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Abstract

When the international community is unable to prevent a potential
conflict from occurring, the UN Security Council becomes the first
victim of the world’s criticism, because of its perceived role as the
guardian of peace despite its organisational limitations in maintaining
world peace and security. Russia’s invasion of Ukraine in February
2022 and the Gaza War following Hamas's attack on Israel on 7 October
2023, are two such current examples. This article argues that it is the
power politics behind the Security Council that is more responsible
for the UN’s inability to restore peace rather than the institution itself.
Notwithstanding the blame game, the UN Security Council plays
an important role in shaping the world opinion to put pressure on
powerful nations, especially the permanent members of the Council to
come to terms to find a negotiated solution to a conflict.

Introduction

As the UN was trying to cope with growing impatience over the it’s failure to
either prevent Russia from invading Ukraine or contain the war through at least
a ceasefire, Hamas attacked Israel on 7 October 2023.! Repeated proposals in
the UN Security Council demanding a ceasefire continue to reach a dead end
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because of the veto power of the permanent In the case of the Gaza War,
members (P5). The story was the same any resolution supported
when Russia invaded Ukraine. President by the US that criticizes
Zelensky told the Security Council that Hamas will be vetoed by
since Russia has a veto, the UN Security Russia and China. On the
Council is useless.2 Robert Mood, the US other hand, a resolution
Ambassador to the UN, during his briefing calling Israel to cease fire

to the Security Council, remarked that it is will be torpedoed by the US.
the responsibility of the Security Council to

maintain international peace and security.® Earlier, the same US had vetoed a
Security Council resolution calling for an immediate humanitarian ceasefire in
Gaza.* This resolution, if adopted, would have demanded an immediate cease-
fire and the unconditional release of all hostages. In contrast, Russia and China
vetoed a draft resolution condemning Hamas.® In the case of the Gaza War, any
resolution supported by the US that criticizes Hamas will be vetoed by Russia
and China. On the other hand, a resolution calling Israel to cease fire will
be torpedoed by the US. It is, therefore, quite common to blame the Security
Council for not being able to prevent a conflict from occurring, spreading, and
bringing it to a halt despite the well-known limitations. But should it only be the
organisational limitation of the Security Council that is responsible for failing to
address a threat to international peace and security? This article aims to explore
this by analysing the limitations of the Security Council by using the Gaza War
as a piece of case evidence. The author argues that while the Security Council
has a definite role, the powers controlling the Security Council are responsible
for maintaining world peace. The article brings forward a brief insight into the
birth of the UN, and the functioning of the Security Council. In the final section,
the prospects of maintaining international peace and security, regardless of the
inherent limitations of the UN Security Council have been examined.

The UN, the Charter, and the Security Council

The evolution of the UN is connected to two developments of the international
order—the League of Nations and the Westphalian System.® The UN was
established as a replacement for the League and has the authority and
responsibility to ensure international peace and security including using all
means under Chapter VII. However, it does not have any standing army under
its command, to impose such an authority. The UN was expected to plug
the gaps in the League, which eventually failed to prevent World War II. To
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enforce peace and supervise ceasefire agreements, the UN had to look to the
member states to contribute troops. Therefore, the UN by itself, is not capable
of addressing the challenges of the threat to security without the support of
the member states. The League faced many challenges because of internal
divisions among the members and it failed. Finally, it had to be dissolved in
1946 and was replaced by the UN.” The UN was conceived to respect state
sovereignty as mentioned in the Westphalian System, which is reflected in
Article 2 (1) of the UN Charter.?

