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Abstract  

The research examines the impact of major powers on the work of the Security Council and its impact on international politics. The 
research emphasizes that the five permanent members of the Council (the United States, Russia, China, France, and the United 
Kingdom) have veto power, which allows them to prevent any decision even if it has the support of the majority. Major Powers utilize 
this power strategically to direct international policies according to their interests, which leads to influencing decisions related to 
international peace and security. The research also identifies how geopolitical balances and strategic interests can sometimes explain the 
lack of consensus in the Council’s decisions. In addition, the research discusses criticisms of the present structure of the Security Council. 
It shows reform calls aimed at improving international representation and reducing the influence of major powers to ensure greater 
effectiveness and justice in dealing with global crises. 
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Introduction 

Since the founding of the United Nations in 1945, five major countries have controlled UN resolutions 
through the right to veto, which obstructs any decision in the Security Council even if all countries are in 
favor. The five countries expanded this advantage because they emerged victorious in World War II and 
possessed the elements of power in all their military, economic, wealth and technological forms. They are 
the central player in the real international system, and at the forefront of these countries is the United States 
of America. Since the Security Council represents the executive instrument of the United Nations and has 
the power to act on behalf of the countries under the umbrella of the United Nations, the Security Council 
acts with international legitimacy and law that is beyond reproach. On this basis, these five countries will 
cling to the veto right decided to them until their last breath and will not allow the rules of this system to 
be changed. Rather, these will not replace except through effective action, and this will only happen through 
the factor of power that changed these rules in 1945. This study will shed light on the seriousness of the 
international circumstances that were damaged due to the use of the veto right in the wrong places and will 
examine the possible reforms to improve the performance of this important body on the global level so 
that it can carry out its basic tasks of maintaining international peace and security and achieving justice and 
balance in international political equations. 

Importance of the Study 

The research stems from the importance of Security Council assessments, knowledge of the dynamics of 
international interactions, and sources of decision-making in the international system to set future policies 
and form a comprehensive vision for building alliances. This research also clarifies how main powers have 
influenced Council decisions throughout history, which helps in understanding recurring patterns and 
benefiting from them in making and dealing with future decisions. 

The Purpose of the Research 

Study and examine the impact of major powers on Security Council decisions by evaluating how they use 
the veto, political pressures, and economic and military resources to influence decision-making, including 
strategic balances, international alliances, and national interests. Evaluate the effectiveness of the Security 
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Council in achieving its main purposes of maintaining international peace and security and performing its 
role independently and fairly in light of the dominance of the veto of specific countries. 

Explore the mechanisms of influence used by main powers for various means, such as threats, rewards, or 
diplomatic pressure, to direct Security Council decisions according to their interests. Based on the 
investigation, recommendations are made on how to improve the performance of the Security Council, 
enhance its integrity and effectiveness, and suggest reforms to the decision-making mechanism to ensure 
justice and equality in international decisions. 

Research Problem 

How does the impact of major countries affect Security Council decisions and international balances? 

Does this impact lead to the loss of the rights and interests of small countries? 

Do the decisions reproduce the true balance of international interests? 

Do the interests of major countries push the Security Council to demote global issues of greater 
importance? 

Does the inequality in decision-making lead to instability and a feeling among weak countries that rights 
can only be restored by force?  

Therefore, does the dominance of the veto adopt the legitimacy of decisions, and is there a need for reforms 
in the structure or working mechanism of the Security Council to confront the influence of major countries? 

Research Assumption 

Major Powers justify using the veto by preserving international stability and their legitimate national 
interests. The influence of major powers can also assume the Security Council's ability to implement its 
decisions effectively. It may weaken the legitimacy of the Council as an international body that works fairly 
and directly. 

In order to test the credibility of these assumptions, the following stages will be followed: 

Study and examine the Security Council's voting mechanisms, document cases of the use of the veto by 
major powers, and determine how they affect the decisions taken. 

