarian Toll

e Thousands killed in repeated escalations.
e UNSC perceived as biased and ineffective.
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8.8 Veto Dashboard: Middle East Conflicts
(2011-2024)

i us Russia .

Conflict Vetoes  Vetoes Blocked Resolutions Impact

Syria 0 17 Humamtarlan aid, 600,000+
ceasefires deaths
Ceasefires, civilian 25,000+

Gaza 18 0 protections deaths

Libya O 5 POI't'CaI. IREa State collapse
mechanisms

lran 9 3 Nuclear program JCPOA
enforcement collapse

Insight: US and Russian vetoes dominate UNSC outcomes, driving
humanitarian costs and regional instability.

8.9 Ethical Breakdown: Power vs. Humanity

e Humanitarian Crises Ignored
o UNSC fails to prioritize civilian protection.
o Selective Morality
o US protects allies; Russia shields authoritarian partners.
o Weaponized Multilateralism
o UNSC resolutions serve strategic narratives, not global
ethics.
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8.10 Roles and Responsibilities
Actor Expected Role Reality
US Uphold democratic  Protects strategic allies over
values civilians
Russia Promote stability Uses vetoes to secure influence
UNSC Act as neutral arbiter Stage for geopolitical theater
Regional Support mediation .
POWETS offorts Fuel proxy conflicts
8.11 Global Best Practices Ignored
1. Humanitarian Veto Restraint
o France-Mexico initiative disregarded by US and Russia.
2. Neutral Mediation Platforms
o Rival forums (Astana vs. Geneva talks) fragmented
solutions.
3. Integrated Peacebuilding
o UNSC failed to coordinate with regional blocs like the
Arab League and African Union.
4. Civilian Protections
o Humanitarian law sidelined by strategic imperatives.
8.12 Lessons Learned
1. Middle East as UNSC’s Achilles’ Heel
o The region exposes the UNSC’s systemic paralysis.
2. Proxy Rivalries Escalate Crises
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3.

o US and Russia weaponize regional conflicts for global
influence.
Credibility Gap Widens
o Humanitarian outcomes suffer while UNSC debates
semantics.

8.13 Looking Ahead

The Middle East illustrates how US—Russia rivalry has hollowed out
the UNSC’s role:

Deadlocks prolong wars and humanitarian crises.
Regional powers bypass the UNSC in favor of alternative
coalitions.

Global trust in multilateralism erodes further.

In the next chapter, we shift focus to nuclear flashpoints, exploring
how US-Russia competition in handling Iran and North Korea further
exposes the UNSC’s inability to enforce global security norms.

Chapter Insights

US vetoes shield Israel; Russia’s vetoes shield Assad and
Iran.

Humanitarian crises in Syria, Gaza, Libya, and Iran worsen
due to UNSC paralysis.

UNSC has devolved into a stage for great power rivalry,
leaving civilians unprotected.

The Middle East remains the ultimate test of UNSC’s
credibility — one it consistently fails.
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Chapter 9 — Nuclear Dilemmas: Iran
and North Korea

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

9.1 Introduction

Nuclear non-proliferation is supposed to be the UN Security Council’s
(UNSC) most unifying mission. In practice, it’s where U.S.—Russia
rivalry most visibly hollowed out enforcement. On the Iran track,
great-power splits over the JCPOA (2015) and its aftermath repeatedly
sidelined the Council. On the North Korea track, sanctions
enforcement has withered as Moscow and Beijing use vetoes and
political cover to blunt pressure—while Washington’s own reversals
(e.g., quitting the JCPOA) undercut credibility. The result is a world
with more fissile material, fewer inspectors, and weaker monitors.

9.2 The UNSC’s Non-Proliferation
Architecture (in theory)

e Treaty backbone: The NPT (outside the Council) with IAEA
verification.

e Council-wide guardrails: UNSCR 1540 (2004) obliges all
states to prevent non-state actors from acquiring WMDs,
building national controls over materials, finance, and export
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pathways. disarmament.unoda.orgArms Control
AssociationSecurity Council Report
o Country regimes:
o DPRK: A ladder of sanctions from 1718 (2006) onward,
overseen by the 1718 Committee and (until 2024) a
Panel of Experts. United NationsArms Control
Association
o lran: Resolution 2231 (2015) endorsed the JCPOA,
setting timelines for nuclear limits, arms transfer
restrictions, and a “snapback” mechanism to reimpose
UN sanctions. Crisis Group

On paper, it’s coherent. In practice, great-power politics repeatedly
pulled the wiring loose.

9.3 Iran: From JCPOA to Snapback—and a
Splintered Council

9.3.1 The deal and the break

e 2015: The JCPOA trades Iranian nuclear limits for phased
sanctions relief, codified in UNSCR 2231.

e 2018: The U.S. unilaterally exits the deal and reimposes
national sanctions, over objections from Russia, China, and the
EU3—fracturing P5 unity. (Context via later retrospectives.)

Crisis Group
9.3.2 The failed 2020 “snapback” attempt

e The U.S. tried to trigger snapback in 2020, but most Council
members said Washington lacked standing after quitting the
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deal—an early sign of Council paralysis via legal disputes.
Crisis GroupUN Documentation

9.3.3 2025: Europe pulls the snapback lever

On 28 Aug 2025, the UK/France/Germany formally initiated
UN snapback against Iran over sustained violations (high-level
enrichment, centrifuge expansion). Under 2231, sanctions revive
automatically unless the Council affirmatively blocks them—a
veto can’t stop snapback. ReutersJust Security

On 1 Sep 2025, Russia and China publicly rejected the EU3
move as “legally flawed,” signaling non-cooperation with
enforcement—even if they can’t prevent the legal re-imposition.
Reuters

Diplomatically, Moscow floated a short extension of
2231/JCPOA timelines—an effort to dilute snapback
momentum and keep Tehran within a looser framework.
Security Council Report

Net effect: The Council staggers between law on the books (snapback)
and politics in practice (selective compliance), inviting piecemeal
enforcement and regional hedging.

9.4 North Korea: Sanctions Without Teeth

9.4.1 The classic model that used to work

From 1718 (2006) after Pyongyang’s first nuclear test through
successive texts (e.g., 1874, 2087, 2094, 2270, 2321, 2371, 2375,
2397), the Council built a comprehensive sanctions regime—arms,
finance, commaodities, shipping—plus a Panel of Experts to investigate
evasion. Arms Control Association
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9.4.2 The 2022 turning point

On 26 May 2022, the Council failed to adopt a U.S.-drafted resolution
tightening DPRK sanctions after ICBM testing—Russia and China
vetoed, the first such veto on DPRK since 2006, ending years of
consensus. UN PressSecurity Council Report

9.4.3 2024: Monitors switched off

On 28 Mar 2024, Russia vetoed renewal of the 1718 Panel of
Experts, ending the UN’s principal sanctions-monitoring mechanism
(China abstained). The gap cripples global visibility into procurement,
ship-to-ship transfers, and finance networks.
usun.usmission.govPBSUnited States Institute of Peace

9.4.4 A new marketplace of impunity

Open-source reporting through 2024 described Moscow—Pyongyang
quid-pro-quos—fuel and goods to the DPRK, munitions in return for
Russia’s war in Ukraine—cutting across UNSC intent and highlighting
enforcement decay. The Guardian

Bottom line: Without unified P5 backing and with monitors removed,

the DPRK regime faces lower costs for cheating and higher rewards
for proliferation.

9.5 How the U.S. and Russia Undermine the
Regimes (Patterns)

e United States
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o

Russia

o

Iran: Exited JCPOA (2018) and tried a contested 2020
snapback—Iegally creative but politically isolating,
weakening Council consensus. Crisis Group

DPRK: Pushed maximalist sanctions updates (2022),
but without China/Russia support—forcing a veto
showdown rather than a narrower, enforceable package.
UN Press

Iran: Politically shields Tehran, opposes EU3
snapback, and proposes delay/extension options to blunt
pressure. ReutersSecurity Council Report

DPRK: Vetoed new sanctions (2022) and killed the
monitoring Panel of Experts (2024), gutting
enforcement just as evasion networks grow. UN
Pressusun.usmission.gov

Each side cites “principle”’; each uses Council tools to advance
strategy, not stability.

9.6 Ethical Standards vs. Realpolitik

UNSCR 1540 expects universal, good-faith controls against
WMD acquisition by states and non-state actors. Politicized
vetoes and unilateral reversals violate the spirit of 1540 by
eroding collective enforcement and industry compliance
incentives. disarmament.unoda.org

Human security suffers as resources shift from public welfare
to arms races; inspectors and monitors are the first casualties
of gridlock.
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9.7 Roles & Responsibilities

Observed Behavior in

Actor Intended Role .
Practice

Maintain unified
UNSC (P5) pressure against
proliferation

Investigate DPRK Panel ended (2024);

Splinters into blocs; vetoes
trump facts

1718 Committee

/ Panel evasion, inform visibility collapsed
compliance usun.usmission.gov
IAEA Inspect and verify £ \CCeSS narrows when
politics sour
(REegloAng:EBAlﬁcs Harmonize Mixed capacity; rely on UN
AU)’ ' implementation guidance

Compliance weakens
without authoritative
monitoring

Enforce export/finance

Private Sector controls

9.8 Case Studies

A. 2025 Iran Snapback (EU3-led)

What happened: EU3 triggered 2231 snapback (Aug 28, 2025);
Russia/China rejected the move (Sep 1).

Why it matters: A legal mechanism designed to bypass vetoes meets
real-world non-cooperation—tests whether “law on paper” can work
without P5 unity. Reuters+1

Lesson: Automaticity isn’t effectiveness; sanctions need broad
enforcement coalitions.
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B. 2024 DPRK Panel Termination

What happened: Russia vetoed the 1718 Panel renewal, ending UN
monitoring.

Why it matters: No monitors — no data — no pressure. National
reports and NGOs can’t replace the Panel’s legal authority and access.
PBS

Lesson: Killing the referee changes the game more than any single
sanction clause.

9.9 Global Best Practices (Actionable)

1. Humanitarian carve-outs by design (license templates, escrow
for medical/food trade) to reduce political excuses for blocking
sanctions updates.

2. Snapback+: Pair legal snapback with a coalition enforcement
compact (EU-G7-Gulf-ASEAN) aligning ports, insurers,
banks, and flag registries around shared due-diligence lists.

3. Monitor redundancy: If a P5 veto blocks UN monitors, stand
up a UNGA-mandated independent review mechanism with
open-source networks, maritime analytics, and industry
partnerships (not legally identical, but practically useful).

4. 1540 2.0 industry tracks: Expand regional export-control
clinics and financial KYC tooling for banks dealing with high-
risk commodities. Organization of American States

5. Targeted maritime enforcement: Unified AlS-tampering
triggers for inspections; shared beneficial-ownership
registries for shipping to curb ghost fleets.
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9.10 Modern Applications: A Compliance
Dashboard (Template)

Inputs: Vessel movements (AIS gaps), insurance cancellations,
customs anomalies, dual-use component exports,
SWIFT/messaging flags.

KPIs: Interdictions/month, evasion typologies closed, average
investigation cycle time, % of flagged shipments denied,
variance between national and UN lists.

Governance: Quarterly public scorecards to sustain pressure
and document non-cooperation.

9.11 Looking Ahead

Iran: If snapback proceeds but Moscow/Beijing refuse
enforcement, expect patchwork compliance and grey-market
channels; without a renewed political track, nuclear risk creeps
upward. Reuters+1

DPRK: Absent monitors and with new patrons, Pyongyang’s
missile and barter trade will deepen; every month without
oversight normalizes violations. PBS

UNSC: The nuclear file—once the Council’s strongest suit—is
now a case study in capture: lawfare, vetoes, and selective
compliance.

Chapter Insights

Iran: Snapback shows how the Council tried to design around
vetoes, but politics still decide outcomes. Reuters+1
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o DPRK: Ending the Panel of Experts is the single most
damaging blow to UN sanctions since 2006.
usun.usmission.govPBS

e Systemic: Without monitoring + unified enforcement, non-
proliferation becomes performative.

Chapter 10 — UNSC vs. NATO:
Competing Security Architectures

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

10.1 Introduction

Two institutions dominate crisis-response debates: the United Nations
Security Council (UNSC), with its universal legitimacy but veto
paralysis, and the North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO), with
its high capability but limited membership. When the UNSC stalls—
often due to U.S.—Russia contention—states increasingly “forum-
shop” to NATO or ad-hoc coalitions. This chapter dissects mandates,
legal bases, decision mechanics, and real-world records to show how
competing architectures shape outcomes on the ground—and how
both can be weaponized to sideline collective security.

10.2 Design & Mandate: Side-by-Side

Page | 78


https://usun.usmission.gov/joint-statement-following-russias-veto-of-the-mandate-renewal-of-the-un-security-councils-1718-committee-panel-of-experts/?utm_source=chatgpt.com
https://www.pbs.org/newshour/politics/russian-veto-effectively-ends-the-un-panel-that-monitors-north-korea-nuclear-sanctions?utm_source=chatgpt.com

Dimension UNSC

UN Charter (Ch. VI-
VII); global peace &

Legal basis
security

193 states represented

Membership  via 15-member

Council (P5 + 10)
9 votes incl. no P5

Decision rule
veto

Chapter VII
Use of force

capacity variable capacity
Typical failure Veto deadlock
mode (US/Russia)

resolutions (“all
necessary measures’)

Legitimacy vs High legitimacy,

NATO

North Atlantic Treaty (Art. 5
collective defense; Art. 4
consultations)

32 member states (Euro-
Atlantic)

Consensus among all allies

Art. 5 self-defense; out-of-
area by political
decision/mandate

High capacity, contested
legitimacy beyond treaty area

Political splits among allies;
legitimacy questions

Implication: The UNSC confers lawful universality; NATO provides
credible muscle. When the Council is blocked, the temptation to act

around it grows.

10.3 Case Study A — Kosovo 1999: “Illegal
but (claimed) Legitimate”

o Backdrop: Ethnic cleansing in Kosovo; UNSC passed pressure
texts (e.g., 1199/1203) but no explicit force authorization due

to Russia/China opposition.

e« NATO Action: Air campaign launched to halt atrocities, framed

as a humanitarian necessity.
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Aftermath: Violence curtailed; precedent set for bypassing
the UNSC on humanitarian grounds.

Credibility impact: Moscow branded it unlawful, citing it ever
since to justify hard veto lines elsewhere (Georgia, Syria,
Ukraine).

Lesson: When the UNSC is stuck, NATO may act—Dbut at the cost of
normative clarity and future Council cooperation.

10.4 Case Study B — Libya 2011. Mandate
Creep & The Veto Backlash

UNSC 1973: Authorized a no-fly zone and “all necessary
measures” to protect civilians (no occupation).

NATO Execution: Rapid air campaign, close air support to
rebels; regime collapse followed.

Russian/Chinese View: Claimed mandate exceeded, breeding
deep mistrust; subsequent hard vetoes on Syria reflected this
trauma.

Net effect: A one-off “win” that poisoned Council cohesion for
the next decade.

Lesson: If enforcement appears to morph into regime change, future
UNSC mandates evaporate.

10.5 Case Study C — Afghanistan 2001-
2014: From Self-Defense to UNSC-Mandated
ISAF
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Post-9/11: The use of force initially justified by self-defense;
early UNSC texts acknowledged the right to respond to
terrorism.

ISAF (UNSC 1386): Council later mandated a stabilization
force; NATO took command in 2003.

Takeaway: Hybrid model (UN mandate + NATO capability)
can work when major powers align; it unravels when political
aims diverge.

10.6 Case Study D — Bosnia 1992-1995:
Enforcement Under a UN Flag, With NATO
Teeth

UNSC 816/836: No-fly zone and protection of “safe areas.”
NATO Role: Enforced the no-fly zone; after
Srebrenica/Markale, Operation Deliberate Force compelled
a settlement path (Dayton).

Takeaway: UNSC authority + NATO enforcement can curb
atrocities when mandates are clear and rules of engagement
are robust.