The UN Charter is the founding document of the UN and was signed in
San Fransisco on 26 June 1945 with 50 original signatories, which has now 193
Member States. It was later ratified on 24 October 1945, giving formal birth
to the UN.? Blaine Sloan, who was Director of the UN General Legal Division,
quoting the late Sir Humphrey Waldock, one-time President of the International
Court of Justice, opined, that since all members of the UN are parties to the
Charter, the Charter is technically a multilateral convention, but in reality, it is
the constitution of the UN.!° The Preamble of the Charter that is mentioned at
the beginning and the purposes and principles have been defined in Articles
1 and 2 of Chapter I. There are seven purposes of the UN Charter. However,
the first and primary purpose of the UN Charter is to maintain international
peace and security. The responsibility for this rests on the UN Security Council,
which is one of the six organs of the UN including the General Assembly and the
International Court of Justice. The functions and powers, voting and procedure
of the Security Council are enshrined in Articles 24 to Article 32. Article 27
stipulates that the decision of the Security Council on all matters will be made by
an affirmative vote of the permanent members. It implies that no resolution can
be passed if a negative vote is cast by any permanent member. At the time of its
adoption, there were seven non-permanent members of the Security Council.
The amendment of 17 December 1963 by the General Assembly which came
into force on 31 August 1965 expanded the non-permanent members of the
Security Council from six to ten, providing decisions of the Security Council on
procedural matters to be made by nine affirmative votes including concurring
votes by the P5."!

It is the responsibility of the Security Council to determine the existence of
any threat to international peace and security (Article 39 of the Charter).!? Upon
bringing to its notice any new threats to international peace and security, the
Security Council discusses the validity of the threat and determines what action
is to be taken.” Lise Morje Howard, Professor of Government and Foreign Policy
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at Georgetown University observed that The UN also does not have
unless there is strong consensual support or any ratified procedure
political willamong the five P5 members, the for mandate formulation.
outcome is generally negative. Because the Mandates are drafted and
action of the Security Council is influenced formulated following an

by several situational factors. Howard unofficial tradition called
further states that “the UN is merely a venue the ‘Pen Holder System’.

for powerful states to achieve their goals

in the international political arena.”'* The UN also does not have any ratified
procedure for mandate formulation. Mandates are drafted and formulated
following an unofficial tradition called the ‘Pen Holder System’*. This system of
continuous leadership by specific Council members (P3-UK, France and USA),
on specific issues developed around 2008-2009 and was firmed in by 2010.'
Once a threat is determined, there is consensus, and a resolution is passed, the
next step will be to look for the support of the member states for the appropriate
action to be taken. However, since there is no military force directly under the
command of the UNHQs, implementation of the Security Council resolution is a
challenge, more importantly when either of the P5 members is indirectly a party
to the conflict. Interestingly, during the drafting of the UN Charter, to address
the weakness of the League, the idea of creating a UN Army directly under the
command of the UN Military Staff Committee was conceived, it was the US that
volunteered to around 40,000 soldiers to set up the UN Army. But Moscow got
worried, and the UN Army never saw the light of the day.

Israel-Hamas War and the UN Security Council

The Security Council, on its part, has passed several resolutions related to the
release of hostages, and cease-fire to deliver humanitarian aid. The most notable
one was when the Security Council backed the resolution of large-scale aid to
Gaza but not a cease-fire."” The evidence shows that the war is continuing only
because of the organisational constraints of the Security Council, imposed by
the veto powers. It implies that if the element of veto was absent, the Security
Council would have had more power to wield. This will be true to only a certain
extent as regardless of what the Security Council decides if the powerful nations
back one of the parties, the bombardment of Gaza by Israel will continue. For
example, while the US publicly desires that Israel should make a credible effort
to protect civilians, it does not ask Israel to stop the bombardment.'® Meanwhile,
a $95 Billion aid bill for Israel, Ukraine, and Taiwan, is in front of the US House
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Despite the organisational  of Representatives.”” Therefore, mere stern

limitation and power words for public consumption will not help
play by the P-5, there are unless the US goes beyond this. As reported
instances of the Security by Michael Hanna of the Financial Times,
Council measuring up to as Israel gets ready to launch an assault on
the challenges. Rafah, the worst-case scenario looms ahead,

only the US can stop it by applying pressure
which it has been reluctant to so far.°
To assess the efforts of the Security Council in addressing the challenges of
the Gaza War requires a brief insight into the history of the Security Council’s
dealing with its limitations is given in the succeeding paragraphs. These were
mostly ad hoc, totally personality-based and hence temporary. There were
also several failed attempts to place institutional measures for reforming the
Security Council.

