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Abstract: 
The assertion that the United Nations (UN) is a "puppet of the US" stems from the US's 

significant financial contributions and the veto power of its permanent member status in 

the UN Security Council, which allows it to block resolutions. Critics point to instances 

where the UN's actions align with US interests, though proponents argue the UN's value 

lies in its ability to coordinate global efforts.The US is the largest financial contributor to 

the UN, which can influence its decision-making and overall functioning.  The UN 

Security Council, which includes the US as a permanent member, holds veto power, 

allowing it to block actions and potentially align with US foreign policy. We witness not 

only US dominance over the UN but also in the world affairs of day to day life The UN as 

a puppet is dancing to the tune of the US hegemony.  

  

  
 

Introduction 
  The UNO (United Nations Organization) has the major objectives of 

maintaining peace and security and promoting social and economic advancement in the 

world. It champions democratic principles such as 'sovereign equality of nations' and 'self-

determinations of peoples 

 of the world. It seeks to promote 'fundamental human rights' and emphasizes dignity and 

worth of the human person and equal rights of men and women.1 It urges member states to 

live together in peace with one -another as good neighbors and to unite their strength to 

maintain international peace and security.2 It is determined to save the succeeding 

generation from the scourge of war.3  

  The UNO came into being on Oct. 24, 1945 which is also called the 'United 

Nations Day' as a result of the ratification of the Charter by the required number of states, 

i.e. the USA. USSR, China, France and Britain. The Charter containing 10.000 words in 

111 Articles (in place of 26 earlier of the outgoing League of Nations) divided in 19 

chapters, was finally prepared time in official languages- French, English, Spanish, 

Russian and Chinese.4 The various Committees held about 400 meetings and the total cost 

of the UN organs5  was estimated at £ 400,000 6 

  The UN was established with a lot of hopes. Its life experience so far has 

been a mixed one.7 It has to its credit both successes and failures. In some sphere and 

matters, the UN of 62 years has succeeded while in others it has failed. It has often been 

viewed with mixed feelings of hope and disappointment. Yet, while the League of Nations 

formed (Jan. 10, 1920) after the First World War dwindled to decay during world war II, 

the UN has survived through many challenging crises and a good deal of vicissitudes.8 

Moreover, as the UN entered into the 21st century and the new millennium, amidst six 

decades of troubling Cold War followed by the sudden transition into a new era possibility 

and uncertainties, it is time to reflect on the future.9 
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UN: During Cold War :  

  As we know that the impact of the Second World War on international power 

structure was not only the rise of two Super Powers- the USA (in short US) and the USSR 

but also the emergence of Bipolarity. The US floated a large number of bilateral and 

multilateral alliances (NATO. SEATO. CENTO. ANZUS etc) for consolidating the 

democratic anti-communist countries under its leadership. The USSR countered the move 

by organizing the communist countries into the Warsaw Pact (Red - NATO). These 

developments led to the emergence of two hostile camps- the US Bloc (Anti-Communist 

Axis) and the Soviet Bloc (Communist Axis) - in the world politics.10  

  It is widely perceived that the UN with its 191 members at present is an 

association of 'divided nations' and they have little Commitments for the UN aims and 

objectives. The member States and various groups of such States are primarily interested 

in their national or group interests which are often in conflict with the interest of the 

global community. The UN has always been dominated by the rich and powerful nations 

as we can see almost in all the cases brought before the UN and its various organs during 

the period of Cold War - 1945 to 1990.11 They have many times ignored and violated the 

spirit of the UN Charter. The five permanent members regard themselves as the guardians 

of peace and security in the world and they are not prepared to accept other UN members 

as their equals. The USSR and the US used is veto power more than 100 and 50 times 

respectively during the period of Cold War.12 When a great power is involved in conflict. 

it wants to keep the conflict the outside the UN jurisdiction but it would insist on applying 

UN laws to a conflict between smaller nations.  