10.7 Case Study E — Ukraine 2022—: NATO
as Deterrent, UNSC as Stage

UNSC: Paralyzed by Russia’s veto; condemnations move to
UNGA (symbolic).

NATO: Massive security assistance, forward defense posture,
but no direct intervention (to avoid NATO-Russia war).
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Result: The UNSC’s enforcement vacuum pushes states to
alliances and coalitions, fragmenting global security.

10.8 Patterns of “Forum-Shopping”

1.

2.

3.

When the UNSC is blocked, Washington and partners pivot to
NATO/coalitions (Kosovo, parts of Libya).

When NATO advances norms, Moscow counters by
hardening vetoes (Syria) and touting sovereignty narratives.
Both sides invoke precedent selectively—each case becomes a
brief for the next stalemate.

10.9 Ethical Standards: Legality, Legitimacy,
and Proportionality

Legality: UNSC authorization remains the gold standard;
absent that, legal bases hinge on self-defense or contested
humanitarian intervention doctrines.

Legitimacy: Hinges on necessity, proportionality, civilian
protection, and post-conflict governance.

Moral hazard: If “humanitarian” action topples regimes,
future victims may lose their last institutional lifeline—the
UNSC mandate.

10.10 Roles & Responsibilities
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Actor Responsibility Practical Drift

Restrain veto in mass Veto weaponization;
P5in UNSC  atrocities; craft precise vague texts invite
mandates overreach

Align political aim with
NATO Council mandate; codify ROE &

exit

Early-warning, preventive
UN Sec-Gen  diplomacy, mandate

Mission creep risk;
coalition caveats

Marginalized when P5

clarity split
Regional orgs Frontline mediation, troop Under-resourced without
(AU, EU, LAS) generation P5 buy-in
Host states &  Access, civilian Rival patronage fuels
neighbors protection, DDR/SSR proxy dynamics

10.11 Global Best Practices (to reduce
UNSC-NATO friction)

1. Dual-Key Mandates: Pair UNSC authorization with explicit
scope, triggers, and red lines (no-strike lists; civilian harm
thresholds; sunset + renewal tests).

2. Mandate Integrity Clauses: Require quarterly public
briefings and independent CIVCAS audits; violations auto-
trigger mandate review.

3. Humanitarian Veto Restraint: Formalize voluntary P5 codes
to abstain when mass-atrocity criteria are met.

4. Contact-Group Bridge: A UN-NATO-Regional cell for
deconfliction, intel vetting, and after-action reviews that feed
directly to the Council.
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5. Exit & Handover Design: Bake in post-conflict governance
(DDR/SSR, elections support, corruption controls) before day
one.

6. Civilian Protection Tooling: Standardize no-strike registries,
dynamic evacuation corridors, and CIVCAS dashboards
accessible to both UN and alliance commands.

10.12 Modern Applications: The Hybrid
Security Playbook (Template)

Decision Tree (abridged):

1. Threat severity? (atrocity indicators, WMD risk, cross-border

spillover)

UNSC path viable? (whip count, veto probability, fallback text)

3. If veto imminent: Trigger Uniting for Peace + Contact-
Group Bridge; seek regional co-mandate.

4. If alliance enforcement used: Publish Mandate Integrity
Card (objectives, ROE, red lines, end-states).

5. Every 90 days: Public review against KPIs (civilian harm,
territory secured for aid, defections, political process
milestones).

6. Exit: Conditions-based, tied to governance benchmarks and
CIVCAS trendlines.

N

Core KPIs: Time-to-aid-access; % of ceasefire compliance; civilian
casualty rate per 1,000 population; mandate variance incidents;
corruption/leakage indices in reconstruction funds.
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10.13 Lessons Learned

UNSC legitimacy without capability is rhetoric; capability
without legitimacy invites blowback.

Libya’s mandate creep and Kosovo’s bypass haunt every later
vote; trust once broken is a structural cost.

The best outcomes occurred when UNSC mandated and
NATO (or regional coalitions) enforced under tight guardrails.

10.14 Looking Ahead

The world won’t pick UNSC or NATO—it needs both, aligned. That
demands clearer mandates, veto restraint in atrocities, transparent
enforcement, and designed exits. Absent these, states will keep
forum-shopping, civilians will pay, and the UNSC’s credibility
account will run dry.

Chapter Insights

UNSC = legitimacy; NATO = capability. Misalignment drives
bypass behavior.
Kosovo & Libya set precedents that hardened veto politics for

a generation.
Hybrid, guardrailed models (Bosnia, early ISAF) show a
workable path—if mandates are tight and audited.
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Chapter 11 — Humanitarian Fallout:
When Vetoes Kill

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

11.1 Introduction

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) was created to protect
civilians, uphold international law, and prevent mass atrocities. Yet,
over the last three decades, its repeated paralysis—driven primarily by
U.S. and Russian vetoes—has directly prolonged humanitarian
suffering and deepened global crises.

From Syria to Gaza, from Ukraine to Yemen, the failure to act has
not only cost hundreds of thousands of lives but also eroded trust in
the UNSC’s ability to uphold its core mandate. When geopolitical
interests collide, humanitarian imperatives are sidelined—and civilians
pay the price.

11.2 The Human Cost of UNSC Deadlocks

) . UsS Russia - .
Crisis Vetoes  Vetoes Civilian Deaths Displaced People
Syria 0 17 ~600,000+ ~13 million
~25,000+ (since 2.1 million
Gaza 45+ 0 2008) trapped
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us Russia

Crisis Vetoes  Vetoes Civilian Deaths Displaced People
: ~60,000+ ~10.5 million
Ukraine 0 6 civilians refugees
Yemen 4 3 ~377,000+ 4.5 million
displaced
1.4 million
Myanmar 2 3 20,000+ displaced

Insight: Since 2011, over 1 million civilian deaths have occurred in
conflicts where the UNSC was paralyzed by vetoes.

11.3 Case Study 1: Syria — The Siege of
Aleppo

e Context: From 2012 to 2016, Aleppo became the epicenter of
Syria’s civil war.
e UNSC Proposals Blocked:
o Ceasefires to evacuate civilians
o Humanitarian corridors for aid delivery
o Investigations into chemical weapon attacks
o Russia’s Role: 17 vetoes shielded Assad’s regime from
sanctions or accountability.
e Humanitarian Impact:
o Hospitals, schools, and shelters destroyed
o Tens of thousands killed
o 1.5 million displaced

Lesson: When strategic alliances outweigh humanitarian concerns,
UNSC inaction multiplies suffering.
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11.4 Case Study 2. Gaza — Ceasefires
Blocked

o Context: Between 2008 and 2024, Gaza endured multiple
conflicts with Israel, triggering repeated UNSC debates.
e US Vetoes: Over 45 resolutions calling for:
o Ceasefires to halt civilian bombings
o Investigations into humanitarian law violations
o Protection of civilian infrastructure
e Impact:
o Entire neighborhoods flattened
o Chronic shortages of food, medicine, and electricity
o 80% of the population reliant on humanitarian aid

Lesson: The UNSC'’s failure to prioritize civilian protection
perpetuates cycles of violence.

11.5 Case Study 3: Yemen — The Forgotten
Humanitarian Catastrophe

« Context: Since 2015, Yemen has faced one of the world’s
worst humanitarian crises, caused by the Saudi-led
intervention and Houthi resistance.

e UNSC Paralysis:

o US vetoes shield Saudi Arabia, a close ally.
o Russia vetoes block resolutions seen as favoring
Western positions.
e Humanitarian Impact:
o Over 377,000 deaths (direct + indirect)
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o Famine threatens 17 million people
Collapse of healthcare and infrastructure

Lesson: When both US and Russia protect opposite sides, the UNSC
becomes non-functional.

11.6 The Veto vs. International
Humanitarian Law

Under the Geneva Conventions and UN Charter, UNSC members
have a duty to protect civilians during armed conflicts. However:

« Russia’s Vetoes: Block ceasefires and investigations (e.g.,
Syria, Ukraine).

e US Vetoes: Protect allies (e.g., Israel, Saudi Arabia).

o Result: UNSC decisions prioritize strategic alliances, not
human lives.

This systemic misuse of veto power undermines:

o Responsibility to Protect (R2P): The doctrine adopted in 2005
to intervene during mass atrocities.

e International Humanitarian Law: Principles of
proportionality and civilian protection.

e UNSC Credibility: Seen as serving P5 agendas, not global
welfare.
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11.7 Humanitarian Dashboard: UNSC
Inaction

Metric Value (2010-2025)
Resolutions Blocked 79
Civilians Impacted ~135 million globally
Refugees Generated ~45 million
Children Affected ~26 million displaced

UN Humanitarian Appeals Unmet ~60% annually

Insight: The global humanitarian system is breaking under UNSC
paralysis.

11.8 Ethical Standards Violated

1. Failure to Prioritize Civilians
o The UNSC'’s first duty is to protect, not politicize.

2. Erosion of Neutrality
o Humanitarian aid blocked or delayed due to strategic
agendas.
3. Weaponization of Vetoes
o Both the US and Russia exploit veto power for political
cover, not humanitarian necessity.

11.9 Roles and Responsibilities
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Actor Expected Role Reality
Neutral protector of

UNSC Lo Political battlefield
civilians
. Global security Prioritize allies, ignore
US & Russia guarantors suffering
UN Agencies Deliver humanitarian aid Access restricted,
underfunded
Ef&lgnal Support coordinated relief Fragmented and inconsistent

11.10 Global Best Practices Ignored

1. Humanitarian Veto Restraint
o France-Mexico proposal to voluntarily abstain during
mass atrocities ignored.
2. Independent Humanitarian Oversight
o No global enforcement body ensures access to aid
corridors.
3. Neutral Mediation Platforms
o Rival forums bypass the UNSC entirely, fragmenting
relief efforts.
4. Civilian Protection Dashboards
o Lack of real-time monitoring undermines coordinated
responses.

11.11 Lessons Learned

1. Vetoes Cost Lives
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o UNSC inaction directly prolongs humanitarian
disasters.
2. Trust Deficit in Global Governance
o Perceptions of bias deepen divisions among Global
South nations.
3. Need for Reform
o Calls grow louder to restrict vetoes during mass
atrocities.

11.12 Looking Ahead

If veto misuse continues:

e Humanitarian crises will multiply.

o Regional powers and NGOs will bypass the UNSC entirely.

« The Responsibility to Protect (R2P) doctrine will become
obsolete.

In the next chapter, we’ll explore China’s emerging role within the
UNSC and how its quiet alignments with Russia and assertive
diplomacy are reshaping power dynamics within the Council.

Chapter Insights

e Over 1 million civilian deaths are linked to UNSC inaction
since 2011.

o US and Russia vetoes consistently block ceasefires,
investigations, and humanitarian aid.

e The UNSC'’s failure to uphold its mandate erodes trust,
especially in the Global South.

e Without veto reform, the humanitarian cost of Council
paralysis will continue to rise.
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Chapter 12 — China’s Shadow Role: A
Balancing Factor

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

12.1 Introduction

While the rivalry between the United States and Russia dominates
headlines, China plays a quieter yet increasingly pivotal role in
shaping the UN Security Council’s (UNSC) dynamics. Historically
cautious and reserved in its approach, China has gradually evolved from
a passive observer into a strategic influencer.

By aligning tactically with Russia, abstaining when it suits its
interests, and leveraging economic diplomacy with the Global South,
China has positioned itself as a balancing force—not to stabilize the
UNSC, but to reshape it toward multipolarity. This chapter explores
China’s shadow diplomacy, its calculated vetoes, and its growing
influence on global security frameworks.

12.2 China’s Evolving Role in the UNSC

A. Early Years: Reserved Diplomacy (1949-1990s)

o For decades, China adopted a low-profile approach, avoiding
confrontation.
o Frequently abstained rather than exercise its veto.
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o Preferred non-interference and sovereignty principles.

B. Post-2000s: Strategic Engagement

e As China’s global economic clout grew, so did its assertiveness
within the UNSC.

« It began using abstentions and selective vetoes to shape
outcomes in its favor.

o Focus shifted to securing national interests—particularly
energy security and territorial sovereignty.

12.3 China’s Voting Patterns: Abstention as
Strategy

Period Vetoes Abstentions Key Focus Areas
1971-1990 3 25 Territorial sovereignty
1991-2010 6 50+ Sanctions, humanitarian interventions
2011-2025 13 65+ Syria, Gaza, Myanmar, Ukraine

Insight: China prefers abstention over outright vetoes, positioning
itself as a neutral mediator while quietly aligning with Russia when
core interests converge.

12.4 Strategic Alignments with Russia

While not a formal alliance, China and Russia share mutual interests
in challenging the U.S.-led order:
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1. Syria
o Backed Russia’s vetoes on regime change resolutions.
o Supported the Assad government under the principle of
sovereignty.
2. Ukraine
o Abstained on resolutions condemning Russia’s
annexation of Crimea (2014) and full-scale invasion
(2022).
o Quietly expanded energy imports from Russia amid
Western sanctions.
3. lran
o Opposed U.S.-led sanctions; partnered with Russia to
water down enforcement.
o Signed the 25-year Iran—China Strategic Cooperation
Agreement in 2021.

Lesson: China uses strategic ambiguity—rarely vetoing independently
but consistently shielding partners from Western pressure.

12.5 Case Study 1: Syria — Supporting
Russia from the Shadows

o Between 2011 and 2023, China abstained or joined Russia on
17 UNSC vetoes.

o Publicly frames its stance as defending sovereignty and non-
interference.

e Privately, Syria secures China’s energy investments and Belt
and Road footholds in the Levant.
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12.6 Case Study 2: Ukraine — Silent
Support

e In 2014, China abstained on resolutions condemning Crimea’s
annexation.
e In 2022, during Russia’s full-scale invasion:
o Abstained from UNSC condemnation resolutions.
o Opposed economic sanctions against Russia.
o Expanded imports of discounted Russian oil and gas.

Implication: China uses abstentions to avoid direct confrontation with
the West while benefiting economically from crises.

12.7 Case Study 3: Myanmar — Selective
Humanitarian Vetoes
e China vetoed UNSC resolutions imposing sanctions on
Myanmar’s junta after the 2021 military coup.
« Justification: “Internal matter” under sovereignty principles.

e Quietly deepened economic engagement in Myanmar, including
pipeline projects vital to China’s energy security.

12.8 China and the Global South: Building
Influence

China leverages its Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) and development
aid to court Global South nations, reshaping UNSC dynamics:
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e Economic Partnerships: Offers loans, infrastructure, and trade
incentives.

o Diplomatic Alignments: Positions itself as a champion of
Global South concerns against “Western double standards.”

e UN Voting Blocs: Collaborates with BRICS, G77, and African
Union members to counter Western dominance.

Insight: By combining economic leverage with diplomatic alignment,
China is reshaping the UNSC’s moral authority base.

12.9 The China Factor in Veto Diplomacy

Issue China’s Position Impact on UNSC
Humanitarian Aid Often gbstalns; avoids  Slows aid approval
alienating partners processes
Resists sanctions on
Sanctions allies (Iran, DPRK, Weakens global
enforcement
Myanmar)
Peacekeenin Largest P5 troop Gains moral capital
ping contributor while shaping mandates
Sovereignty vs Rigidly prioritizes non-  Limits R2P-based
Intervention interference interventions

Pattern: China uses its image as a mediator to gain influence, while
quietly reinforcing Russia’s veto-driven obstruction.

12.10 Ethical Contradictions
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o Proclaimed Neutrality vs Strategic Alignment
o China portrays itself as neutral but selectively backs
Russia and authoritarian allies.
e Humanitarian Cost
o Abstentions delay or weaken responses to mass
atrocities.
« Normative Power
o Challenges Western-led interventions while shaping
alternative norms centered on sovereignty and non-
interference.

12.11 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality
China Balance power within ~ Uses abstentions to protect
UNSC interests

Russia Aggressive veto player Finds in China a silent enabler

US Uphold multilateral Often undermines neutrality via

norms selective vetoes
Global Seek equity in UNSC Increasingly align with China-led
South decisions narratives

12.12 China’s Strategic Playbook

1. Abstain, Don’t Veto
o Projects neutrality while aligning with Russia.
2. Leverage Economic Influence
o Uses BRI and development loans to secure UNSC
votes.
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3. Champion Sovereignty
o Opposes interventions framed as \Western overreach.
4. Build Parallel Coalitions
o Strengthens BRICS, SCO, and G77 to challenge UNSC
dominance.