Ad hoc-ism

Despite the organisational limitation and power play by the P-5, there are
instances of the Security Council measuring up to the challenges. The Gaza
crisis of 1956 and the secessionist movement by Katanga (Congo) in 1960 were
two shining examples. Soon after the US withdrew its financial assistance for
constructing the Aswan Dam on the Nile, Egyptian President Gamal Abdel
Nasser nationalised the Suez Canal company on 26 July 1956. What followed
thereafter was the triggering of military intervention by Israel from the direction
of Sinai on 29 October 1956. This was part of a secret plan ‘Operation Musketeer’,
between France, the UK and Israel. The plan was to force Israel to withdraw to
initiate negotiations with Egypt and if Egypt did not agree, then France and UK
were to take control of the canal. Secretary General Dag Hammarskjold took
the initiative to convene the General Assembly under the ‘Uniting for Peace’
resolutions procedure. Hammarskjold’s initiative combined with a veiled
threat to resign if the Security Council did not support him, and the ability to
control the ensuing discussion led to the establishment of the United Nations
Emergency Force (UNEF) on 7 November 1956.2! With France and the UK on one
side and the US not wanting to allow the USSR to take the upper hand, there
was an impasse. With skilful manoeuvring within the dynamics of inter-state
relationships among the P5, Hammarskjold broke the impasse.

The second instance was when the Security Council was caught in the
power play between the West and the Soviet Union soon after Belgium, the
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colonial master of Congo, announced Congo’s independence on 30 June 1960.
This was followed by Moise Tshombe, the head of the provincial government
of Katanga declaring the independence of Katanga on 10 July 1960. President
Joseph Kasavubu and Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba of Congo appealed to
the UN on 12 July 1960 for assistance, citing Belgium’s involvement in inciting the
secessionist movement of Katanga. Dag Hammarskjold, the Secretary-General,
exercising his power under Article 99 of UN Charter XV called for an immediate
meeting of the Security Council. On 14 July 1960, the Security Council adopted
resolution 143 calling for the withdrawal of Belgian troops and authorising the
Secretary-General “to take all necessary steps” to provide the government with
“such military assistance as may be necessary” until the national security forces
are able “to fully meet their tasks.”*

In both cases, the UN, through its dynamic Secretary General, took the
initiative to force the General Assembly and the Security Council’s permanent
members to take action to prevent a war.

Institutional Measures

The most notable concrete proposal to reform the UN Security Council
was recommended by Secretary-General Kofi Annan in his report ‘In Larger
Freedom: Towards Development, Security and Human Rights for All’ submitted
to the General Assembly on 21 March 2005 in preparation for the Millennium
+5 Summit in September 2005.> The recommendations comprised two models,
both aimed at enlarging the members of the Security Council without any veto
powers. The proposal could not get enough traction because the opponents
felt that it recommended only enlarging the Security Council, while real reform
should be by taking away the right to veto.? The urgency of Security Council
reforms could not be greater than in the present times, with the continuing wars
in Ukraine and Gaza.* All members including P5 seem to express overwhelming
support for any proposal for Security Council reform but fall short when it comes
to the formal acceptance of a proposal. Annan’s proposal of 2005 appeared to
have been highly ambitious aiming at an increase in the number of seats in the
Security Council, a probable reason for its failure.

Article 108 of the UN Charter allows for changes to the Charter, but
any change must be ratified by two-thirds of UN members in the General
Conference as provided in Article 109. Despite that, the P5 can effectively
veto the changes to the Charter, if it calls for sharing of their power of vetoing
or taking away their right to veto. On the positive side, two-thirds votes may
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Whenever any powerful make it politically difficult for the P5 to
nation especially the P5 is stand in the way. Therefore, in hindsight,
either directly involved or Kofi Annan’s 2005 plan if it was focused
supporting one or more more on getting widespread support of the
parties to the conflict, there Generally Assembly based on Article 109,
is bound to be a deadlockin would have had a better chance to at least
the Security Council. start the reform process rolling.2

What Next?