UN: A US Puppet : 

  The collapse of the USSR, the disintegration of the Socialist Bloc and the 

termination of the Warsaw Pact ended the cold war and the 'Bipolarity'. It also created 

'Unipolarity' in international politics with the US as the sole surviving Super Power in the 

world. The Unipolarity in international relations got reflected by the continued presence of 

NATO, the dominant position of the US in the world affairs and the inability of the world 

democratic institution like the UN to oppose and challenge the US hegemony.13 Ideology 

of communism was given a serious blow not only by the fall of communist forces but also 

by the acceptance and adoption of liberalization. decentralization, democratic norms. 

philosophy of liberalism, free market economy, human rights, peaceful co-existence and 

so on. Ideological unipolarism came to characterize, the post - USSR era of the 

international politics. 

  In the post-cold war era, all the above stated factors give a big boost to the 

US power in the world affairs and as the lone surviving super power it came to be even a 

bigger actor in international politics and relations. We witness not only US dominance 

over the UN but also in the world affairs of day to day life The UN as a puppet is dancing 

to the tune of the US hegemony.  

  It may be noted that until 1990s, on issues pertaining to conflict management 

or in undertaking peace-keeping missions, the UN acted only under chapters VI and VII of 

the UN Charter when a State or a group of States drew the attention of the Security 

Council to a pertinent situation. The UN did not involve in it automatically or unilaterally 

and the quest of its intervention was decided by the Security Council. It never intervened 

on such situations, on the prodding of any single power, which had decided outside the 

UN mechanism, to intervene.14 But that position was altered at the behest of the US when 

it unilaterally launched missile attack on Afghanistan and Sudan in 1998 without the 

authorization of the Security Council. With the passage of time the US has become more 

detached from the UN and became more independent due to its philosophy of 
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individualism, imperialism, capitalism, constitutionalism, the Frontier Experience and the 

will of having magnetic influence all over the world.15 The US had been very much 

instrumental in the Gulf-War during the period of Senior Bush administration.16 Besides, a 

new pattern of unilateral intervention was set in motion after the US-led NATO forces 

unilaterally used force in Yugoslavia in 1999 without the approval of the Security 

Council. It is said that the US and other NATO Powers did not even approach the UN 

Security Council in the matter on the apprehension that Russia and China might veto the 

move if they approached the Council for approval. It has in a way given credence to the 

unilateral use of force by powerful countries and has expanded the scope of illegal 

intervention.17 

  The various factors were responsible for giving rise to UN 'Dadagiri' 

(bossism) in world affairs. The end of cold war, disintegration of USSR, the liberation of 

Eastern European Countries, the economic dependence of Russia and other Republics of 

the erstwhile USSR upon American and Western economic aid, the dominant role of the 

US in international politics etc. have contributed in strengthening the increasing role of 

the US over the UN and its various agencies. 18 The universal acceptance of the principles 

of democracy, decentralization, market economy, demilitarization, development and the 

ideological unipolarity of the world gave strength to the emergence of the US as the most 

dominant power in world politics.19 

  The new united Germany is very busy in consolidating its unity and 

development. The Asian economic giant Japan is not really keen to challenge the US 

power in global politics. After having secured Hong-Kong, Chaina wanted to get back 

Taiwan. It tried to mend its fences with India, Vietnam, Russia and Japan. It also gets 

engaged in trying its best to withstand the pressure in favour of political liberalism. It 

began developing trade relations with the US but at the same time it feared the western 

attempts to export political liberalism. Under these circumstances, China is not prepared 

to challenge the US hegemony over the UN. The US dominance in UN affairs emerged a 

new reality. Non-Aligned Movement (NAM) is not fully successful in reviving its 

traditional role once played by India, Yugoslavia and Cuba.20 

  The UN reflected an increasing US dominance on its decision- making. It 

began undertaking peace-keeping operations in 18 different parts of the Globe. Almost all 

the UN Security Council and General Assembly decisions on Iraq, Libya, Bosnía, Serbs. 