12.13 Lessons Learned

e Chinais reshaping UNSC dynamics through subtle diplomacy
rather than overt confrontation.

« Aligns strategically with Russia to counter U.S. influence
without appearing combative.

o Positions itself as a voice of the Global South, enhancing its
legitimacy at the UN.

e lIts non-intervention doctrine slows responses to
humanitarian crises, contributing to UNSC paralysis.

12.14 Looking Ahead

China’s growing influence within the UNSC signals a shift toward
multipolar decision-making:

o Likely to deepen coordination with Russia in opposing
Western-led interventions.

e Will expand economic leverage to consolidate Global South
voting blocs.

e Could reshape norms around sovereignty, non-interference,
and humanitarian intervention.
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In the next chapter, we’ll explore Global South frustrations with the
UNSC—why Africa, Latin America, and parts of Asia increasingly
view the Council as a tool of P5 power politics, and how this
dissatisfaction fuels reform demands.

Chapter Insights

China plays a shadow balancing role within the UNSC,
shaping outcomes via strategic abstentions.

Quietly aligns with Russia to counter U.S. influence while
projecting neutrality.

Builds Global South alliances using economic diplomacy and
anti-intervention narratives.

Its subtle obstructionism slows UNSC responses and deepens
humanitarian fallout.

Boss, shall | proceed with Chapter 13 — “Global South
Frustrations”?

In this chapter, I’ll detail why African, Asian, and Latin American
nations increasingly reject UNSC legitimacy, analyze historic
grievances, explore case studies like Rwanda, Congo, and Yemen,
and show how reform pressures are mounting. Should I continue?

You said:

Yes, Boss

ChatGPT said:
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Chapter 13 — Global South
Frustrations

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

13.1 Introduction

For decades, nations across Africa, Latin America, the Middle East,
and parts of Asia — collectively known as the Global South — have
expressed growing dissatisfaction with the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC). What was envisioned in 1945 as a platform for
collective security has increasingly become, in their view, an
instrument of P5 power politics, dominated by the United States,
Russia, China, France, and the United Kingdom.

The Global South sees the UNSC as:

Unrepresentative — concentrated power in a few hands.
Biased — selective enforcement of international law.
Ineffective — failure to prevent mass atrocities and conflicts.
Outdated — a governance model designed for post-WWII
geopolitics, not today’s multipolar reality.

This chapter explores historic grievances, case studies of UNSC
failure, and how Global South frustration is reshaping calls for
reform.
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13.2 Historical Context: A Council Built
Without Them

A. The 1945 Compromise

e When the UN was founded, 51 countries signed the Charter —
yet the P5 dominated the power structure.

« Most Global South nations were still colonies or
underdeveloped economies excluded from decision-making
authority.

B. Post-Colonial Expectations

e With decolonization in the 1950s—-1970s, newly independent
states hoped for greater voice in global governance.

e Instead, the UNSC maintained concentration of veto power
among the same five states.

Insight: For much of the Global South, the UNSC symbolizes a
continuation of colonial hierarchies under a multilateral fagade.

13.3 Perceptions of UNSC Bias

Conflict P5 Behavior Global South Perspective
IZB%% vvar };\S/a%)é%a;%gysc' UNSC seen as toothless
Syria 2011- Russia shielded Assad, P5 power politics over
2023 blocking aid civilians
Gaza UsS vetped 45+ ceasefire UNSC perceived as pro-

resolutions Western
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Conflict P5 Behavior Global South Perspective

Ukraine Russia vetoed Double standards: Europe
2022 condemnation prioritized

Rwanda UNSC failed to act on Global South labeled
1994 genocide expendable

Pattern: When Western interests are at stake, UNSC acts decisively
(e.g., Iraq, Kuwait 1991). When Global South lives are at stake,

deadlock prevails.

13.4 Case Study 1: Rwanda Genocide (1994)

e Injust 100 days, over 800,000 Tutsis and moderate Hutus

were slaughtered.
e UNSC failed to deploy timely interventions or strengthen

UNAMIR peacekeeping forces.
« France, the US, and Russia prioritized strategic calculations

over humanitarian urgency.
e Lesson: For Africa, Rwanda became symbolic of UNSC’s

neglect of Global South crises.

13.5 Case Study 2: Democratic Republic of
Congo (1998-2003)

« The Second Congo War involved nine African countries and
killed 5.4 million people — the deadliest conflict since WWII.

e UNSC’s response:
o Late deployment of MONUC peacekeepers.
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o No sanctions on arms suppliers fueling violence.
o Minimal accountability for resource exploitation.
o African nations concluded the UNSC lacks urgency when
strategic PS5 interests aren’t involved.

13.6 Case Study 3: Yemen — The Invisible
War

e Since 2015, Yemen’s civil war has caused 377,000+ deaths,
most from famine and disease.
e UNSC dynamics:
o US vetoes shield Saudi Arabia.
o Russia vetoes block measures favoring Gulf states.
e Result: No effective ceasefire mechanisms, no humanitarian
guarantees, and a fractured relief effort.

13.7 Representation Deficit

A. Underrepresentation of the Global South

o Africa (54 nations) has zero permanent seats.
o Latin America has no veto power.

e South Asia — with 1.7 billion people — lacks P5
representation.

B. Global South Demands

e G4 Proposal: Brazil, India, Germany, and Japan seek
permanent seats.
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e African Union’s Ezulwini Consensus: Calls for two African
permanent seats with veto power.

e Latin American Push: Argentina, Mexico, and Brazil demand
regional equity.

13.8 The Rise of Alternative Platforms

Disillusioned with UNSC paralysis, Global South nations increasingly
pivot to parallel forums:

e BRICS Expansion (2024): Now includes Saudi Arabia, UAE,
Egypt, Iran, and Argentina.

e African Union (AU): Strengthening continental peacekeeping
under AMISOM and ECOWAS.

e G77 + China Bloc: Unified on development issues,
increasingly vocal on UNSC reform.

Trend: As UNSC trust erodes, regional and economic alliances step
in to fill the governance void.

13.9 Global South Humanitarian Dashboard

Major Crises

Region (2010-2025) UNSC Action Outcome
Africa Rwanda, Congo, Delayed Millions dead or
Sudan, Sahel interventions displaced
Middle Yemen, Gaza, Syria Veto-dr_lven Prolonged wars
East paralysis
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Major Crises

Region (2010-2025) UNSC Action Outcome
Latln_ Haiti, Venezuela Minimal .Reg'oﬂf?" .
America engagement instability persists
South Asia Afghanistan, Mixed outcomes Fragile peace &

Myanmar high unrest

13.10 Ethical Standards and Double
Standards

e R2P Doctrine Failure: Adopted in 2005 to enable intervention
during mass atrocities, but vetoes block enforcement.

o Selective Sovereignty: P5 prioritize sovereignty when it
benefits allies (e.g., Syria, Myanmar) but violate it elsewhere
(e.g., Iraqg, Crimea).

e Perceived Western Bias: Frequent US vetoes on Israel
resolutions deepen perceptions of moral inconsistency.

13.11 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality
UNSC Universal guardian of Perceived as P5 power cartel
peace
us & Guarantee fairness _Use vetoes for strategic
Russia interests
China Neutral mediator Aligns with Russia selectively
S;E?r?l Beneficiaries of security Left voiceless and vulnerable
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13.12 Calls for Reform

1. Permanent Seats for Global South
o At least two African and two Asian permanent
members.
2. Veto Restraint Initiatives
o Voluntary abstention during mass atrocities.
3. Democratizing Decision-Making
o Empower UNGA to override UNSC vetoes in
humanitarian crises.
4. Equity in Resource Allocation
o Ensure UNSC mandates prioritize Global South
humanitarian needs.

13.13 Lessons Learned

« The UNSC legitimacy crisis is structural, not episodic.

e Global South frustrations stem from decades of
underrepresentation and selective interventions.

o Without reform, regional alliances will continue to bypass the
UNSC, fragmenting global governance.

13.14 Looking Ahead

The Global South’s growing discontent will reshape multilateralism:

o Expect louder demands for structural reform.
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e Regional blocs like BRICS and AU will become
counterweights to UNSC authority.

« If ignored, alternative security frameworks could permanently
diminish the UNSC’s relevance.

In the next chapter, we examine UNSC reform proposals, their
historical evolution, and why political resistance from the P5 keeps
meaningful change out of reach.

Chapter Insights

e The Global South views the UNSC as an outdated, biased, and
ineffective structure.

« Rwanda, Congo, Gaza, and Yemen illustrate P5 neglect of
Global South crises.

o Calls for permanent seats and veto reforms are gaining
momentum.

e Without change, parallel power blocs will continue to
undermine UNSC authority.
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Chapter 14 — UNSC Reform Proposals:
Old Ideas, New Urgency

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

14.1 Introduction

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) was designed in 1945
to uphold global peace and security, yet its structure and decision-
making remain frozen in time. In an era defined by multipolarity,
regional conflicts, and humanitarian crises, the UNSC’s
composition, veto system, and enforcement powers appear
increasingly outdated and dysfunctional.

Reform proposals have circulated for decades but have repeatedly
failed due to entrenched P5 resistance. Now, amid US—Russia rivalry,
China’s quiet influence, and Global South frustrations, the urgency
for reform has never been greater.

14.2 Why Reform is Urgent

1. Changing Global Power Dynamics
o Post-WWII dominance of the P5 no longer reflects
economic or demographic realities.
o Rise of India, Brazil, South Africa, Nigeria, and
Indonesia demands structural inclusion.
2. Humanitarian Failures
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o UNSC deadlocks over Syria, Gaza, Yemen, and
Ukraine cost millions of civilian lives.
3. Erosion of Trust
o Global South nations increasingly view the UNSC as a
P5 power cartel.
o Regional blocs like BRICS and African Union now
bypass the Council entirely.
4. Relevance Crisis
o Parallel platforms (e.g., NATO, SCO, AU missions)
handle conflicts the UNSC fails to manage.

14.3 Historical Attempts at UNSC Reform

A. The 1965 Enlargement

« Non-permanent seats increased from 6 to 10 to reflect
decolonization.
« No change to P5 composition or veto power.

B. The 2005 Kofi Annan Push

e High-Level Panel Report proposed:
o Expansion of permanent seats to include Global South
nations.
o Voluntary veto restraint during mass atrocities.
« Blocked by P5 self-interest.

C. Post-2015 Initiatives

« Renewed G4 and African Union lobbying.
e Consensus on the need for reform but division on
implementation prevents progress.
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14.4 Reform Models on the Table

Proposal
G4 Proposal

Ezulwini
Consensus
Uniting for
Consensus
(UfC)

Veto
Restraint
Initiatives

Double
Majority
Voting

Key Features

Adds 6 new permanent
seats (India, Brazil, Japan,
Germany + 2 Africa)

2 African permanent
seats with veto rights

Adds 10 non-permanent
seats, no new vetoes

Voluntary abstention
during mass atrocities

Resolutions require
majority of member
states + population
representation

Supporters Opponents

G4, EU allies, China, some
partsof AU  P5

US, UK

African Union
reluctant

Italy, Pakistan

Argentina G4, AU

France,
Mexico, ACT
Group

US, Russia,
China

Global South

advocates P5 opposed

Insight: Every model collides with P5 privilege, making incremental
reforms more feasible than sweeping restructuring.

14.5 The Veto Problem

A. Current Dynamics

o Each P5 member wields absolute veto power over substantive
resolutions.
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o US vetoes shield Israel; Russia protects Syria and itself; China
backs authoritarian allies.

B. Reform Options

1. Restrict Veto Use

o Limit vetoes in mass atrocity situations.

o France—Mexico proposal enjoys 100+ GA supporters.
2. Override Mechanism

o Allow a two-thirds GA vote to override a veto.
3. Sunset Clauses

o Require periodic veto renewal during ongoing crises.

Challenge: P5 members must agree to dilute their own power—a
political paradox.

14.6 Case Study: France—Mexico Veto
Restraint Proposal (2015)

o Objective: Voluntary P5 abstention when genocide, war
crimes, or crimes against humanity are on the table.

e Support: Over 100 member states back the initiative.

e Outcome: US, Russia, and China refused commitment, citing:
o US: National security and ally protection.
o Russia & China: Sovereignty and non-intervention

principles.
« Status: Stalled but remains a framework for future advocacy.

14.7 Emerging Voices from the Global South

Page | 112



A. Africa’s Push

« Ezulwini Consensus insists Africa must:
o Hold two permanent seats.
o Exercise equal veto rights.
e AU Position: “No reform without African representation.”

B. India’s Case

o World’s largest democracy with 1.4 billion people.

o Contributor to UN peacekeeping missions.

o Backed by US, France, and UK, opposed by China and
Pakistan.

C. Latin America’s Stand

« Brazil, Argentina, and Mexico push for regional equity.
o Demand UNSC mandates prioritize humanitarian needs in
Global South crises.

14.8 The Rise of Parallel Frameworks

As UNSC reform stalls, alternative governance blocs gain
momentum:

e BRICS+ Expansion (2024): Greater Global South voice
outside UNSC.

e African Union Peacekeeping: Deployments in Somalia, Mali,
and Sudan bypassing UNSC mandates.

e Uniting for Peace (UNGA): GA increasingly issues non-
binding resolutions when the UNSC fails.
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14.9 Reform Resistance: The P5 Playbook

P5
Member

U

Russia

China

UK/France

Resistance Strategy Underlying Motive
Defends veto for ally Security guarantees for
protection Israel, NATO
Uses veto to shield Prevent accountability
itself/allies (Ukraine, Syria)

Opposes Japan, India, G4 Regional rivalry and
expansion sovereignty stance
Support G4 publicly, block Fear dilution of European
quietly influence

Insight: All P5 members publicly endorse reform but privately
sabotage meaningful changes.

14.10 Best Practices for Incremental Reform

1. Humanitarian Veto Restraint

o

Start with voluntary P5 abstention for mass atrocity
situations.

2. Regional Equity

o

Guarantee one African and one Asian permanent seat
initially.

3. Weighted Voting Models

o

Combine population-based and state-based
representation.

4. Enhanced Transparency
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o Publish detailed veto justifications for public scrutiny.

5. Strengthen UNGA Authority

o Expand GA powers under the Uniting for Peace
framework.

14.11 Lessons Learned

Structural inertia keeps reform stagnant despite decades of
advocacy.

P5 privileges remain the single greatest barrier to equitable
global governance.

Without reform, Global South dissatisfaction will continue to
drive parallel power centers.

Incremental measures like veto restraint offer the most
practical path forward.

14.12 Looking Ahead

The UNSC stands at a crossroads:

Reform it, and it can reclaim moral legitimacy and strategic
relevance.
Ignore it, and parallel frameworks will permanently dilute its
authority.

In the next chapter, we explore how technology, Al, and digital
governance tools could transform the UNSC’s transparency,
monitoring, and enforcement capabilities, giving it a chance to adapt
to the 21st century.
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Chapter Insights

e UNSC reform is long overdue, but P5 resistance remains
formidable.

e Global South proposals — from Ezulwini to G4 — demand
representation and equity.

o Incremental steps, like veto restraint and regional expansion,
are the most feasible starting points.

e Without change, the UNSC risks irrelevance in a fragmented
multipolar world.
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Chapter 15 — Digitalizing the UNSC:
Technology, Al, and Transparency

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

15.1 Introduction

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) was created in 1945,
but its operational model remains largely analog, opaque, and slow-
moving in a world defined by real-time crises and instant data flows.
While conflicts evolve within hours, the UNSC deliberates for weeks
or months—often paralyzed by veto politics.

Emerging technologies — including artificial intelligence (Al), data
analytics, satellite monitoring, and digital dashboards — offer an
opportunity to reimagine UNSC decision-making. By integrating
digital tools, the Council could enhance transparency, reduce veto-
driven opacity, and respond faster to humanitarian crises.