Whenever the international community (through the UN) is not able to either
preventa conflictor haltit, the UN Security Council becomes the first unintended
victim. An ineffective Security Council is cited as one of the reasons for the
failures of even the well-intended peace operations.”” Whenever any powerful
nation especially the P5 is either directly involved or supporting one or more
parties to the conflict, there is bound to be a deadlock in the Security Council.
The power of the Security Council is provided by the UN Charter, which draws
its validity from the member states. Therefore, to make the Security Council
more effective, the factors that make it ineffective must be either removed or
modified. That the UN Charter needed changes, was felt soon after the UN
was established, with 50 signatories. Michael M Gunter, professor at Tennessee
University, opines that the UN Charter became partially obsolete before
entering into force because the atomic explosion took place after the document
was signed.”® Mr Ramaswamy Mudaliar who signed the document on behalf of
India, had given in writing during the 14" Plenary Meeting, 18" January 1946,
that India had signed the Charter unwillingly and on condition that the Charter
would be reviewed after ten years.?® There were several attempts to reform the
Security Council. The successful amendment of 1965, apart from increasing
the number of non-permanent members, did not make any difference to
the effectiveness of the Security Council. It also did not attempt to dilute the
power of the P5 members to block any proposal if it did not suit their political
interest. Essentially, as long as one of the P5 members exercises its veto power,
the Security Council resolution can never be passed. Apart from this, when if
a P5 member is a party to the conflict either directly or indirectly, as put in by
Ukraine’s President, the Security Council is rendered helpless to do anything
except make lofty statements.

As seen from examples of Gaza in 1956 and Congo in 1960, the Security
Council was at loggerheads. However, the use of skilful diplomacy by a dynamic
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leadership could find a way around the Itis possible to make the
same limitations. The personal result of the ~Security Council work if the
determined initiatives of a well-respected P5 members are serious in
UN leader at that time could have been their support of any peace
reflected upon by all the subsequent proposal. Conversely, the P5
UN Secretary Generals. It is possible to while allowing the Security
make the Security Council work if the P5 Council to function by
members are serious in their support of any abstaining from voting,
peace proposal. Conversely, the P5 while can continue to support for
allowing the Security Council to function continuation of the conflict.
by abstaining from voting, can continue to

support for continuation of the conflict. “This is what happened in the case of
Gaza War. UN Security Council Resolution 2728 of 2024 calling for an immediate
ceasefirein Gazais aremarkable step with 14 members’ affirmative voting and the
US abstaining.* Sadly, instead of halting the offensive, Prime Minister Netanyahu
lamented about the US abandoning Israel and announced the invasion of Rafah
in early April to secure the release of the hostages.*’ The US abstaining could
imply its silent support for Israel from outside the Security Council. Adopting
the resolution is only crossing the first hurdle. Implementation will be a
bigger challenge. As of now, other than isolation of Israel by the international
community using other means, there seems to be no other option. Because an
attempt to enforce it will only create a bigger crisis”. Therefore, the real power
to make or break peace is with the powerful nations and not the UN Security
Council. As evidence suggests, even taking away the veto power of the P5 may
not guarantee a safer world because the implementation of a resolution will be
equally challenging.

When Hamas attacked Israel on 7 October, the world opinion was with Israel
which is changing even while the UK and US continue to support Israel. By now,
close to 30,000 Palestinians have been killed and most of Gaza has been destroyed
and millions rendered homeless. The world’s response has been calling for an end
to the violence and even South Africa dragging Israel to the International Court
of Justice for committing genocide.* Without downplaying the act of genocide,
the Biden administration seemed to have come around to asking Israel indirectly
to protect civilians.*® The harshest comment came when Vice President Kamala
Harris rebuked Israel in her remarks on 3 March 2024 followed by the President
Biden in his State of the Union Address of 7 March 2024.3* On 20 February 2024,
the US again vetoed the Algerian draft Security Council resolution calling for a
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cease-fire. This is the third time Washington has rejected a cease-fire proposal
since Hamas attacked Israel on 7 October 2023. However, the alternative draft by
the US suggesting an immediate truce, is a strong signal for Israel not to take the
US support as guaranteed.®