Afghanistan, votes on Human Rights issues, vote on NPT and CTBT, creation of Nuclear 

- Free Zone, vote that Zionism is not terrorism etc. reflected the growing US dominance 

over the UN. Several scholars even went to the extent of observing that the 'UNO' was 

behaving as the 'USO' - United States Organization. It is not a valid statement yet it 

contains some truth.21 

  The UN and its associated associations seem to have no desire to stand 

against the undemocratic and illegal steps taken by a democratic dictator, the US, in post-

cold war international system. The ability of the US to secure an indefinite extension of 

NPT on May 11, 1995 despite the opposition from the NAM and the Developing Nations. 

reflected the US monopoly over the UN and others. Undoubtedly, the US emerged as a 

new reality of Post-Cold War politics of the world. The UN is being used as a pocket 

organization today in the era of unipolar world. Here we can cite three main instances of 

US 'dadagiri' over the world and the world organization and they are Gulf-War, De- 

Talibanization and the US Invasion of Iraq. 

Gulf-War US Operation Desert Storm  

  The President George Bush (Senior) adopted a policy to divide the Arab 

World and exploit their oil resources. Though he declared a policy of New World Order 
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after the collapse of Communist Bloc, he behaved like an international actor in global 

politics.22 

  Russia (a successor of USSR faded in to history on Dec. 31, 1991) being a 

weak economic power and being a state faced with internal political turmoil was incapable 

of pursuing a cold war on confrontationist policy of the US and its allies. Its dependence 

on the US and other developed countries of the West for security foreign aid compelled it 

to follow a low-profile and pro-West orientation in world affairs. Its decision to side with 

the US and the West reflected in several decisions of the UN Security Council regarding 

not only Iraq but also Angola, Cambodia, Somalia, Israel Palestine. Bosnia-Herzegovina, 

Libya and on several other issues. All these factors contributed senior Bush in becoming 

over-smart internation actor. It resulted into the Gulf-War. 

  The Senior Bush wanted to eliminate Saddam Hussein, a sovereign ruler of 

Iraq and to sidetrack the central issues of realities of resource distribution, energy politics, 

environmental crises, economic restructuring and democratic empowerment. The fusion of 

Kuwait with Iraq on Aug. 2, 1990 marked a step in the direction of Arab Unity. Four 

issues appeared central to the Iraq appeal in the Arab World-Unifica- tion, redistribution 

of oil wealth. liberation of Palestine and resistance to imperialism. The US engagement in 

Persian Gulf on Feb. 24, 1991. the popularly known as 'Operation Desert Storm' was the 

outcome of his diplomacy.23 

  This operation faced a battle-tested army of 10.00.000 men equipped with 

some 5,500 tanks. 700 modem combat planes and a vast support of guided missiles. To 

overpower this potent force. Washington deployed nealy 5,00,000 combat troops backed 

by some 1,800 crafts and 150 warships. This operation constituted the new paradigm for 

US militancy action and adopted MIC-Oriented (Mid-Intensity Conflict) strategy in 

1990s. No one had more enthusiastically embraced this global mission than the President 

Bush himself. When Iraq was finally vanquished (Saddam was later caught. Judged and 

hanged) he told Congress in his 1991 State of the Union Address, "We shall have sent an 

enduring warning to any dictator or despot, present or future who contemplates outlaw 

aggression" He further said "This is to our special calling ....... Among the nations of the 

world, only the United States has had both the moral standing and the means to back it up. 

We are the only nation on earth that could assemble the force of peace". Of course these 

statements go against the spirit and legitimacy of the UN, the only democratic 

organization of the world.24 He also succeeded in making 'faithful friendship' with the 

President Boris Yeltsin of new Russia on Feb. 1, 1992.25 

De-Talibanization: Operation Enduring Freedom  

  The President George W. Bush (Junior) has to face not only the previous US 

product and the brain behind Al-Quida, Osama-Bin- Laden, but also the suffering and 

disaffected Muslims of the world. America became the object of hate and it gave birth to 

global terrorism. To counter this international terrorism, the US without any support of the 

UN used its heavy hands and acted as a democratic terror.26 The crash of twin-tower - 

WTC-of 940 million dollar in New York on Sep. 11, 2001 by the hijacked air-planes 

killed over 5,000 people and wounded thousand.27 The result was operation 'Infinite 

Justice' and later "Enduring Freedom". The US-led forces succeeded in making 

partnership with the 'Northern Alliance' and won the war (Oct. 7 - Nov. 13, 2001).28 

Though Laden and his aides were not caught the US dethroned the Taliban regime and 

installed its puppet Hamid Karzai who later became the President of Afghanistan.  