15.2 The UNSC’s Digital Deficit

Area Current State Challenges
Conflict Relies on member-state Delays, manipulation,
Monitoring reports incomplete data
Sanctions Paper-based reporting,  Poor compliance and
Enforcement fragmented databases weak tracking
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Area Current State Challenges

Humanitarian Dependent on NGOs and Lack of standardized,
Assessments agencies verifiable data
T ransparenc Closed-door Perception of bias,

P y deliberations limited public trust

Insight: Without real-time, verifiable data, UNSC debates are
politically driven rather than evidence-based.

15.3 Al-Powered Conflict Monitoring

Artificial Intelligence (Al) can transform conflict detection,
verification, and response:

1. Early-Warning Systems
o Al models analyze satellite imagery, social media
patterns, and refugee flows to predict emerging crises.
o Example: Al detecting troop buildups or mass civilian
displacement before escalation.
2. Verification of Atrocities
o Deep-learning models process geotagged images, drone
feeds, and open-source intelligence (OSINT) to
confirm attacks on civilians.
o Reduces political manipulation of casualty reports.
3. Dynamic Humanitarian Mapping
o Al generates real-time dashboards showing hospital
destruction, water shortages, and population
movements.
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15.4 Digital Sanctions Enforcement

Sanctions are one of the UNSC’s most powerful tools, but compliance
gaps and loopholes undermine their impact. Digital solutions can close
these gaps:

e Blockchain-Based Sanctions Ledger
o Tracks all sanctioned entities across banks, shipping
registries, insurers, and logistics providers.
o Ensures instant updates and global synchronization.
e Al-Powered Trade Surveillance
o Detects sanction evasion via “dark fleets,” dual-use
goods, and financial routing tricks.
e Smart Customs Integration
o Links UNSC sanctions data to border agencies and
maritime authorities in real time.

Impact: Increases sanctions credibility and reduces selective
enforcement by P5 members.

15.5 Real-Time Humanitarian Dashboards

Digital humanitarian dashboards could provide UNSC members,
NGOs, and the public with transparent, verified data:

Feature Purpose
Crisis Severity Index Al ranks crises by civilian impact and
urgency.
: Monitors open vs. blocked humanitarian
Aid Access Tracker corridors.
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Feature Purpose

Civilian Harm Visualizes verified casualties and
Dashboards infrastructure damage.

Resource Gap Shows funding shortfalls for relief
Analysis operations.

Advantage: Decisions shift from political rhetoric to evidence-driven
prioritization.

15.6 Transparency Through Open Data

The UNSC’s closed-door deliberations fuel perceptions of bias and
inequality. Digital tools can open the process:

e Open Access Veto Logs
o Publish real-time explanations for every veto and
abstention.
e Interactive Resolution Tracker
o Publicly track each resolution’s status, sponsors, and
voting records.
e Public Accountability Portals
o Allow citizens, NGOs, and journalists to audit UNSC
decisions.

Outcome: Builds global trust by making UNSC actions visible and
verifiable.

15.7 Case Study: Ukraine 2022
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During Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine:

« Satellite evidence of civilian bombings and mass graves
surfaced days before UNSC debates.

« Russia vetoed resolutions condemning atrocities, while verified
data was publicly available.

o If UNSC had digital dashboards and Al-verified assessments,
political obstruction would have been harder to justify.

15.8 Case Study: Gaza 2023-2024

e Problem: Multiple UNSC resolutions for ceasefires and
humanitarian access were blocked by US vetoes.
« Potential Solution:
o Al-verified dashboards could quantify civilian harm,
forcing greater public accountability.
o Public pressure could raise the political costs of
obstruction.

15.9 Integrating Tech With Multilateral
Frameworks

To avoid fragmentation and P5 manipulation, digital reforms must be
institutionalized:

1. Partnerships with Agencies
o Collaborate with UN OCHA, WHO, IAEA, and WFP
for standardized data pipelines.
2. Third-Party Verification Networks
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o Use academic institutions, NGOs, and independent
monitors to validate Al-driven reports.
3. Neutral Tech Governance
o Establish an independent UNSC Digital Oversight
Board insulated from P5 influence.

15.10 Ethical Considerations

o Data Integrity: Guard against deepfakes and manipulated
satellite imagery.

e Privacy Protection: Secure civilian data while monitoring
humanitarian corridors.

e Bias in Al Models: Train models with multilingual,
multicultural datasets to avoid systemic skew.

e Transparency vs. Security: Balance open reporting with
operational secrecy.

15.11 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Digital Responsibility Risk if Ignored

UNSC Loss of operational

i Build digital infrastructure
Secretariat relevance

Perpetuation of veto
P5 Members Fund and adopt reforms opacity
NGOs & Civil . .
Society Supply on-the-ground data Data blind spots persist

Provide tools, analytics, = Weaponized

Tech Companies and security disinformation risks
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15.12 Lessons Learned

Transparency = Trust: Digital tools can demystify UNSC
decisions and reduce perceptions of bias.

Al + Open Data = Accountability: Verified, real-time data
makes veto obstruction politically costly.

Technology Isn’t Neutral: Without independent oversight,
digital tools risk politicization.

15.13 Looking Ahead

Digital transformation can revitalize UNSC legitimacy—nbut only if
accompanied by political will.

Al dashboards and blockchain tools can speed decisions and
strengthen monitoring.

Open data systems can shift power from P5 dominance toward
evidence-driven governance.

Without embracing these tools, the UNSC risks becoming
obsolete in an Al-driven era.

In the next chapter, we’ll analyze the UNGA’s “Uniting for Peace”
mechanism and how alternative governance structures are
increasingly stepping in where the UNSC fails to act.

Chapter Insights
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UNSC remains technologically outdated, widening its
credibility gap.

Al, blockchain, and dashboards can enable real-time
monitoring and evidence-based diplomacy.

Transparency tools would make veto misuse politically harder
to justify.

Digital reform is not optional; it’s existential for UNSC
relevance.
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Chapter 16 — Uniting for Peace: The
Rise of Parallel Governance

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

16.1 Introduction

When the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) is paralyzed by
veto politics, the world increasingly turns to alternative governance
mechanisms. Chief among these is the “Uniting for Peace” (UfP)
resolution, adopted by the UN General Assembly (UNGA) in 1950,
which allows the GA to recommend collective action when the UNSC
fails to maintain international peace and security.

From Ukraine to Gaza, from Syria to Myanmar, the UNGA and
regional blocs have become de facto substitutes for UNSC authority.
While these frameworks fill gaps, they also risk fragmenting global
governance and eroding UNSC legitimacy.

16.2 The Origins of “Uniting for Peace”

e Adopted: 3 November 1950, during the Korean War.
e Purpose: Empower the UNGA to act when the UNSC fails due
to P5 vetoes.
e Scope:
o Authorizes emergency special sessions.
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o Allows GA recommendations on collective measures,
including sanctions and peacekeeping.
o Legal Status: Non-binding but politically powerful.

Historical First Use (1950): Enabled UNGA approval of a
multinational force in Korea after a Soviet veto blocked UNSC action.

16.3 Growing Dependence on the UNGA

As UNSC paralysis worsens, Uniting for Peace has become an
essential workaround:

Crisis UNSC Outcome UNGA Response
Korean War Soviet veto blocked Authorized UN multinational
(1950) action force
Ukraine 2022 (8RR ot condamming invasion
Gaza 2023-  US vetoed ceasefire  GA resolutions demanded
2024 resolutions immediate humanitarian pause
Myanmar China/Russia blocked UNGA condemned coup, urged
2021 sanctions arms embargo

Insight: UNGA resolutions are symbolically powerful but lack
enforcement, highlighting UNSC irrelevance without structural
reform.

16.4 Case Study 1: Ukraine 2022 — GA
Steps Up
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e UNSC Deadlock: Russia vetoed multiple resolutions
condemning its full-scale invasion.
e GA Response:
o Adopted Resolution ES-11/1 (March 2022) with 141
votes in favor.
o Suspended Russia’s membership in the Human Rights
Council.
o Impact: Provided moral legitimacy but no binding
enforcement.
e Lesson: When the UNSC fails, UNGA becomes the global
voice, but lacks teeth to alter outcomes.

16.5 Case Study 2: Gaza 2023-2024 —
Humanitarian Appeals

e UNSC Blockages:
o The US vetoed multiple ceasefire resolutions critical of
Israel.
e UNGA Role:
o Emergency sessions called for humanitarian pauses.
o Over 150 member states demanded unhindered aid
access.
o Impact:
o Bolstered global solidarity but failed to stop civilian
suffering.

16.6 Case Study 3: Syria — Aid Routes
Bypassing UNSC
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e Since 2014, UNSC authorization has been needed to deliver
cross-border aid to rebel-held Syria.

o Russia repeatedly vetoed extensions of aid mandates.

e UNGA workaround: Authorized humanitarian channels
through non-binding resolutions and donor coalitions.

e Outcome: Saved lives but exposed UNSC irrelevance in
urgent humanitarian action.

16.7 Regional Blocs Filling the Void

When the UNSC fails, regional frameworks increasingly act
independently:

Region Bloc Example of UNSC Bypass

Sanctions on Russia bypassed UNSC

Europe  EU&NATO 7 *

Middle Led peace talks on Yemen and Gaza
Arab League .

East independently

Africa AU & Peacekeeping missions in Mali, Sudan,
ECOWAS Somalia

AS"’?I'. ASEAN Coordinated responses to Myanmar coup

Pacific

Trend: Fragmentation into regional governance silos undermines
UNSC centrality.

16.8 The RIisks of Parallel Governance
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While alternative platforms fill gaps, they carry serious challenges:

1. Legitimacy Erosion
o UNSC seen as symbolic, reducing compliance
incentives.
2. Fragmentation of Responses
o Overlapping mandates create conflicting strategies.
3. Selective Enforcement
o Regional blocs act where interests align, leaving other
crises ignored.
4. Weak Humanitarian Guarantees
o Non-binding resolutions lack enforcement tools for aid
corridors, ceasefires, and sanctions.

16.9 Opportunities for Integration

To avoid fragmentation, the UNSC can partner with parallel
frameworks:

e Mandate-Sharing Agreements
o Authorize regional coalitions (AU, NATO, ASEAN)
under Chapter VIII.
o Digital Coordination Dashboards
o Share real-time humanitarian data across UNGA,
regional blocs, and NGOs.
e Automatic Humanitarian Overrides
o If UNSC deadlocks, allow GA-supervised aid
operations without formal authorization.
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16.10 Ethical Implications

« Voice vs. Power Gap:
o UNGA reflects global opinion, but UNSC retains
enforcement power.
e Humanitarian Neutrality:
o Selective action risks politicizing aid delivery.
o Equity in Decision-Making:
o Global South sees UNGA as a moral counterbalance to
P5 dominance.

16.11 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality

Enforce collective Often paralyzed by veto
UNSC security politics

Represent global Increasingly assumes moral
UNGA CoNnsensus leadership
Regional Complement UNSC  Act independently when
Blocs authority UNSC fails
NGOs & Support coordinated  Fragmented responses weaken
Donors relief impact

16.12 Lessons Learned

1. Uniting for Peace Fills Gaps but Lacks Teeth
o GA resolutions signal solidarity but don’t compel
compliance.
2. Regional Blocs Are Gaining Power
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o Alternative frameworks undermine UNSC centrality.

3. Global Governance Is Fragmenting

o Without structural reform, authority shifts from UNSC
to parallel coalitions.

16.13 Looking Ahead

The rise of parallel governance mechanisms reflects a loss of
confidence in the UNSC. To remain relevant, the Council must:

Embrace Uniting for Peace as a collaborative tool, not a
threat.

Integrate regional responses into formal mandates.

Build digital platforms for data-sharing and humanitarian
coordination.

In the next chapter, we’ll analyze the economic dimensions of UNSC
dysfunction — how sanctions, aid flows, and financial influence
shape global security decisions and deepen divisions between P5
powers and the Global South.

Chapter Insights

Uniting for Peace has emerged as a critical workaround for
UNSC paralysis.

Ukraine, Gaza, and Syria showcase GA leadership where
UNSC failed.

Regional blocs increasingly fill enforcement gaps, challenging
UNSC centrality.

Without integrating these mechanisms, global governance risks
permanent fragmentation.
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Chapter 17 — Economic Power Plays:
Sanctions, Aid, and Influence

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

17.1 Introduction

In today’s geopolitical chessboard, economic tools — sanctions, aid,
and financial influence — have become as powerful as military force.
Within the United Nations Security Council (UNSC), these tools are
wielded not only to enforce international law but also to advance
national interests, particularly by the United States, Russia, and
increasingly China.

This chapter explores how economic statecraft shapes UNSC decision-
making, polarizes alliances, and influences humanitarian priorities,

while often deepening mistrust between the Global South and the P5
powers.

17.2 Sanctions as Geopolitical Weapons

Sanctions are one of the UNSC’s most powerful instruments under
Chapter V11 of the UN Charter, but they’re frequently politicized.
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Type Description Example
Comp_rehenswe Block entire sectors or Iraq (1990-2003)
Sanctions states

Focus on elites, arms,
banking, travel

Aim at behaviors like  Al-Qaeda & ISIS

Targeted Sanctions DPRK, Iran, Myanmar

Thematic Sanctions

terrorism, piracy financing controls
Unilateral Sanctions Imposed outside UNSC  US “maximum
framework pressure” on Iran

Insight: While UNSC sanctions enjoy global legitimacy, US and
Russia increasingly bypass the UNSC, fragmenting enforcement.

17.3 Case Study 1: Iran — UNSC vs.
Unilateralism

e JCPOA (2015): UNSC endorsed the nuclear deal via
Resolution 2231.
e 2018 US Withdrawal:
o Reimposed unilateral sanctions outside UNSC
frameworks.
o Targeted Iran’s banking, oil exports, and shipping
sectors.
o Russia & China’s Response:
o Rejected US actions, continued energy partnerships
with Iran.
e Impact:
o Sanctions split enforcement between blocs, weakening
UNSC authority.
o Global South sees UNSC as subservient to P5 rivalry.
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17.4 Case Study 2: Russia — The Ukraine
Sanctions Divide

e 2022 Invasion of Ukraine: UNSC failed to adopt sanctions due
to Russia’s veto.
o Alternative Frameworks:
o US, EU, Japan, and G7 imposed sweeping sanctions:
= $300B in Russian reserves frozen
= SWIFT banking access cut for key institutions
= Energy embargoes on Russian oil & gas
o China, India, and Global South rejected Western
measures, expanding trade with Russia.
e Outcome:
o UNSC sanctions framework sidelined.
o Parallel economic coalitions fragment global
governance.

17.5 Case Study 3: North Korea — Vetoes
and Evasion

e Since 2006, UNSC imposed multiple sanctions on DPRK over
nuclear tests.

e 2022 Turning Point: Russia and China vetoed additional
sanctions, ending P5 consensus.

e 2024 Crisis: Russia vetoed the renewal of the 1718 Panel of
Experts, removing independent monitoring.

o Effect:

o DPRK accelerates missile development.
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o Russia allegedly trades arms for fuel with DPRK,
bypassing UNSC intent.
e Lesson: Without P5 unity, sanctions lose credibility and
enforcement capacity.

17.6 Aid as Influence

Foreign aid is often weaponized within UNSC diplomacy:

Country Aid Strategy UNSC Objective

. ) . Secures votes on
Humanitarian aid, reconstruction

US funds tied to political alignment R Israel-related
resolutions
Russia Infrastructure projects, energy  Builds veto coalitions
subsidies, arms packages (Syria, Iran, DPRK)
Buys influence across
China Belt and Road loans, grants, and Africa. Asia, and Latin

debt relief America

Example: During Gaza ceasefire debates, the US threatened to
withhold aid from countries opposing its vetoes — deepening
perceptions of UNSC bias.

17.7 The Role of China’s Economic
Diplomacy

China leverages its economic strength to reshape UNSC dynamics:

Page | 135



e Uses Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) to secure loyalty from
Global South states.

o Offers infrastructure financing in exchange for support or
abstentions on UNSC resolutions.

o Expands energy trade with sanctioned states like Russia, Iran,
and Venezuela, weakening the effectiveness of Western-led
measures.