Review and investigate the decisions issued by the Council and compare them with similar cases to 
determine the extent of compatibility in dealing with the issues raised. 

Review specific cases in which major powers affected the Council's decisions and analyze the consequences 
for international stability. 

Compare the influence of major powers on Security Council decisions regarding matters related to one of 
the major powers with the right to veto. 

Using these approaches, the hypothesis can be tested comprehensively, and a detailed analysis can be 
provided on how major powers influence Security Council decisions and their implications on its global 
role. 

Procedural Framework 

Given that the theme is related to Security Council resolutions, the legal approach will be used to follow 
the procedures, legal aspects and obligations that must be followed in this process. 
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The historical approach will be followed to recognize the historical background of the practices of major 
powers in the veto right. Regarding the political features and the means used by major powers to achieve 
their interests and how to employ resolutions in their favor, the analytical approach will be used as far as it 
is related to revealing the facts and stating the reality. 

First: The role of the major powers that control the Security Council and have the right to veto. 

The Palestinian Matter 

The Palestinian matter is one of the most prominent political and humanitarian issues at the international 
level. Its origins go back to before the establishment of the United Nations, specifically to the Sykes-Picot  
Agreement in 1916, then the Balfour Declaration  in 1917, and the Mandate issued by the League of Nations 
in 1921 in favor of Britain over Palestine. After the formation of the United Nations and the agreement of 
all countries on the right of peoples to self-determination, which became an essential part of the Charter, 
the demand remained out of reach for the Palestinian people due to the conspiracy of the major powers 
and their prior intention to give a homeland to the Jews on the land of Palestine, violating all international 
laws and charters. Although the violations devoted against innocent Palestinians were serious and shameful 
to humanity, including displacement, massacres, killing, and the seizure of land and money, in addition to 
the participation of Britain and France with their forces and weapons alongside Israel in 1956 in what was 
known as the tripartite aggression against Egypt , the dominance of the major powers over the international 
system did not give any room to the other countries present in the international organization, which were 
supposed to have a role in the modern collective security system. Nevertheless, all of this was just ink on 
paper. Then, it came to the UN resolutions, whether in the General Assembly, such as Resolution No. (181)  
in 1947, which led to dividing the Palestinian territories into two states or Security Council resolutions, such 
as Resolution No. (242)  in 1967, which came after the loss suffered by the Arabs against Israel, supported 
by the West. Although this Resolution, i.e. (242), stressed that Israel should withdraw from the territories 
it occupied during the war, the latter circumvented the Resolution and manipulated the translation of the 
text of the Resolution, even after the 1973 war between the Arabs and Israel and the acceptance of 
Resolution No. (338) , where the Egyptian Sinai was restored, Israel refused to withdraw from any Arab 
land under the pretext that the text of the Resolution included withdrawal from lands, which is an unknown 
phrase that was interpreted as not binding on Israel, and with the support of the West, it remained until 
now in the Syrian Golan Heights . Despite the Arab and Islamic countries standing by the Palestinian 
produce and submitting many proposals to the General Assembly and the Security Council, some proposals 
condemning Israel were approved, especially in the General Assembly, and demanding that it stop attacking 
civilians and stop settlements. However, the policy in the Security Council was completely different and 
was never with the Palestinians. The United States stood as an impregnable barrier against any resolution 
that would harm its ally Israel by using the veto power versus dozens of resolutions. On the contrary, it 
supported Israel, prepared legal tools, and increased the support of many countries, including Arab and 
Islamic countries, through intimidation and enticement in order to tighten Israel’s control over the land of 
Palestine and to drop the rights of the Palestinians internationally and legally. 