The US Invasion: Operation Iraqi Freedom  

  Like his father Senior Bush, Junior Bush began opposing the dominant Arab 

and OPEC leader Saddam Hussein. He feared that Iraq would be the world's leading oil 
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power and will dominate both Arab world and the Persian Gulf where the bulk of the 

planet's oil reservoir is concentrated. MNCS mostly associated with the US leadership 

especially with the Vice-President of the US and the Jews lobbies play a crucial role so far 

as oil - Politics is concened.29 The US Possesses tremendous reservoir of oil because it 

runs machines of high-tech civilization of the West led by the US. The global hegemon 

US knows this well. This fact has been made to serve as the 'beacon light' international 

relations. So, fight for oil is the fight for survival.  

  The Bush Administration was scared of Iraq's nuclear capabilities including 

Weapens of Mass Destruction (WMD) designed to kill a large number of people-military 

and civilian- indiscriminately and have long term impact on people and environment. 

Although, UN Chief Inspector Hans Blix failed to get them in Iraq, military power of 

Saddam regime had become the deterrence of another great war in the opinion of the US.30 

Finally, the US suffered from severe psychoses when the Iraq President could not bow 

down before his threat of another invasion.31 

  More than three lakhs allied troops, tanks, missiles. warships and other arms 

and ammunitions were involved in 'Operation Iraqi Freedom" (March 20 - April 9, 2003). 

With a powerful show of muscles and co-ordination, the coalition achieverd victory in 21 

days and changed the way wars of the future will be fought.32 Most of the nations 

including ours condemned this US invasion in the name of WMD and restoring 

democracy of a sovereign nation.33 Most of the democratic loving countries like India and 

also the UN General Secretary Kofi Annan later declared this war illegal, fought without 

the legitimate consent of the UN.34  

Concluding Perception :  

  All the International issues and wars after the disintegration of the mighty 

and Super Power Soviet Bloc and USSR show that the US hegemony in international 

politics dominate the UN and its agencies. The fact remains that the UN has failed to 

prevent unnecessary wars. the US and its allies have unilaterally infused on small 

countries on some pretext. 

  In the present Unipolar world, if the lone super power acts on its own, 

individually or in group but without the UN authorization on major international peace 

and security issues, it raises serious question marks on the survival of the UN as a credible 

organization. We are faced with a rampant America moving aggressively around and 

ready to take on anybody who would stand on its way. We should not be blind to the fact 

that the lone Super Power is seeking world domination as Adolf Hitler sought for 

Germany in 1930s. It can lead to disastrous consequences for the UN and for peace and 

stability in the world.  

  The US has to stop playing with a UN-puppet in their hands to serve its own 

vested interests. The UN suffers from democratic deficit. The Security Council does need 

democratization and expansion. The rising multi-polar powers like India, Japan, Brazil & 

South Africa must be included in the list of Permanent Members. Its management must be 

made more representative, transparent and accountable. The undemocratic practice of 

'Veto Power' should be abolished in the spirit of democratization and globalization. The 

peace keeping role of the UN must be made healthier and more effective. The working of 

the UN General Assembly particularly its Committee System needs to be streamlined. The 

UN Human Rights machinery must be made more credible and authoritative. The UN 

needs a major reform suitable to the present socio-economic and political environment of 

the world, not of 1945, particularly today in the era of sciencetic temperament and 

technological advancement.  
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  Though, UN has been serving the people and the nations since its inception it 

has to do more in many areas like ozone depletion, global warming, environmental 

protective, child and women's right, global terrorism etc. Meeting new Security threats, 

confronting violence, promoting disarmament, reducing hazardous frustration, managing 

mass migrations, spreading democratic spirit, alleviating global distress, employing 

human resources better, developing universal human right, protecting world environment, 

making nuclear free zones, tackling international terrorism and so on are the challenges 

ahead at present and at the time to come in the New World Order.  

 

References:  

 

1. M. Kumar, Theoretical Aspects of International Politics (Agra, Shivlal Agarwal & 

Co, 1998).  

2. Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations (N. Y., 1972).  