Insight: China’s checkbook diplomacy erodes Western dominance
and builds alternative voting blocs within the UN system.

17.8 Humanitarian Fallout of Economic
Rivalries

A. Weaponized Sanctions

« Comprehensive sanctions often punish civilians more than
elites.

« Example: Irag (1990s) — sanctions linked to 500,000+ child
deaths due to food and medicine shortages.

B. Selective Aid Distribution

o Gaza: Humanitarian aid politicized based on alignment with
P5 priorities.
e Yemen: Rival aid channels deepen regional divides.

C. Global South Disillusionment

e UNSC perceived as protecting P5 interests, not human
welfare.
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e Increasing calls for alternative aid structures outside UNSC
mandates.

17.9 Sanctions Effectiveness Dashboard

Target State UNSC Sanctions Status PS Effectiveness
Consensus?

lran JCPOA-linked but No Weak
fractured

Russia Blocked No Limited
Eroding post-2022 -

DPRK vetoes No Declining
Blocked by -

Myanmar China/Russia No Minimal

Al- : \

Qaeda/ISIS Unanimous sanctions Yes Moderate

Lesson: Sanctions only work when the P5 act together. Fragmentation
ensures failure.

17.10 Ethical Challenges

e Collective Punishment: Civilians bear the brunt of sanctions.

e Selective Enforcement: UNSC sanctions are applied
inconsistently across regions.

e Aid as Leverage: Linking humanitarian aid to political loyalty
undermines neutrality.
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e Global Inequality: Developing nations suffer economic
blowback from conflicts they did not cause.

17.11 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality

UNSC Ensure sanctions serve Politicized, inconsistent use
peace

US Lead enforcement Uses sanctions for strategic
neutrally leverage

. Promote equitable L . .

Russia solutions Exploits veto to shield allies

China ;Zamplon developrpagg Uses loans for vote influence

Global Implement sanctions Increasingly bypasses UNSC

South fairly frameworks

17.12 Lessons Learned

e Sanctions without unity fail — UNSC effectiveness depends
on P5 cohesion.

e Economic influence shapes UNSC voting more than
humanitarian priorities.

e Global South frustration grows as sanctions and aid are
weaponized.

e Without reforms, UNSC risks losing control over the economic
instruments of peace.
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17.13 Looking Ahead

The UNSC faces an existential choice:

« Reclaim authority by depoliticizing sanctions, ensuring
transparent aid, and aligning with humanitarian priorities.

e Or watch as regional coalitions, G7, BRICS+, and bilateral
alliances bypass the Council entirely.

In the next chapter, we’ll explore media narratives and public
perception, analyzing how information warfare, propaganda, and
digital influence campaigns further erode the UNSC’s credibility and
neutrality.

Chapter Insights

e US, Russia, and China weaponize economic tools inside and
outside the UNSC.

o Fragmented sanctions regimes weaken enforcement and
deepen global divides.

o Humanitarian crises are exacerbated by selective sanctions and
aid policies.

e Without reform, UNSC risks becoming irrelevant in global
economic governance.
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Chapter 18 — Media Wars: Narratives,
Propaganda, and UNSC Credibility

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

18.1 Introduction

In the digital age, power isn’t only projected through military strength
or economic sanctions — it’s fought on the battlefield of narratives.
The United Nations Security Council (UNSC), once perceived as the
neutral arbiter of global security, has increasingly become the
epicenter of competing information campaigns.

The United States, Russia, and China exploit media ecosystems,
social platforms, and state-controlled outlets to frame conflicts,
influence public opinion, and undermine each other’s legitimacy. The
result: polarized narratives, deepening distrust, and the erosion of the
UNSC’s credibility in the eyes of the global community.

18.2 The Information Battlefield

Actor  Strategic Goal Tactics Used Platforms
Dominated
United Promote rules- ;?giglgﬁgng'a’sggz:] CNN, NYT,
States based order P Y Twitter/X

rights framing
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Actor  Strategic Goal Tactics Used Platforms

Dominated
i Delegitimize Disinformation campaigns, RT, Sputnik,
Russia - Western RT, cyber propaganda Telegram
influence » CYDer propag g
i Build alternative State-lec_j stqrytelllng, CGTN’
China : economic diplomacy Xinhua,
narratives . .
messaging TikTok
Global Expose double Regional media alliances, Al Jazeera,
South  standards social justice campaigns  Africanews

Insight: Competing media narratives create parallel realities that
weaken the UNSC'’s ability to present a unified message on global
crises.

18.3 The US Narrative Strategy

A. Rules-Based Order
o Frames UNSC resolutions as defense of democracy, human
rights, and international law.

o Leverages platforms like the State Department Briefing and
CNN International.

B. Humanitarian Framing

o Focuses on atrocities (e.g., Syria chemical attacks, Ukraine
civilian bombings) to rally coalitions.

C. Media Amplification
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e Promotes UNSC debates via Twitter diplomacy and press
leaks.

o Utilizes Western-aligned outlets (Reuters, AP, BBC) to shape
global consensus.

Criticism: Selective application of human rights narratives (e.g.,

defending Israel’s Gaza actions while condemning Russia’s Ukraine
invasion) exposes double standards.

18.4 Russia’s Narrative Strategy

A. Countering Western Hegemony
e Portrays UNSC as captured by NATO interests.

o Uses state outlets like RT and Sputnik to propagate narratives
of Western hypocrisy.

B. Delegitimizing Sanctions
« Frames Western sanctions on Russia as “economic warfare”
against civilians.
« Promotes images of Western decline to bolster Global South
solidarity.
C. Social Media Offensive

o Deploys bots, troll farms, and Telegram networks to push
pro-Russian content during UNSC debates.

Impact: Creates alternative realities in information ecosystems,
particularly across Africa, Asia, and Latin America.
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18.5 China’s Narrative Strategy

A. Champion of Sovereignty

Positions itself as a defender of non-interference and
territorial integrity.

Uses UNSC debates to contrast Western interventions with
China’s “neutral” development model.

B. Economic Diplomacy Messaging

Highlights Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) success stories in
Africa and Asia.

Portrays China as a provider of solutions rather than a
perpetrator of crises.

C. Digital Influence

Leverages TikTok, Weibo, and Xinhua to build counter-
narratives.

Carefully avoids direct confrontation while subtly supporting
Russia’s positions.

18.6 Case Study 1: Ukraine 2022 —
Narrative Warfare

US Framing:
o “Defending democracy” and condemning aggression.
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o Promoted images of Russian strikes on Kyiv, Bucha,
and Mariupol.
e Russia’s Counter-Narrative:
o “NATO expansion” threatens Russian security.
o Claims of “denazification” and self-defense dominate
domestic and Global South messaging.
e China’s Role:
o Abstains publicly but amplifies anti-Western
narratives through CGTN and TikTok diplomacy.

Outcome: Conflicting narratives polarized global opinion and limited
UNSC consensus.

18.7 Case Study 2: Gaza 2023-2024 —
Competing Humanitarian Claims

e US Narrative: Defends Israel’s “right to self-defense”, vetoing
UNSC ceasefire resolutions.
e Russia & China: Frame US vetoes as proof of Western double
standards on civilian protection.
e Global South Media:
o Al Jazeera and Africanews highlight disproportionate
civilian suffering.
o Amplify demands for UNSC reform and humanitarian
justice.

Impact: Media polarization undermines UNSC’s moral authority and
deepens Global South distrust.
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18.8 The Role of Social Media in UNSC
Crises

Platform Use Case Key Actors
. Live amplification of UNSC US, EU, NGOs,
Twitter/X debates journalists
Encrypted networks for pro-Russia Russia, Iran, private
Telegram
propaganda networks
. Short-form influence targeting China, US State Dept,
TikTok youth activists

Archiving UNSC sessions &

YouTube curated narratives

State channels, NGOs

Insight: The battle for hearts and minds increasingly takes place
outside the UNSC chamber.

18.9 Disinformation and Deepfakes

The rise of Al-generated content poses a new challenge to UNSC
credibility:

o Deepfake diplomacy: Fake videos of UNSC officials endorsing
false positions.

« Synthetic war crimes evidence: Manipulated images to sway
global sentiment.

« Bot-driven campaigns: Amplify fabricated claims during
critical resolutions.

Without verification frameworks, UNSC deliberations risk being
hijacked by falsehoods.
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18.10 Building a Digital Integrity
Framework

1. Al-Powered Verification Systems
o Partner with tech companies and academia to validate
visual and textual evidence.
2. UNSC Open Source Intelligence Hub
o Create a centralized repository for verified satellite
imagery, OSINT, and Al audits.
3. Counter-Disinformation Task Force

o Establish a neutral body to debunk propaganda during
UNSC crises.

18.11 Ethical Implications

e Weaponized Truth: Competing narratives make objectivity
impossible.

o Global South Alienation: Media wars reinforce perceptions of
UNSC bias.

e Erosion of Trust: Without verified, shared facts, UNSC
legitimacy collapses.

18.12 Roles and Responsibilities

Page | 146



Actor Expected Role
UNSC Neutral g_lobal
communicator
US, Russia,  Uphold factual
China integrity

Global Media Inform the public

Maintain data
integrity

Tech
Platforms

18.13 Lessons Learned

Reality
Becomes a platform for
narrative wars
Weaponize information to
advance agendas
Polarized reporting amplifies
divisions
Struggle to contain
misinformation cascades

e Narrative dominance increasingly shapes diplomatic

outcomes.

o Competing propaganda ecosystems widen North-South

divides.

o Without verified, shared facts, UNSC deliberations lose
legitimacy and moral authority.

18.14 Looking Ahead

The UNSC faces a communications crisis as powerful states
weaponize digital influence. To survive, it must:

o Establish real-time verification frameworks.
e Create neutral public information dashboards.
o Collaborate with regional media networks to rebuild trust.
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In the next chapter, we’ll explore how US—Russia rivalry over
cybersecurity, Al, and emerging technologies further destabilizes
UNSC decision-making and risks new forms of global conflict.

Chapter Insights

e US, Russia, and China use media ecosystems to shape UNSC
debates and public perceptions.

« Social platforms amplify competing narratives, deepening
global polarization.

« Disinformation and deepfakes threaten UNSC credibility unless
digital verification systems are adopted.

e Without reform, UNSC risks losing the battle of narratives
entirely.
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Chapter 19 — Cyber Power Struggles:
Al, Digital Sovereignty, and UNSC
Paralysis

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

19.1 Introduction

In the 21st century, geopolitical power is increasingly digital.
Cybersecurity, artificial intelligence (Al), data sovereignty, and
digital infrastructure now shape global influence as much as military
might or economic sanctions.

Within the United Nations Security Council (UNSC), these
technological domains have become new battlegrounds for US—
Russia—China rivalry. While cyberattacks escalate, Al governance
diverges, and digital sovereignty debates intensify, the UNSC
struggles to adapt, paralyzed by outdated mandates and veto-driven
politics.

19.2 The Rise of Digital Geopolitics
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Technology
Domain

Cybersecurity

Artificial
Intelligence
Digital
Sovereignty

Space-Based
Assets

Geopolitical Stakes

State-sponsored hacks,
cyber sabotage

Ethical norms, lethal
autonomous weapons

Data localization,
censorship, cloud control

Satellite dominance for
comms and surveillance

UNSC Relevance

UNSC lacks
enforcement
frameworks

No unified Al
governance model
Divides widen between
blocs

No binding UNSC
cyber-space treaty

Insight: The UNSC remains frozen in a pre-digital framework, while
US, Russia, and China weaponize technology to expand influence.

19.3 US Digital Strategy: Open Networks
with Selective Control

e Cybersecurity Posture: Promotes an “open, secure internet”
but imposes targeted cyber sanctions on adversaries.

« Al Governance Leadership:

o Advocates human rights—driven frameworks for Al

ethics.

o Pushes for global data transparency, but retains
control over Silicon Valley giants.

o Offensive Cyber Capabilities:

o Uses NSA and Cyber Command to launch covert

cyber operations.

o Example: Stuxnet (2010) against Iran’s nuclear

program.
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Criticism: While promoting digital freedoms, the US uses
technological dominance to maintain strategic leverage within and
beyond the UNSC.

19.4 Russia’s Digital Strategy: Chaos as
Leverage

e Cyber Disruption Doctrine:

o Engages in state-backed hacks and digital sabotage
against NATO, Ukraine, and critical infrastructure
globally.

o Notable Operations:

= 2015/2016: Ukraine power grid cyberattacks.
= 2022: Cyber offensives during Ukraine invasion.
« Narrative Warfare:
o Uses social bots, deepfakes, and Telegram ecosystems
to destabilize UNSC messaging.
« Al and Data Policies:
o Focuses on military Al and autonomous weapons.
o Resists Western Al ethics standards.

Goal: Exploit digital chaos to counterbalance NATO and US
dominance, while projecting cyber resilience to the Global South.

19.5 China’s Digital Strategy: Sovereignty
and Surveillance

o Digital Sovereignty Doctrine:
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o Promotes strict data localization laws and censorship
controls.
o Advocates the “Great Firewall” model as an
alternative governance paradigm.
« Al Ambitions:
o Seeks Al supremacy by 2030 through massive state
funding.
o Deploys Al-driven surveillance domestically and
exports systems to Global South allies.
e Infrastructure Diplomacy:
o Leverages Belt and Road’s Digital Silk Read to build
5G networks, undersea cables, and data centers.
o Secures votes and policy alignment within the UNSC.

Implication: China is shaping alternative norms where state control

supersedes open internet principles, challenging Western digital
hegemony.

19.6 UNSC and Cybersecurity Deadlocks

Despite rising cyberattacks, the UNSC has failed to build binding
frameworks:

Reason for
Issue Proposed Measures Outcome Deadlock

S Joint investigations, Russia and China
Sponsored \ Blocked

sanctions vetoes
Hacks

Regulation of iti
Al Weapons US opposes, citing
Ban autonomous lethal  Stalled defense needs

systems
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Issue

Cyber Norms
Treaty
Space-Cyber
Integration

Reason for
Proposed Measures Outcome

Deadlock
Dat_a sh_arlng, Abandoned Competing
attribution protocols governance models
Satellite security No Militarization
protocols consensus  disputes

Lesson: Without digital governance frameworks, the UNSC remains
irrelevant on the world’s fastest-growing security frontier.

19.7 Case Study 1: Ukraine 2022 — Hybrid

Warfare

e Cyberattacks as Force Multipliers:

o

Russia launched coordinated attacks on Ukrainian
infrastructure and banking systems.

« Western Response:

O

US and EU deployed cyber defense units and private
sector capabilities (Microsoft, Google).

e UNSC Inaction:

o

Russia vetoed attempts to create a joint cyber
attribution mechanism.

Impact: Demonstrated how cyber conflict bypasses UNSC authority

entirely.

19.8 Case Study 2: Al Governance Stalemate
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o UNSC Debate: Proposals to regulate Al-driven lethal
autonomous weapons (LAWS).

e US Position: Opposes binding bans; favors flexible
frameworks.

e Russia & China: Focus on military Al dominance, resisting
Western oversight.

e Result: No binding UNSC resolution — arms race accelerates
unchecked.

19.9 Case Study 3: Huaweli, 5G, and Digital
Sovereignty

e US Pressure Campaign:
o Warned allies against adopting Huawei 5G
infrastructure.
o China’s Response:
o Leveraged UNSC voting blocs to defend Huawei’s
market access.
e Global South Dynamics:
o Many African, Asian, and Latin American states adopt
Chinese infrastructure, deepening digital
dependencies.

Lesson: Technology competition now shapes UNSC alliances and
development narratives.

19.10 The Threat of Al-Driven
Disinformation
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o Deepfake Diplomacy:
o Synthetic videos of UNSC officials making fabricated
statements.
o Bot Armies:
o Automated campaigns amplify propaganda narratives
during crises.
e Algorithmic Polarization:
o Platforms push echo chambers aligned with state
narratives.
e Impact on UNSC:
o Facts become contested; deliberations stall amid
conflicting “truths”.