The First Gulf War (Iran-Iraq War 1980-1988):  

The Iran-Iraq War broke out in 1980 following skirmishes between the two parties, after which the Iraqi 
president in the previous regime, by a unilateral decision, ignited a wide front in the southern Ahwaz region, 
which is inhabited by a majority of Arab origins. Then, the fighting lines increased along the Iraqi-Iranian 
border for a distance of approximately 1,500 km and continued for eight years, during which all types of 
weapons and ammunition were used, even internationally prohibited ones and approximately 2 million were 
killed between military and civilians on both sides. During this time, Saddam's regime obtained military, 
political and economic support from several parties, as most Arab countries, especially the Gulf countries, 
stood under the pretext of confronting the Iranian (Shiite) expansion, which is the accusation that former 
President Saddam Hussein relied on when the war began, that Iran had inflamed the internal situation in 
Iraq by exporting the Iranian revolution. As for the Western countries, most notably the United States of 
America, Britain, France and even Russia, they provided Saddam's regime with weapons, information and 
proficiency, not out of love for Iraq, but for other reasons, the most important of which are : 
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These countries were not in contract with Iran, especially the United States of America, which lost a major 
ally after the overthrow of the Shah of Iran one year before the war. 

Weakening the two major and locally influential parties in this war and occupying the entire region in order 
to divert attention from the main issue in the Middle East, which is the Palestinian issue. 

Adding fuel before the start of the war and then prolonging it by the main countries was driven by economic 
interests to revive the arms markets of the major countries, especially since the two countries, Iran and Iraq, 
are considered rich and consuming oil countries. 

The Security Council and the international will stayed helpless in the face of the will of the major countries, 
which did not move a finger for eight years and the huge numbers of victims, destruction and losses 
estimated at half a trillion dollars at the time. The Security Council resolutions did not depart beyond 
demanding that both parties end the war and good offices here and there and did not enter the stage of 
using force or the stage of Chapter VII, and what happened was not a threat to international peace and 
security. The most well-known resolution was Resolution No. 598, issued on 20/07/1987, which resulted 
in a ceasefire after Iran's approval on 20/08/1988 . 

The Second Gulf War (Occupation of Kuwait in 1991) 

The Gulf region is distinguished by its geostrategic consequence in terms of energy resources, geographical 
location, and history, and it has a special status with the United States of America. Since the era of U.S. 
President Truman in 1947, the United States began growing its influence in the Middle East region in 
general within its geostrategic plans as an umbrella for colonial planning, as the region became the key to 
its vital interests, especially about the security of oil supplies, controlling its flow and prices, and preventing 
its use as a weapon against it. 

In 1975, the Library of Congress organized a study that indicated the possibility of using U.S. military force 
to occupy foreign oil fields, considering it a serious issue for the United States. The study indicated that the 
United States could assure the success of such military operations, which shows the extent of the United 
States' dependence on energy sources in this vital region. In another report on April 27, 1979, entitled 
"Importing Oil from the Persian Gulf States: Using U.S. Forces to Ensure Supply," formulated by two 
employees of the Library of Congress's Research Division, the report raised a fundamental question about 
how the United States could maintain its control over the richest oil reserves in the region. The report 
determined that it was assumed that disturbances or chaos would occur, which would make the rulers of 
this region seek assistance from the United States, either to end internal unrest or an attack by another 
country on them. In 1982, a Pentagon spokesman announced the formation of the U.S. Central Command 
instead of the Rapid Deployment Forces and that its scope of activity would include 19 countries. Definite 
training for the Gulf War II scenario began in 1989 . The political system in Iraq at that time believed it 
was in control of the regional arena. 