Ending war does not mean only the end of military aggression. Saving the
surviving Palestinians from hunger and the misery of war is equally important.
Amidst Israel’'s bombardment of Gaza, humanitarian aid continues to flow, and
the United Nations Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA) team is still functioning.
The change has come in, among other factors, because of the Security Council
flagging the issue and creating a huge public opinion to bring pressure on the
powerful nations, especially the US. One can now hope for a solution with the US
going beyond public rhetoric. Such hope could be brighter if Donald Trump was
to win the Presidential election.*® While the UN Security Council can be credited
for what it has been able to achieve so far, it is likely to remain hostage to the
power play for some more time to come.

Major General (Dr) A. K. Bardalai, is an Indian Army veteran and has a PhD in UN Peace
Operations from Tilburg University, the Netherlands. Views expressed are personal.

Notes

1. Michael Crowly, “A World Leader on Ukraine, the U.S. Is Now Isolated Over Gaza,” The New
York Times, December 22, 2023, https://www.nytimes.com/2023/12/22/us/politics/biden-
israel-gaza-ukraine.html. Accessed on February 12, 2024.

2. Richard Pérez-Pena, Farnaz Fassihi and Michael Crowley, “Zelensky Tells U.N. Security
Council It’s Useless While Russia Has a Veto,” The New York Times, September 20, 2023,
https://www.nytimes.com/2023/09/20/world/europe/zelensky-un-security-council.
html?smid=url-share. Accessed on February 14, 2024.

3. “Remarks at the Security Council Briefing on Ukraine,” United States Mission to the United
Nations, January 10, 2024.

4. United Nations, “US vetoes resolution on Gaza which called for ‘immediate humanitarian
ceasefire,” UN News, December 8, 2023, https://news.un.org/en/story/2023/12/1144562.
Accessed on February 01, 2024.

5. William Mauldin, “Russia, China Veto U.S.-Backed Resolution on Gaza at UN,” The Wall
Street Journal, October 27, 2023, https://www.wsj.com/livecoverage/israel-hamas-war-
palestinians-news/card/russia-china-veto-u-s-backed-resolution-on-gaza-at-u-n--
kxEQhErgDIPmEnhkxjjT. Accessed on February 02, 2024.

6. Steven Patton, “The Peace of Westphalia and its Effects on International Relations, Diplomacy
and Foreign Policy,” The Histories, Vol. 10, No. 1, Article 5, 2019, https://digitalcommons.
lasalle.edu/the_histories/vol10/iss1/5.

72 SPRING 2024 SCHOLAR WARRIOR



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19

20.

21.

SCHOLAR WARRIOR

“League of Nations — Official Journal”, February 1920, https://www.ungeneva.org/en/about/
league-of-nations/covenant. Accessed on February 01, 2024.

Osiander, Andreas. “Sovereignty, International Relations, and the Westphalian Myth.”
International Organization 55, no. 2 (2001): 251-87. http://www.jstor.org/stable/3078632.
For the full text of the Charter, see UN Charter, https://www.un.org/en/about-us/un-
charter/full-text. Accessed on February 05, 2024.

UN, “Preparatory Years: UN Charter History,” https://www.un.org/en/about-us/history-of-
the-un/preparatory-years. Accessed on February 12, 2024.

Blaine Sloan, “The United Nations Charter as a Constitution,” Pace International Law Review,
No. 1, Article 3, 1989, https://doi.org/10.58948/2331-3536.1002, https://digitalcommons.
pace.edu/pilr/voll/iss1/3. Accessed on February 13, 2024.

UN, “United Nations Charter: Amendments to Articles 23, 27, 61, 109,” https://www.un.org/
en/about-us/un-charter/amendments. Also see, “United Nations Charter Amendments:
Hearings before the Committee on Foreign Relations United States Senate,” https://www.
govinfo.gov/content/pkg/ CHRG-89shrg47378/pdf/ CHRG-89shrg47378.pdf. Accessed on
March 01, 2024.