19.11 Building a Global Digital Governance
Framework

To restore relevance, the UNSC must integrate digital security
governance:

1. UN Cybersecurity Convention
o Establish protocols for attribution, response
coordination, and sanction triggers.
2. Al Ethics Council
o Create a neutral oversight body under UN auspices.
3. Digital Sovereignty Compacts
o Harmonize cross-border data laws while respecting
national autonomy.
4. Open Digital Verification Hub
o Real-time fact-checking dashboard for UNSC debates
and humanitarian crises.
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19.12 Ethical Considerations

e Surveillance vs. Freedom: Balancing digital sovereignty with
human rights.

e Al Militarization: Addressing the moral implications of
autonomous weapons.

e Inequality Risks: Preventing a digital divide that marginalizes
the Global South.

e Trust Deficit: Ensuring UNSC frameworks aren’t captured by
P5 agendas.

19.13 Roles and Responsibilities

Actor Expected Role Reality
Lead global cyber Deadlocked by competing
UNSC
governance agendas
. Uses tech leverage
us Champion open networks selectively
Russia Promote stability 5;%'0”5 chaos for strategic

Pushes state-centric

China Mediate tech norms sovereignty
Private Provide infrastructure &  Becomes proxy for state
Sector security power plays

19.14 Lessons Learned

« Digital rivalry is the new Cold War — UNSC paralysis
accelerates cyber instability.
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e Al governance divides deepen as states weaponize
technological leadership.

o Hybrid warfare bypasses UNSC authority, undermining its
global security mandate.

e Without binding digital frameworks, UNSC risks irrelevance
in the Al age.

19.15 Looking Ahead

The UNSC faces a pivotal choice:

« Adapt to the cyber-Al revolution by establishing global
norms and binding frameworks.

« Or watch its authority erode as states forum-shop among
regional alliances, tech coalitions, and bilateral security
compacts.

In the next chapter, we conclude with a strategic roadmap for
reclaiming UNSC credibility, integrating political, economic,
technological, and humanitarian reforms.

Chapter Insights

e Cybersecurity and Al governance are redefining global
power, but UNSC remains unprepared.

e US, Russia, and China weaponize technology to advance
national agendas.

e UNSC deadlocks leave cyber threats unregulated and Al
arms races unchecked.
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« A global digital governance framework is essential for
restoring UNSC relevance.
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Chapter 20 — Reclaiming Credibility: A
Strategic Roadmap for UNSC Reform

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

20.1 Introduction

The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) was designed to ensure
collective security and uphold international peace, but its credibility
has been deeply undermined by US—Russia rivalry, P5 veto politics,
and structural inertia.

This concluding chapter offers a strategic roadmap for reclaiming
UNSC legitimacy, combining political reforms, economic
realignments, technological innovations, and humanitarian
commitments. The goal: transform the UNSC from a paralyzed
battlefield of power plays into a relevant, adaptive, and trusted
arbiter for the 21st century.

20.2 Why Credibility Matters

1. Erosion of Trust
o Global South views the UNSC as a P5 power cartel
serving narrow interests.
2. Rise of Parallel Governance
o Uniting for Peace, BRICS, AU, NATO, and regional
alliances fill enforcement gaps.
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3. Multipolarity Demands Reform

o Emerging powers like India, Brazil, Nigeria, and
Indonesia require meaningful inclusion.

4. Humanitarian Imperatives

o Over 1 million civilian deaths since 2011 in conflicts
where the UNSC failed to act.

20.3 Pillar | — Political Reforms

A. Veto Restraint Mechanisms

France—Mexico Initiative: Voluntary abstention during mass
atrocities.

Override Option: Allow two-thirds UNGA majority to
overturn vetoes on humanitarian issues.

Sunset Clauses: Vetoes expire automatically after 60 days
unless renewed.

B. Expanding Representation

G4 Proposal: Add India, Japan, Germany, Brazil + two
African seats.

Ezulwini Consensus: Grant Africa permanent seats with veto
power.

Global South Balance: Ensure equitable regional distribution
of permanent and non-permanent members.

C. Mandate Clarity

Require precise language in resolutions to prevent mandate
creep (e.g., Libya 2011 fallout).
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20.4 Pillar 11 — Economic Realignment

A. Depoliticizing Sanctions

o Establish uniform compliance frameworks to prevent
selective enforcement.

« Create an independent Sanctions Review Board to monitor
humanitarian impacts.

B. Transparent Aid Mechanisms
e Launch a UN Global Humanitarian Fund Dashboard:

o Tracks aid flows in real-time.
o Reduces politicization of relief delivery.

C. Inclusive Economic Decision-Making

e Include Global South representatives in sanctions design to
avoid collateral damage on developing economies.

20.5 Pillar 111 — Technological
Transformation

A. Al-Powered Crisis Monitoring

o Deploy real-time dashboards showing:
o Civilian casualty counts.
o Refugee flows.
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o Infrastructure destruction.
o Integrate satellite imagery and OSINT verification to combat
disinformation.

B. Digital Sanctions Ledger

e Use blockchain technology to track:
o Financial transactions.
Dual-use exports.
Shipments bypassing sanctions.

C. Cybersecurity & Al Governance

o Establish a UN Digital Security Council (UN-DSC) to:
o Regulate Al weapons.
o Develop cyber norms.
o Harmonize data sovereignty frameworks.

20.6 Pillar IV — Humanitarian
Prioritization

A. Humanitarian Override Triggers

« If vetoes block life-saving aid, resolutions pass automatically
with a supermajority in the GA.

B. Civilian Protection Dashboards

« Publish real-time reports on:
o Humanitarian access.
o Civilian harm metrics.
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o Funding gaps for relief operations.

C. Integrating NGOs and Local Actors

o Give trusted NGOs observer seats in UNSC crisis deliberations
to ensure ground realities inform decisions.

20.7 Pillar V — Integrating Regional
Frameworks

Region Bloc Potential Role

Africa AU/ ECOWAS Co-lead peacekeeping operations

Provide capabilities, share
Europe EU/NATO mandates

Asia-Pacific ASEAN / Quad Lead humanitarian corridors

Middle Arab League / Mediation and reconstruction
East GCC efforts

Insight: Embedding regional actors into UNSC mandates enhances
legitimacy and local ownership.

20.8 Pillar VI — Transparency and Public
Accountability

A. Open Deliberations

o Stream UNSC debates live on a public platform.
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B. Veto Justification Reports

« Mandate written explanations for every veto:
o Published instantly.
o Audited by independent legal experts.

C. Citizen Engagement
« Introduce interactive dashboards for global citizens to:

o Track UNSC votes.
o Compare humanitarian needs vs. resolutions passed.

20.9 Global Governance Dashboard
(Concept)

Metric Current Status Reform Target
Vetoes per Decade ~80+ <25
. . 5/193 permanent > 10 seats, regionally
Representation Equity seats balanced

Humanitarian Response Avg. 90+ days < 14 days

Time

Sanctions Enforcement _ 40% <5%

Gap

Digital Governance None Full integration via Al

dashboards

20.10 Risks of Inaction
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If reforms stall:

Parallel governance (NATO, BRICS+, AU) will replace
UNSC authority.

Humanitarian suffering will deepen amid veto-driven
paralysis.

The UNSC risks irrelevance, becoming a symbolic relic rather
than a global arbiter.

20.11 Strategic Roadmap

Timeline Key Milestone Impact
2025- Adopt humanitarian veto Faster protection of
2030 restraint civilians
gggg_ Expand permanent seats rRez%(;?ggl legitimacy
2035- Launch UN Digital Security Global norms for cyber
2040 Council & Al

Fully integrated hybrid UNSC relevance
2040+ governance sustained

20.12 Lessons Learned

UNSC credibility cannot be restored without structural
reform.

Political inclusivity, digital transformation, and humanitarian
prioritization are non-negotiable pillars.

Integrating regional actors and adopting open governance
tools will rebuild trust.
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e Without reform, the UNSC risks permanent marginalization
in a fragmented multipolar world.

20.13 Final Thoughts

The UNSC’s credibility crisis is both a warning and an opportunity.
In an era of complex conflicts, digital disruptions, and geopolitical
realignments, global governance must evolve.

To remain relevant, the UNSC must embrace inclusivity, leverage
technology, and prioritize humanity over power politics. Otherwise,
it risks becoming the ultimate parody: a Council meant to prevent war
yet trapped in its own battles.

Chapter Insights

e Credibility is UNSC’s currency — without it, legitimacy
collapses.

e Asix-pillar roadmap combining political, economic,
technological, humanitarian, regional, and transparency
reforms can restore relevance.

o Integration of Al, blockchain, and open dashboards can
transform UNSC into a 21st-century governance model.

o Failure to adapt means parallel frameworks will replace the
UNSC, fragmenting global order.
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Summary — Power Play or Parody?
How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC’s Credibility

Overview

This book explores how the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC), once envisioned as the cornerstone of collective security,
has become increasingly paralyzed by US-Russia rivalry, P5 veto
misuse, and structural inertia.

Through 20 detailed chapters, the book analyzes historic failures,
regional conflicts, digital disruption, and growing Global South
frustrations, while proposing a strategic reform roadmap to restore
UNSC credibility in a multipolar, tech-driven world.

Core Themes

1. The Credibility Crisis

o US and Russia weaponize veto power to shield allies and
block accountability.

e China’s quiet alignments deepen divisions while projecting
neutrality.

« Global South voices remain marginalized despite bearing the
brunt of conflicts.

« Rise of parallel governance frameworks (UNGA, BRICS,
AU, NATO) challenges UNSC centrality.
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2. Proxy Rivalries & UNSC Paralysis
Middle East Conflicts

e Syria: Russia vetoed 17 UNSC resolutions since 2011,
blocking aid and accountability.

o Gaza: US vetoed 45+ resolutions critical of Israel, deepening
humanitarian crises.

e Libya & Yemen: Competing vetoes fractured international
responses.

Nuclear Dilemmas

e Iran JCPOA: US withdrawal in 2018 fractured consensus;
Russia and China undermined snapback sanctions.

o North Korea: Russia and China vetoed new sanctions and
ended UNSC monitoring in 2024, accelerating proliferation
risks.

3. Humanitarian Fallout

e Over 1 million civilian deaths linked to UNSC inaction since
2011.

o Blocked ceasefires, delayed aid, and vetoed investigations
prolong conflicts.

e Humanitarian suffering in Syria, Gaza, Yemen, Myanmar,
and Congo exposes UNSC'’s failure to uphold its mandate.

« Responsibility to Protect (R2P) is effectively defunct due to
veto-driven gridlocks.
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4. Global South Frustrations

e Africa, Asia, and Latin America remain underrepresented in
UNSC decision-making:

o

@)
O

Africa: 54 nations, zero permanent seats.
Latin America: No veto power.
India: World’s largest democracy, excluded from P5.

e Growing distrust fuels alternative alliances:

@)

BRICS expansion (2024) includes Saudi Arabia, UAE,
Iran, Argentina.

AU, ASEAN, and G77 increasingly bypass UNSC
mandates.

5. Digital Disruption & Cyber Rivalries

o UNSC is outdated in addressing 21st-century threats:

o

o

Cybersecurity: No binding frameworks for attribution
or sanctions.

Al governance: Stalemate on lethal autonomous
weapons.

Disinformation wars: Deepfakes, bot armies, and
propaganda hijack UNSC narratives.

« US, Russia, and China weaponize technology:

@)

US promotes open internet norms but uses tech
dominance for leverage.

Russia exploits chaos through cyberattacks and
information warfare.

China advances digital sovereignty, exporting
surveillance infrastructure globally.
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6. Media Wars and Narrative Control

UNSC debates amplified across Twitter/X, Telegram, TikTok,
and state-controlled media.
Conflicting narratives create parallel realities:

o US promotes human rights framing.

o Russia highlights Western hypocrisy.

o China portrays itself as a neutral development partner.
Without trusted verification systems, UNSC legitimacy suffers
amid information manipulation.

7. Parallel Governance Rising

Uniting for Peace (UNGA): Steps in when UNSC fails — e.g.,
Ukraine, Gaza, Myanmar.
Regional Blocs:
o NATO enforces mandates UNSC blocks (Kosovo,
Libya).
o AU and ECOWAS lead African peacekeeping bypassing
UNSC approval.
Risk: Fragmented enforcement erodes collective security
architecture.

8. UNSC Reform Demands

Political Inclusivity:
o G4 Proposal: Add India, Japan, Germany, Brazil + two
African permanent seats.
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o Ezulwini Consensus: Africa demands veto powers for
new permanent seats.
e Veto Restraint:
o France-Mexico initiative for voluntary abstention
during mass atrocities.
e Transparency Measures:
o Publish veto justifications.
o Open UNSC deliberations to global citizens.

9. Technology-Driven Reform Opportunities

e Al-powered humanitarian dashboards for real-time casualty
tracking.

o Blockchain-based sanctions ledger for transparent
enforcement.

o Cybersecurity treaties to regulate state-sponsored hacks.

« Digital sovereignty compacts to balance privacy and security.

10. Strategic Roadmap to Rebuild UNSC Credibility

Pillar Key Reforms Expected Impact
- Expand permanent seats; veto Greater inclusivity &
Politia resrt)raintp trust g
Economic D_epolitiqize sanctions; open Fair enforcement, less
aid tracking collateral harm
Technological Al dashb_oards, cyber norms, Transparency & faster
blockchain tools responses

Override vetoes blocking life- Civilian protection

Humanitarian saving aid prioritized
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Pillar Key Reforms Expected Impact

Regional Integrate AU, ASEAN, Local ownership,
g NATO, BRICS in mandates  shared legitimacy
Transparency Publish real-time UNSC Rebuilds global trust

actions & justifications

Key Insights

Credibility is UNSC’s currency — without it, legitimacy
collapses.

US and Russia’s power plays have paralyzed the UNSC, but
China’s shadow diplomacy and P5 privilege also drive
dysfunction.

Global South dissatisfaction is fueling a shift toward
multipolarity and parallel governance frameworks.
Technology, Al, and digital transparency are essential to
revive UNSC relevance.

Without reform, UNSC risks becoming symbolic rather than
decisive, a parody of its founding vision.

Final Thought

The UNSC now stands at a historic crossroads:

Adapt or become obsolete.

It must modernize, democratize, and embrace digital
transformation to remain the world’s primary platform for
collective security.
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o Otherwise, its authority will dissolve into a fragmented global
order governed by parallel blocs, regional alliances, and
informal coalitions.

Appendices — Power Play or Parody?
How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC’s Credibility

These appendices provide comprehensive references, data sets,
frameworks, and visual tools that complement the 20 chapters of the
book. They serve as a research toolkit for policymakers, academics,
diplomats, and reform advocates seeking to understand and reshape the
UNSC.

Appendix A — Timeline of UNSC Failures,
Deadlocks, and Milestones (1945-2025)

Year Crisis/ Event UNSC Action Outcome
1945 Establishment UNSC created, P5  Post-WWII collective
of the UN veto enshrined security framework

Soviet veto bypassed

1950 Korean War  via “Uniting for UNGA authorized

military intervention

Peace”
UNSC Expanded non- Representation
1965 enlargement permanent seats from improved, veto
g 6 to 10 unchanged
Rwanda UNSC failed toact 800,000 killed in 100
1994 . ;
genocide timely days
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Year Crisis/ Event UNSC Action Outcome
NATO bypassed

1999 Kosovo crisis  Russia vetoed action UNSC, launching air
campaign
Fractured trust in rules-

2003 Iraginvasion  US bypassed UNSC based order

: UNSC approved : . :
2011 !_lbya _ 1973, NATO Russia/China mistrust
intervention deepened

exceeded mandate

2011~ Svria civil war 17 Russian & 6 600,000+ dead,

2023 Y Chinese vetoes millions displaced

2015 JCPOA signed UNSC endorsed via US withdrawal (2018)
2231 fractured consensus

. . GA resolutions
Russia invades Russia vetoed

2022 Ukraine condemnation sympollc, UNSC
sidelined
DPRK Russia vetoed 1718  Sanctions enforcement
2024 -
monitoring ends Panel renewal collapsed
Iran snapback = EU3 invoked 2231 Ru55|a_/Ch|na rejected
2025 compliance,

triggered snapback enforcement fractured

Insight: Every UNSC deadlock accelerates parallel governance and
declining legitimacy.