3. C. S. Jha, "Fifty Years of UN and Future" India Quarterly, Vol. 53, No.-122.  

4. N. D. Palmer & H. C. Perkins, International Politics (Boston, 1953). 

5. P. Kennedy, The Rise and Fall of Great Power: Economic Change and Military 

Conflict from 1500 to 2000 (N. Y., R. House, 1987). 

6. S. S. Goodspeed, "The Nature & Functions of International Organization n. 2.  

7. Richard Falk, "Appraising the UN at 50: The Looming Challenges", Journal of 

International Affairs, Vol. 48, No. 2, Winter 1995.  

8. R. M. Das. "The UN: The Challenges Ahead" in S. K. Patnaik (ed.), United Nations 

India and the New World Order (N. Delhi, Mittal Publication, 2003).  

9. M. G. Johnson, "America at the Millennium - The Dilemmas of Dominance" in K J. 

Azam (ed.), Discourse in Trust: US South Aria Relations (N. Delhi. South-Asia 

Publications. 1994).  

10. C. Yatnoor, "Challenges to the United Nations in the New World Order". India 

Journal of Political Science, Vol LXVII, No. 4, Oct.- Dec. 2006  

11. Arjun Sharma, "US Hegemony: An overview" Review of Politics, Vol. XIII, No. 1 

& 2, Jan-June, July-Dec. 2005.  

12. B. L. Pharia, Antarrashtriya Sambanal (Agra. Sahitys Bhawan Publications, 2000).  

13. Itty Abraham, "South Africa Events of 1971". Economic and Political Weekly, July 

9, 2005).  

14. Max Lerner, America as a Civilization (N. Delhi, O.U. Press, 1988).  

15. A. R. Billington, America's Frontier Heritage (N. York, Rineheart, 1966).  

16. M. L. Sifry. "US Intervention in the Middle East: A Care Study" in Micah L. Sifry 

& Christopher Cerf (ed.), The Gulf War Reader (N. Y., Times Books, 1991).  

17. Anita Pratap. "The Crescent of Lunancy" Outlook, Vol. XLI, No. 42, Oct. 29, 

2001.  

18. R. Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge, C. U. Press, 1981).  

19. A & H.  Toffler, War and Anti-War (London, L.B. Co., 1994) 

20. Wu Xuequian, "The Post-Cold War Era", World Affairs, Jan.-Mar, 1997. 

21. World Politics, Vol. 56, No. 1, Oct. 2003. 

22. Christopher Hitchens, "Real Politik in the Gulf : A Game Gone Tilt" in Sifry & 

Cerf (ed.), n. 19, pp. 107-118. 

23. George Bush, "The Letter to Saddam" in Sifry & Cerf (ed.), n. 19, pp. 178-79. 

24. Noam Chomsky, "The Use (And Abuse) of the United Nations" in Sifry & Cerf 

(ed.), n. 19, p. 307. 

25. Hindustan Times, N. Delhi, Feb. 02, 1992. 



ISSN:2455-2631                                                                                          September 2025 IJSDR | Volume 10 Issue 9 

IJSDR2509034 International Journal of Scientific Development and Research (IJSDR) www.ijsdr.org a265 
 

26. Arjun Sharma, "Global Terrorism : A Diplomacy of Democratic Terror" in B.P. Singh 
(ed.), Terrorism and Democratic Society (N. Delhi, OM Publications, 2006). 
27. The Statesman, N. Delhi. Sep. 12, 2001. 

28. Arundhati Royy, "War is Peace", Outlook, N. Delhi, Vol. XLI, No. 42, Oct. 29, 

2001. 

29. World Affairs, Vol. 9, No. 1, Spring 2005. 

30. S. Shukla, "United Nations and Global Governance" in C.P. Barthwal (ed.), Good 

Governance in India (N. Delhi, Deep & Deep, 2003). 

31. T. Jayaram, Indo-US Nuclear Accord : Implications for Peace and Security in South 

Asia. Economic and Political Weekly, March 25, 2006. 

32. Deccan Chronicle, Hyderabad, Sept. 12, 2005. 

33. Indian Express, Hyderabad, Sep. 17, 2005. 

34. Hindustan Times, Patna, Editorial "Bleating About the Bush" June 8, 2007. 

 