UN, “Determination of threat to the peace, breach of the peace, or act of aggression,” https://
www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/repertoire/actions. Accessed on February 03, 2024.
For details of debates in the Security Council about the determination of threats to
international peace and security, please see, UN, “Determination of threat to the peace,
breach of the peace, or act of aggression,” https://www.un.org/securitycouncil/content/
repertoire/actions.

Lise Morje Howard, UN Peacekeeping in Civil Wars (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
2008), 11-13.

The UN Security Council Report, “The Penholder System,” https://acrobat.adobe.com/id/
urn:aaid:sc:ap:56d2c33b-ff41-4b7d-854e-7c0d69487de8. Accessed on February 10, 2024.
Ibid; 21 December 2018. https://www.securitycouncilreport.org/atf/cf/%7B65BFCFIB-
6D27-4E9C-8CD3-CF6E4FF96FF9%7D/Penholders.pdf. Accessed on February 12, 2024.
Emma Graham-Harrison and Julian Borger, “UN Security Council backs resolution on large-
scale aid to Gaza but not a ceasefire,” The Guardian, December 22, 2023, UN security council
backs resolution on large-scale aid to Gaza but not ceasefire | Israel-Gaza war | The Guardian.
“Israel Gaza: Biden says Israel must protect vulnerable in Rafah,” BBC News, February 14, 2024,
https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-68281213?xtor=AL-72-%5Bpartner%5D-
%5Bbbc.news.twitter%5D-%5Bheadline%5D-%5Bnews%5D-%5Bbizdev%5D-
%5Bisapi%5D&at_campaign_type=owned&at_format=link&at_ptr_name=twitter&at_bbc_
team=editorial&at_medium=social&at_campaign=Social_Flow&at_link_type=web_link&at_
link_id=82C0A6B0-CA28-11EE-8E58-A6ABD0B4AF(07&at_link_origin=BBCWorld. Accessed
on February 03, 2024.

HaaretzDailyBrief, https://us18.campaign- archive.com/?e=ac26ddbc22&u=d3bceadb340d
6af4daf1de00d&id=807a5d0227. Accessed on February 11, 2024.

Michael Wahid Hanna, “Only the US can stop an Israeli move into Rafah”, Financial Times,
February 13, 2024, https://www.ft.com/content/34323ac4-380e-4cac-8690-2e4ee926cb5f.
Accessed on February 12, 2024.

Henning Melber, “Dag Hammarskjold and Conflict Mediation,” February 2016, DO110.13140/
RG.2.1.1786.8566. For more details, also see, Manuel Frohlich, “The Suez Story,” Carsten

SCHOLAR WARRIOR SPRING 2024 73



22.

23.
24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

SCHOLAR WARRIOR

Stahn and Henning Melber ed. Peace Diplomacy, Global Justice and International Agency:
Rethinking Human Security and Ethics in the Spirit of Dag Hammarskjold, (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2014).

“Questions Relating to the Situation in the Republic of Congo (Leopoldville),” https://www.
un.org/depts/dhl/dag/docs/congo60.pdf. Accessed on February, 20, 2024. Please also
see, Esref Aksu, “The UN in the Congo conflict: ONUC” in The United Nations, intra-state
peacekeeping and normative change (Manchester, England: Manchester University Press,
2018), 100-29, https://doi.org/10.7765/9781526137906.00009

UN General Assembly, A/59/2005 March 21, 2005.

Jens Martens, “In Larger Freedom,” Global Policy Forum and FES Briefing Paper, April
2005, https://archive.globalpolicy.org/images/pdfs/briefing.pdf; South Centre, “In Larger
Freedom”: A Challenge to the United Nations and to the South, A Comment on the Report
by the Secretary-General,” Global Policy Forum, June 2005, https://archive.globalpolicy.org/
reform/initiatives/annan/2005/06challenge.htm. Accessed on February 11, 2024.