Appendix B — P5 Veto Usage Dashboard
(1946-2025)
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Country \E;gils Primary Uses Imp():arcetd?gilliJSSC
Russia / 150+ Shieldi_ng a_IIies (Syria), Deep mistrust _of
USSR protecting itself (Ukraine) UNSC neutrality
United 85+ Pr_o_te_cting Israel, resisting Perceived Western
States criticism double standards

i Sovereignty defense, Expanding Global
China 20+ I\/Iyanmgr, 3éyria Soﬁth aliggnment
Colonial/post-colonial Rarely used in recent
UK 32 conflicts decades
France 18 C_olonial, humanitarian Now supports veto
disputes restraint proposals

Key Finding: Over 80% of vetoes since 1990 involve US—Russia

rivalry — the primary driver of UNSC paralysis.

Appendix C — Humanitarian Impact

Dashboard (2010-2025)

Conflict Blocked L_JNSC Civilian
Resolutions Deaths
Syria 17 (Russia/China) 600,000+
Gaza 45+ (US) 25,000+
Yemen 7 (US/Russia) 377,000+
Ukraine 6 (Russia) 60,000+
Myanmar 5 (China/Russia) 20,000+
%’F@g‘; 3 (P5 divisions) 5.4 million

Displaced

Persons
13 million
2.1 million
4.5 million
10.5 million
1.4 million
6.7 million
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Lesson: Every veto delays aid, prolongs suffering, and amplifies
humanitarian disasters.

Appendix D — Reform Frameworks
Compared

Proposal Proponents Key Features Status

India, Brazil,  Add 6 new Blocked by P5
G4 Proposal .

Japan, Germany permanent seats  rivals

- 2 African _
Ezulwini African Union  permanent seats Nego_tlatlons
Consensus . ongoing
with veto power
. Voluntary

France—Mexico \ . Stalled, 100+
Veto Restraint ACT Group apstention during GA supporters

mass atrocities

10 more non-

Uniting for Italy, Pakistan, permanent seats,  Partial support

Consensus Argentina N0 new vetoes

Doqblt_e Global South  Require population Str_ong

Majority resistance from
. advocates + state thresholds

Voting PS

Finding: Consensus on reform exists globally, but P5 privilege
blocks implementation.

Appendix E — Digital Transformation
Toolkit for the UNSC
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E.1 Crisis Monitoring Dashboards

o Al-powered verification of satellite imagery, OSINT, and
humanitarian data.

o Real-time civilian casualty tracking and refugee flow
mapping.

E.2 Blockchain-Based Sanctions Ledger
« Transparent sanctions enforcement.

e Links banks, customs, insurers, and shipping registries
worldwide.

E.3 Digital Fact-Verification Hub

o Combats deepfakes, propaganda, and bot-driven
misinformation.
o Central repository of verified UNSC data.

Appendix F — Roles and Responsibilities
Matrix

Actor Mandate Observed Behavior
. Politicized vetoes, selective
UNSC (P5) Maintain global peace enforcement
UNGA R(_epresent collective  Steps in via Uniting for
will Peace
. Complement UNSC .
Regional Blocs authority Increasingly bypass UNSC
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Actor Mandate Observed Behavior

NGOs

& Civil  Deliver humanitarian  Restricted by political

Society aid deadlocks

Private Sector

Enable sanctions & Becomes a proxy for P5
monitoring power

Appendix G — Strategic Roadmap (2025-

2040)

Phase Timeline Key Goals Expected Impact
Phase 2025- Humanitarian veto restraint;  Faster crisis

1 2030 open dashboards responses

Phase 2030- Expand permanent seats (G4 Regional legitimacy
2 2035 + AU) restored

Phase 2035- Digital governance compacts Unified response to
3 2040 for Al & cyber tech threats

Phase 2040+ Integrated UNSC—regional  Collective security
4 hybrid governance revitalized

Appendix H — Key Insights at a Glance

1.

2.

80% of UNSC vetoes since 1990 are linked to US-Russia
rivalry.

Over 1 million civilian deaths linked to UNSC inaction since
2011.

Global South underrepresentation erodes legitimacy and
drives parallel governance.

Digital transformation — Al, blockchain, and transparency
dashboards — can revive UNSC relevance.
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5. Without reform, the UNSC risks becoming a symbolic relic of a
bygone order.

Appendix | — Visual Annexes
(Recommended)

e UNSC Veto Dashboard (1946-2025)

Interactive timeline showing who vetoed, when, and why.
e Humanitarian Impact Map

Global heatmap of blocked resolutions and civilian deaths.
o Reform Roadmap Infographic

Six-pillar visual blueprint for reclaiming UNSC credibility.

Conclusion

The UNSC faces a historic legitimacy crisis.

Its credibility, once derived from consensus and collective security, is
now eroded by P5 rivalries, veto misuse, and technological
irrelevance.

Reform isn’t optional — it’s existential.

Adopting inclusive representation, digital transparency, veto
restraint, and regional integration is the only way to rebuild trust
and restore UNSC authority in a multipolar, Al-driven world.
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Appendix A — Timeline of US &
Russian UNSC Vetoes (1946 — 2025)

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

This appendix presents a comprehensive timeline of US and
Russian/USSR vetoes in the United Nations Security Council
(UNSC) from 1946 to 2025. It highlights when, why, and how the two
powers used their vetoes to advance strategic interests, block
humanitarian interventions, and undermine collective security.

A.1 Overview of Veto Usage (1946-2025)

Total Vetoes

Country (1946-2025) Primary Targets Dominant Themes
Russia / 150+ Ukrair]e, Syria_, Protec‘ging aIIie§,
USSR Georgia, sanctions sovereignty claims
United 85+ Israel-Palestine, Shi_eldi_ng aII_ies,
States Cuba, Iran maintaining influence

Key Insight: Since 1990, over 80% of UNSC vetoes have been cast by
either the US or Russia, fueling paralysis in global security
governance.

A.2 1946 — 1990: Cold War Rivalries
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During the Cold War, the UNSC became a proxy battlefield for US—
Soviet rivalry.

The USSR was the dominant veto user; the US relied more on
coalitions and bypass strategies.

Vetoing

Year State

Resolution / Issue Context & Impact

Protected Soviet presence

1946 USSR Iran Crisis in northern Iran

Korean War UNSC bypassed via
1950 USSR . Uniting for Peace GA
(Ceasefire proposals) >
resolution
1954 USSR Indoghma (Vietnam Shielded communist allies
conflict)
1967 US Israel Six-Day War First US veto to protect
Israel
Namibia & Southern  Blocked anti-colonial
1970s USSR Rhodesia enforcement on allies
. . Repeated US vetoes
1972 US Middle East ceasefire shielded Israel
1977~ USSR Afghanistan, Southern Protected Soviet-backed
1989 Africa, Cambodia regimes
Protected military
1989 US & UK Panama sanctions intervention removing
Noriega
Trend:

¢ USSR: Vetoed Western-backed interventions.
o US: Began using vetoes primarily to shield Israel and its Cold
War allies.
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A.3 1990 — 2010: Post-Cold War Optimism,
Rising Tensions

After the Cold War, P5 cooperation improved temporarily, leading to
rare UNSC unity in Iraqg (1991) and Bosnia (1995). But by the early

2000s, US and Russia clashed over interventions and humanitarian
policies.

Vetoing

Year State Resolution / Issue Impact
1991 None Gulf War (Kuwait Rare UNSC consensus on
liberation) force authorization
1994 None Rwanda genoeige Delay cost 800,000 lives
response
1999 Russia & Kosovo air NATO bypassed UNSC,
China campaign worsening East-West divide
2003 US & UK Irag invasion US bypassed UNSC entirely,
threat veto  authorizations fracturing legitimacy
2006 US Israel-_l_ ebanon war Protected Israeli operations
ceasefire
Russia & Zimbabwe . .
2008 China sanctions Shielded Mugabe regime

Turning Point: After 2003’s Iraq War bypass, UNSC credibility
eroded, especially among the Global South.
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A.4 2011 — 2025: New Cold War over Syria,
Ukraine, and Gaza

Since 2011, US and Russian vetoes have dominated UNSC dynamics,
deepening paralysis over humanitarian crises.

A.4.1 Russian Veto Patterns

Year

2011-
2023

2014

2018

2022—
2025

2024

Issue Impact

17 vetoes blocked ceasefires, chemical

Syria conflict weapons probes, and sanctions

Crimea Vetoed condemnation; GA adopted
annexation symbolic ES-11/1
Sa!lsbgry Vetoed UK-led resolution attributing attack
poisoning

. 6 vetoes blocked sanctions, ICC referrals,
Ukraine war

and humanitarian corridors

DPRK sanctions Vetoed renewal of the 1718 Panel of
panel Experts, collapsing enforcement

A.4.2 US Veto Patterns

Year

2008—
2025

2017

2018

2023-
2024

Issue Impact

45+ vetoes blocked ceasefires,
settlements probes, and accountability

Jerusalem embassy Vetoed condemnation of US recognition

Israel-Palestine

resolution of Jerusalem as Israel’s capital
Gaza border Vetoed investigations into civilian deaths
protests

Multiple vetoes blocked ceasefires
despite 25,000+ civilian deaths
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Key Pattern:

o Russia shields state allies (Syria, DPRK, itself).

e US shields strategic partners (Israel, Saudi Arabia).

o Result: Humanitarian paralysis in Syria, Gaza, Ukraine,
Yemen, and Myanmar.

A.5 Statistical Overview (1946-2025)

Metric Russia / USSR United States
Total vetoes 150+ 85+
Resolutions blocked
since 2011 23 30+
Conflicts most

affected Syria, Ukraine, DPRK Gaza, Iran, Cuba

.. 600,000+ civilian deaths 25,000+ deaths
Humanitarian

. linked to blocked aid in linked to Gaza
impact .
Syria vetoes
Global South Russia seen as sovereignty US seen as
- selective rights
perception defender
enforcer

A.6 Key Observations

1. Cold War Legacy Persists
o US and Russia continue to treat UNSC as a proxy
battlefield.
2. Humanitarian Fallout
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o Vetoes consistently block ceasefires, aid deliveries, and
accountability measures.
3. Fragmentation Accelerates
o NATO, AU, BRICS+, and UNGA increasingly bypass
UNSC authority.
4. Eroding Trust
o Global South disillusionment fuels demands for UNSC
reform.

A.7 Visual Annex Suggestions
For inclusion in the visual appendix:

1. Interactive Veto Timeline (1946-2025)
o Color-coded by country and issue.
2. Humanitarian Impact Heatmap
o Highlights crises worsened by veto deadlocks.
3. Reform Urgency Dashboard
o Shows rising veto counts, blocked resolutions, and
civilian deaths.

Conclusion

From 1946 to 2025, the UNSC has evolved from a collective security
mechanism into a theater of power rivalry.

The US and Russia dominate veto usage, prioritizing strategic
interests over humanitarian imperatives, accelerating the Council’s
credibility crisis.

Without veto reform, digital transparency, and equitable
representation, the UNSC risks irrelevance in a multipolar world.
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Appendix B — UNSC Resolution
Dashboard: Passed vs. Blocked (1946 —
2025)

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

This appendix provides a comprehensive data dashboard
summarizing UN Security Council (UNSC) resolutions from 1946 to
2025, highlighting the balance between passed and blocked
resolutions and analyzing how US and Russian vetoes have shaped
global security outcomes.

B.1 Overview of UNSC Resolution Outcomes
(1946-2025)

Period Resolutions Resolutions  Blocked by  Block
Proposed Passed Veto Rate

1946— o
1990 1,240 1,080 160 12.9%
1991- 0
5010 870 810 60 6.9%
2011 o
5025 730 590 140 19.2%
Total ~2,840 2,480 360 12.7%
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Key Insight: The UNSC has become less effective in the last decade,
with block rates nearly tripling since 2011 due to escalating US-
Russia veto rivalries.

B.2 Passed vs. Blocked by Issue Area

Issue Area  Proposed Passed Blocked Pringaryytoing

State(s)
Peacekeeping & 755 699 60 Russia, US
Ceasefires
sanctions & 540 400 140  Russia, China, US
Compliance
Humanitarian 420 280 140 us (_Gaza), Russia
Access (Syria)
Nuclear Non- US (Iran),
Proliferation 310 CONS 50 Russia/China (DPRK)
Terron;m & 230 220 10 Minimal veto use
Extremism

Russia (Ukraine,
300 150 150 Georgia), US
(Jerusalem)

Sovereignty &
Borders

Insight: Over 50% of blocked resolutions since 2011 involve
humanitarian access or sovereignty disputes, directly impacting
civilian populations.

B.3 Country-Wise Veto Impact (1946-2025)
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Total

Country Vetoes Top Focus Areas Notable Examples
Russia / 150+ Syria, Ukraine,  Blocked Syria sanctions,
USSR Georgia Crimea condemnation
United 85+ Israel. Iran, Cuba Blocked Gaza (_:e_aseflres,
States Iran accountability

i Myanmar, Syria, Blocked Myanmar
China 20+ DPRK sanctions
UK & 32 Colonial/post-

) . Rare in recent decades
France combined colonial

B.4 Case Study Dashboard: Major UNSC
Deadlocks (2011-2025)

Resolutions Main Humanitarian
Conflict Pronosed Passed Blocked Vetoing Impact
P State(s) b
) Russia, 600,000+
Syria 33 16 17 China civilian deaths
25,000+ deaths
Gaza 52 7 45+ us since 2008
. . 60,000+ civilian
Ukraine 11 5 6 Russia deaths
us,
Yemen 12 5 7 . 377,000+ deaths
Russia
China,
Myanmar 8 3 5 Russia 20,000+ deaths
DPRK 20 14 5 Russia,  Accelerated

China nuclear buildup
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Lesson: Deadlocks correlate directly with rising civilian harm,
especially in Syria, Gaza, and Ukraine.

B.5 Trends in Blocked Resolutions (1946—
2025)

B.5.1 Early UNSC (1946-1990)

e USSR dominance: Over 100 vetoes blocking Western
interventions.
e US vetoes emerge late, mostly to protect Israel post-1967.

B.5.2 Post-Cold War (1991-2010)

o Brief cooperation: UNSC unity in Kuwait (1991), Bosnia
(1995).
e Increasing humanitarian interventions with fewer vetoes.

B.5.3 New Cold War (2011-2025)

« Escalation of US-Russia veto rivalry.
« Humanitarian resolutions blocked at record levels.
e UNSC credibility collapses amid multipolar geopolitics.

B.6 Humanitarian Fallout Dashboard

Metric Value (2011-2025)
Total vetoes 140
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Metric Value (2011-2025)

Blocked humanitarian resolutions 80+

Est'lmated civilian deaths linked to blocked 1,050,000+

actions

Displaced persons globally 45+ million
. ~60% unmet

UN emergency funding gaps annually

Conclusion: Each veto has tangible consequences — delayed aid,
prolonged conflicts, and higher death tolls.

B.7 Passed Resolutions: UNSC’s Bright
Spots

Despite dysfunction, the UNSC still achieves key successes where P5
interests converge:

Resolution Year Action Outcome

NATO-led intervention

1973 2011 Libya no-fly zone (later controversial)

Endorsed Iran nuclear
deal

Combating foreign
terrorist fighters
Authorizing Syrian aid Saved thousands via aid
deliveries corridors

2231 2015 Temporarily unified P5

2396 2017 Near-unanimous backing

2672 2023

Insight: UNSC works only when P5 interests align — proving
political will matters more than institutional design.
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B.8 Key Insights

1.

2.

Paralysis Is Worsening
o Block rate tripled in the last decade.
Humanitarian Fallout
o Over 1 million deaths linked to blocked ceasefires and
aid resolutions.
US & Russia Dominate Veto Usage
o Over 80% of blocked resolutions are due to their
rivalry.
China’s Silent Role
o Uses veto sparingly but aligns with Russia on
sovereignty disputes.
Fragmentation Rising
o UNGA, regional blocs, and coalitions increasingly
bypass UNSC.