Speech by Dennis Francis, UN News, November 16, 2023, https://news.un.org/en/
story/2023/11/1143677

Ian Martin, “The Key to Security Council Reform Is Fewer Permanent Members, Not More,”
PassBlue, February 26, 2024, https://www.passblue.com/2024/02/26/the-key-to-security-
council-reform-is-fewer-permanent-members-not-more/’. Accessed on February 28, 2024.
A. K. Bardalai, “United Nations Peacekeeping Operations: Causes for Failure and Continuing
Relevance,” Journal of Defence Studies 12, no. 4 (October-December 2018): 5-34.

Michael M. Gunter, Recent Proposals in the United Nations to Amend the Charter, 10 No. 3,
Case Western Reserve Journal of International Law, 1978, https://scholarlycommons.law.
case.edu/jil/vol10/iss3/9. Accessed on February 02, 2024.

UN General Assembly, “1st Session, 14" Plenary Meeting, January 18, 1946, https://acrobat.
adobe.com/id/urn:aaid:sc:ap:447d1504-9b4a-4308-9371-9790b75b7dc3.  Accessed on
February 20, 2024.

UN Security Council, S/RES/2728 (2024) March 25, 2024.

Alastair McCready, “Israel’s War on Gaza live: Netanyahu says army preparing to enter Rafah”,
Aljazeera News, March 29, 2024, https://aje.io/x3bid4. Also see, Raffi Berg, “UN Security
Council passes resolution calling for Gaza ceasefire”, BBC News, March 25, 2024, https://
www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-68658415.amp.

Ottilia Anna Maunganidze and Xhanti Mhlambiso, “ICJ’s Gaza genocide case - big win, but
with what effect?” Institute for Security Studies, February 13, 2024, https://issafrica.org/iss-
today/icjs-gaza-genocide-case-big-win-but-with-what-effect. Accessed on February 20,
2024.

Agnes Callamard, “Gaza and the End of the Rules-Based Order,” Foreign Affairs, February 15,
2024, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/israel/gaza-and-end-rules-based-order. Accessed on
February 20, 2024.

Ben Samuels, “VP Kamala Harris Offers Harshest U.S. Rebuke of Israel’s Actions in Gaza Since
October 7,” Haaretz, March 4, 2024, https://www.haaretz.com/israel-news/2024-03-04/ty-
article/.premium/vp-kamala-harris-offers-harshest-u-s-rebuke-of-israels-actions-in-gaza-
since-october-7/0000018e-06a7-d5ee-a78e-36e7dbff0000. Accessed on February 01, 2024.
Also see, https://www.reuters.com/world/us/takeaways-state-union-address-2024-03-08/.
Accessed on February 01, 2024.

74

SPRING 2024 SCHOLAR WARRIOR



SCHOLAR WARRIOR

35. Michelle Nichols, “US pushes for UN to support temporary Gaza ceasefire, oppose Rafah
assault,” Reuters, February 20, 2024, https://www.reuters.com/world/us-proposes-un-
resolution-supporting-temporary-ceasefire-gaza-2024-02-19/. Accessed on February 12,
2024. Also see, https://www.haaretz.com/opinion/editorial/2024-02-25/ty-article-opinion/
israels-new-settlement-plan-was-met-with-an-appropriate-u-s-response/0000018d-
dcda-df79-a5cd-fcfeale10000 and David Rothkopf, “Biden Begins Backing the Resistance
to Netanyahu and His War,” Haaretz, March 4, 2024, https://www.haaretz.com/israel-
news/2024-03-04/ty-article-opinion/.premium/biden-is-now-arming-the-resistance-to-
netanyahu-and-his-war/0000018e-09a4-d822-a9ce-7db708370000”.

36. Peter D. Feaver, “The Real Challenge of Trump 2.0,” Foreign Affairs, February 19, 2024, https://
www.foreignaffairs.com/united-states/real-challenge-trump-20. Accessed on February 13,
2024.

SCHOLAR WARRIOR SPRING 2024 75