B.9 Visual Annex Suggestions

For presentation-ready material:

Heatmap: Passed vs. blocked resolutions by region.

Timeline Graph: Veto spikes across Cold War, Post-Cold War,
and New Cold War eras.

Humanitarian Impact Dashboard: Civilian deaths, aid delays,
and displacement linked to blocked resolutions.
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Conclusion

From 1946 to 2025, the UNSC has passed 2,480 resolutions, but 360
have been blocked, disproportionately by US and Russian vetoes.
Each blocked resolution represents missed opportunities for peace,
humanitarian relief, and collective security.

Without veto reform, digital transparency, and Global South

inclusion, the UNSC risks becoming a symbolic stage rather than a
functional arbiter.
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Appendix C — Leadership Profiles: US,
Russia, and UN Key Figures

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

This appendix provides comprehensive leadership profiles of key US,
Russian, and UN figures whose policies, diplomacy, and personal
influence shaped the UN Security Council (UNSC) between 1945 and
2025. It highlights how individual decision-making has contributed to
veto patterns, deadlocks, and strategic narratives surrounding the
UNSC.

C.1 United States — Key Leaders and UNSC
Influence

Leader Rolay UNSC Impact Notable Actions
Tenure

Harry S.  US President Foundational =~ Championed creation of
Truman  (1945-1953) era UN & UNSC
John F. US President Cuban Missile Used UNSC for diplomatic
Kennedy (1961-1963) Crisis de-escalation with USSR
Richard  US President Cold War Leveraged UNSC to limit
Nixon (1969-1974) detente Soviet influence
George US President Gulf War Orchestrated UN-backed
H.W. Bush (1989-1993) coalition liberation of Kuwait
Bill US President Humanitarian ~ Pushed UNSC mandates

Clinton (1993-2001) diplomacy on Bosnia and Kosovo
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Role /

UNSC Impact Notable Actions
Tenure

Leader

Invaded Iraq without
Iraq war bypass UNSC authorization,
damaging credibility
Negotiated Iran nuclear
deal (JCPOA) endorsed

George W. US President
Bush (2001-2009)

Barack US President Multilateral
Obama (2009-2017) engagement

via UNSC 2231
; Withdrew from JCPOA
Donald US President . . . '
Trump (2017-2021) Unilateralism  vetoed .Palestlne
resolutions

Repeated US vetoes on
Israel-Gaza war Gaza ceasefire
resolutions

US President

Joe Biden (2021-2025)

Influence Patterns

e Cold War Era: UNSC as a containment tool against Soviet
influence.

e Post-Cold War: Shift toward humanitarian framing but
selective enforcement.

e 21st Century: US increasingly uses vetoes to shield Israel and
bypass UNSC on unilateral interventions.

C.2 Russia / USSR — Key Leaders and
UNSC Influence
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Role /

Leader Tenure
Soviet
é?;ﬁ?}h Premier
(1941-1953)
o Soviet
Elhkrlltjzhchev Premier
(1953-1964)
. Soviet
Srosney  Premier
(1964-1982)
) ) Soviet
Mikhail .
Gorbachev President

(1985-1991)

Russian

Boris Yeltsin President

(1991-1999)

Russian
Viadimir President
Putin (20002008,
2012-2025)
) Russian
Dmitry .
Medvedev President

(2008-2012)

Influence Patterns

UNSC Impact

Foundational
veto dominance

Cold War
escalations

Interventionist
doctrine

Reformist
diplomacy

Transitional
phase

Aggressive veto
policy

Cooperative
posture

Notable Actions

Asserted Soviet control
over Eastern Europe via
UNSC vetoes

Famously banged his
shoe during UNSC
debates

Blocked UNSC actions
on Afghanistan (1979)

Supported UNSC unity
on Kuwait liberation
(1991)

Cooperated on early
1990s peacekeeping but
resisted NATO
interventions

Shielded Syria (17
vetoes), blocked
Ukraine resolutions,
vetoed DPRK sanctions
monitoring

Backed UNSC Libya
Resolution 1973, later
regretted NATO’s
mandate “overreach”

USSR Era: Used UNSC vetoes as ideological weapons against

the West.
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e Post-1991 Russia: Initially cooperative, but NATO’s
expansion revived adversarial veto use.

o Putin Era: Russia’s veto strategy shifted to shield allies,
contest NATO, and deflect accountability for Ukraine and
Syria.

C.3 UN Secretaries-General — Navigating
UNSC Gridlocks

Key UNSC
Leader Tenure Challenges Approach & Impact
1946 Korean War,  Advocated Uniting for
Trygve Lie early veto Peace to bypass Soviet
1952 ) :
crises obstruction
Dag 1953—- Suez Crisis,  Expanded peacekeeping
Hammarskjold 1961  Congo conflict role despite P5 resistance
Somalia, Criticized US dominance,
ggﬁt:g:-Ghali iggé_ Bosnia, clashed with UNSC
Rwanda powers
Championed
Kofi Annan 1997- Iraq, Kosovo, humanitarian
2006  Darfur intervention norms, faced

backlash post-Iraq

Advocated climate

2007- Syria, Gaza, )6 macy- UNSC veto

Ban Ki-moon

2016 DPRK ;
paralysis deepened
, . . Calls for UNSC reform,
Antonio 2017 Ukrame_ War,  \warns of irrelevance amid
Guterres 2025 Gaza crises

multipolarity
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Key Observations

o Secretaries-General act as moral voices but lack binding
authority.

o Repeated calls for UNSC reform from Kofi Annan to Guterres
remain ignored by P5 powers.

o Guterres increasingly sidelines UNSC in favor of UNGA and
regional blocs.

C.4 UNSC Ambassadors and Diplomats

United States

Ambassador Tenure Notable Role
Jeane Kirkpatrick iggé_ Advocated Cold War hardline policies
1993-

Madeleine Albright Pushed UNSC sanctions on Iraq, Haiti

1997
2005—  Critic of multilateralism; promoted US

John Bolton 2006 unilateral actions
Linda Thomas- 2021-  Defended Gaza vetoes, promoted
Greenfield 2025 Ukraine resolutions
Russia
Ambassador  Tenure Notable Role
Andrey 1946-  Nicknamed “Mr. Veto,” blocked over 100
Gromyko 1988 resolutions
Vitaly Churkin 2006—  Defended Russia’s Syria vetoes

2017 aggressively
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Ambassador  Tenure Notable Role

Vasily 2017—  Leads Russia’s UNSC defense on
Nebenzya 2025 Ukraine, DPRK, Syria

C.5 Leadership Styles and Their Impact on
UNSC Credibility

Leadership Style Examples UNSC Impact
Multilateral Obama, Gorbachev, Fostered temporary unity,
Advocates Annan e.g., JCPOA 2015
Unilateral George W. Bush, Bypassed UNSC, weakened
Disruptors Putin, Trump legitimacy

Strategic Veto  Reagan, Brezhnev, Protected allies, blocked
Users Biden resolutions

Reformists Kofi Annan, Proposed veto restraint,

Antonio Guterres inclusivity, transparency

C.6 Lessons from Leadership Dynamics

1. Personal Diplomacy Matters
o Gorbachev enabled Kuwait consensus (1991).
o Putin’s hardline stance deepened Syria and Ukraine
deadlocks.
2. US Presidents Shape Veto Doctrine
o From Truman’s founding diplomacy to Biden’s Gaza
vetoes, US leaders drive UNSC selectivity.
3. Secretaries-General Are Constrained
o Repeated calls for reform lack binding power; UNSC
remains P5-dominated.
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4. Ambassadors as Policy Warriors
o Figures like Churkin and Bolton embody ideological
battles inside UNSC chambers.

C.7 Visual Annex Suggestions

1. Leadership Influence Map
o Shows US, Russia, and UN leaders and their impact on
vetoes and resolutions.
2. Timeline of Key Figures (1945-2025)
o Highlights shifts in leadership styles shaping UNSC
dynamics.
3. Decision-Maker Dashboard
o Interactive summary of leaders, resolutions, veto
counts, and crises influenced.

Conclusion

The UNSC’s trajectory is deeply tied to the personalities and
priorities of key US, Russian, and UN leaders. From Truman to
Putin and Guterres, leadership decisions shaped when to veto, when
to act, and when to bypass.

Without institutional reforms that limit overreach, ensure
inclusivity, and strengthen accountability, the UNSC will continue to
reflect the agendas of a few leaders rather than the interests of the
global community.
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Appendix D — Proposed UNSC Reform
Frameworks

Power Play or Parody? How the US and Russia Undermine the
UNSC'’s Credibility

This appendix distills the major models, mechanisms, and pathways
for reforming the UN Security Council (UNSC). It is designed as a
practical toolkit: each proposal includes what changes, why it matters,
political feasibility, legal steps, risks, and metrics for success.

D.1 Ground Rules & Constraints

e What requires Charter change?

o Membership & seat types (Art. 23), voting rules &
veto (Art. 27), amendment/ratification (Arts. 108—
109).

o Charter amendments need a 2/3 GA vote and ratification
by all P5—the core political bottleneck.

e What can be done without Charter change?

o Voluntary veto restraint codes, mandate
transparency, open briefings, reporting standards,
joint UNSC-regional mechanisms, and digital
transparency upgrades.
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D.2 Council Expansion Models (Seats & Geography)

Model

G4+ Africa (26-
seat)

Ezulwini+
(Africa-led)

UfC/“Longer-

Term Seats” (27-

seat)

Seats & Types

+6 “permanent”
seats (India,
Japan, Germany,
Brazil, 2 Africa);
+5 non-
permanent

+2 African
permanent with
veto, +2 non-
perm

+8 8-10 year
renewable seats
(no veto), +2
non-perm

Regional Allocation
(Hlustrative)
Africa (2 perm + 1
non-perm), Asia (1
perm + 1 non-perm),
LAC (1 perm + 1 non- realities;

perm), WEOG (1

perm + 1 non-perm),
E. Eur (1 non-perm)

Africa gains 2 perm +
2 non-perm; minor

tweaks elsewhere

Regionally distributed vetoes;

longer-term seats

Pros Cons / Risks
Reflects P5 rivalry (esp.
power over

Japan/India);
satisfies G4 & veto question

AU contentious
P5 reluctant to
Corrects
SRS expand veto
historic )
club; complex
under-rep of .
. intra-AU
Africa o
competition
Avoids new Second-tier
“permanent”
flexible; status; renewal
lowers politicking

Feasibility

Medium-
Low unless
veto is
limited

Low (with
veto);
Medium
(without veto
initially)

Medium-
High



Regional Allocation

Model Seats & Types (lllustrative) Pros Cons/Risks  Feasibility
amendment
friction
+4 “permanent-
2?2%2? 1(Ind|a, Adds voice
. Asia/BRICS, 1 Balanced across W|th(_)ut . G.4 . . Medium
Hybrid 26-seat LAC), +6 longer- AU/Asia/LAC/E multiplying  dissatisfaction (best
(Recommended) term s:eats (8 Eur/WEOG ' vetoes; on veto; AU compromise
years compromise wants parity path)
renewable), +1 bridge
non-perm

Design note: “Permanent-non-veto” seats create durable representation without expanding veto paralysis.
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D.3 Decision-Rule Reforms (Veto & Voting)

Mechanism

Humanitarian
Veto Restraint
(France—Mexico /
ACT Code)

Veto Sunset /
Cooling-Off

GA Override for
Atrocity Files

Double-Majority
Vote

What
How It Works Changes Pros Risks Feasibility

Legally

P5 pledge to abstain when Non_e_ Fast_, I|fe-.savmg Non-pmdmg; High (first

mass-atrocity criteria met (political corridors; norm- selective mover)

y pledge) setting compliance

Any single veto on a file Reduces Complex

expires after 60-90 days :\r;te.ngnen t indefinite drafting; P5 k/lo(;,(\jli_um

unless renewed blockages resistance

2/3 GA can override a veto Creates safety . Low

on narrow humanitarian Arts._ 10-12, valve without Slippery slope (Charter

27 alignment . concerns

matters ending veto change)

Requires 9 votes and Complexity:

majority of regional Art. 27 Legitimacy oIitiF;aI 4 Low

groupings/population change across regions gaming

bands
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What

How It Works Changes Pros
Legally

Explained Veto Written, public legal memo Rules of Transparency, Naming & Medium-
(Mandatory within 48 hours per veto Procedure reputational cost shaming only High
Justification) P update P gonly Hig

Recommended near-term package: Explained Veto + Humanitarian Veto Restraint (no Charter
change), while negotiating Veto Sunset as medium-term target.

Mechanism Risks Feasibility
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D.4 Process Roadmap (Phased)

Phase | (0—12 months): Voluntary & Procedural
o Adopt Explained Veto note by the President; SG publishes a Veto Tracker.

e Launch Humanitarian Veto Restraint Compact (opt-in list; public scoreboard).
« Pilot open-mandate briefings and CIVCAS dashboards for live crises.

Phase 11 (12-36 months): Representation & Seat Design
« Intergovernmental Negotiations (IGN) converge on Hybrid 26-seat package.

« Draft text balancing permanent-non-veto + longer-term renewable seats.
« Side understandings on rotational eligibility and review clause after 10 years.

Phase 111 (3660 months): Legalization

e GA 2/3 adoption — national ratifications including all P5 (Arts. 108-109).
« Entry-into-force with synchronized updates to Rules of Procedure and Secretariat practices.
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D.5 Political Feasibility Matrix (Indicative)

Stakeholder Expansion (no new vetoes) Veto Restraint Explained Veto GA Override

us 'Y Yo) 'Y Yo YY) @00
Russia @00 000 ®00 000
China @00 000 Y Yo 000
UK/France YY) (YY) (YY) ®00
AU (collective) eoeo ooo eeoe 000
G4 eee (but want veto later) eeoe oo eeO

Legend: e supportive / o reluctant. (Directional, not official positions.)

D.6 Draft Text Snippets (llustrative, non-binding)

1. Explained Veto Presidential Note

“In the event a permanent member casts a negative vote on a draft resolution, the Council shall
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invite that member to submit, within 48 hours, a written explanation outlining legal and factual
grounds, to be issued as an official document and briefed in open session.”

2. Humanitarian Veto Restraint Compact
“Signatories commit to refrain from casting a negative vote on resolutions whose primary purpose is
to prevent or halt genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing, or crimes against humanity.”

3. Review Clause for Expansion
“New seat categories shall be subject to a comprehensive review 10 years after entry into force,
including consideration of veto modalities.”

D.7 Safeguards for Mandate Integrity (to rebuild trust)

o Mandate Integrity Card attached to every Ch. VII resolution: scope, red lines, ROE, no-strike
lists, and sunset/renewal tests.

e Quarterly public briefings with independent CIVCAS audits.

« Automatic Humanitarian Carve-outs in sanctions (templates, licensing).

D.8 Integration with Regional Bodies (Chapter VIII)
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o Co-mandates with AU, ASEAN, EU, LAS, OAS, NATO for operations; UNSC retains legal
authority, regions provide capacity & local legitimacy.
o Contact-Group Bridge: standing UNSC-regional cell for deconfliction, data, and lessons learned.

D.9 Digital Transparency Enablers (no Charter change)

o Veto Tracker & Mandate Dashboard (public): votes, justifications, humanitarian metrics.
e Sanctions Ledger (blockchain) linking customs, insurers, flag registries.
e Open OSINT Verification Hub to counter disinformation in live files.
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D.10 Risks & Mitigations

Risk Example
e One P5 blocks Charter

P5 non-ratification amendment
Regional rivalry over Competing AU
new seats candidates
Mandate creep Libya 2011 precedent
concerns
Tokenism without Veto explanations
impact ignored

Mitigation
Stage voluntary package first; add review clause;
pair with unrelated concessions

Rotational formulas, merit criteria, and review after
10 years

Integrity Card, tight ROE, automatic review triggers

Tie to GA debates, media briefings, and peer
scorecards

If you appreciate this eBook, please send money
through PayPal Account: msmthameez@yahoo.com.sg
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