Moreover, it experienced international acceptance, especially from the Eastern Bloc represented by the 
Soviet Union, which was breathing its last breaths at the time. However, the silence of the international 
community during the Iran-Iraq war made the Iraqi regime believe that its actions and adventures would 
please them. That war was prompted by the United States and aimed at removing Israel from Iraq's 
calculations. Several circumstances and facts prompted the Iraqi regime to decide to occupy Kuwait, 
including the manifestations of the crisis on August 9, 1988, when Kuwait decided to increase its oil 
production despite the quotas set by OPEC, with a focus on the disputed Rumelia border wells with Iraq, 
which Iraq considered a provocation that would harm it. However, the issue associated to the meeting of 
the former Iraqi president with the U.S. ambassador to Baghdad on July 25, 1990 (April Glaspie), who 
confirmed that the United States of America does not have security agreements with Kuwait about the 
tension between Iraq and Kuwait, which was interpreted by the Iraqi leadership as a green light for Iraq to 
deal with Kuwait without taking into account the reaction of the international community . 
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After Iraq entered Kuwait on 02/08/1990, the Security Council met on the same day and released 
Resolution No. 660, which demanded that Iraq withdraw immediately. It is worth observing that none of 
the five countries thought of standing with Iraq, that the Iraqi leadership's calculations were delusional, and 
that Iraq had been lured into a dark tunnel, after which decisions were issued under Chapter VII, pulling 
the rug out from under any attempts to correct matters and conduct any mediation to make things go 
according to what the United States of America planned to manage and control the affairs of the region. 
The United States of America found in this matter an opportunity that could not be missed in any way, so 
it invested in it as if it had been waiting for it. The United States of America deliberately contributed to 
issuing an enormous number of resolutions in the Security Council, which burdened the Iraqi state and 
shackled it with sanctions and obligations that would be very difficult to get rid of .  

The Crisis in the Former Yugoslavia 

When human rights are wasted, but there is no notice from the major countries, this is not enough for 
international action, but once one of the major countries feels that there is an interest in a conflict, human 
rights and violations will be a very serious issue and threaten international peace and security . An example 
of this is what occurred in Haiti; no human rights violations threatened international peace and security. 
Rather, all that happened was that a group of coup plotters took power of the government. At the request 
of the legitimate authority in exile, the Security Council progressed based on Chapter VII. The Council 
adopted coercive measures and utilized military force to achieve that purpose . As for what happened in 
Bosnia and Herzegovina between 1992 and 1995, it was a humanitarian disaster experienced by the 
Orthodox Serbs and Catholic Croats supported by the Yugoslav government against the Muslims of Bosnia 
and Herzegovina. Through this brutal violence, the Serbs and Croats imposed a complete siege on the 
capital of Bosnia (Sarajevo) and during three years of bombing, starvation and destruction of the heritage 
of Bosnian Muslims from mosques and libraries, these attacks left 200,000 dead and two million wounded. 
The most horrific incident was the Srebrenica genocide, where 12,000 Bosnian Muslims were killed in one 
day. After three years of devastation and wars, the Bosnians gathered their forces. After some foreign aid 
reached from Islamic and Arab countries, Bosnian fighting groups and factions were able to repel the 
attacks and regain some cities until they reached the city of Banja Luka, the capital of Bosnian Serbs. Here 
came the international intervention to stop this progress and then stop the war in November 1995 and 
force all parties to sign the Dayton Peace Treaty, which led to the division of Bosnia and Herzegovina . It 
is worth observing that Russia was an ally of Yugoslavia in this conflict and opposed any Security Council 
resolutions against its ally Serbia. About the issue of the Kosovo area, which also belonged to Yugoslavia, 
similar events took place there, and Serbia committed massacres against it that were no less heinous than 
those in Bosnia . However, what the Security Council did after the events in Bosnia was considered a key 
act, as it established a war crimes court and tried the perpetrators of war crimes in Bosnia and Kosovo, 
headed by the then President of Yugoslavia (Slobodan Milosevic) . 

Away from the Security Council and the United Nations, the main powers, especially the two superpowers, 
the United States of America and the former Soviet Union, during the period known as the Cold War, 
practiced many interventions, conflicts and even direct wars in many countries around the world without 
being subjected to any legal or international accountability due to their dominance over the real international 
system. These two countries deliberately announced these practices to execute a reality that other countries 
seek and remain protected by one of the camps. Among these instances are: 

The civil war in Korea between 1950 and 1953, where China and the Soviet Union stood with the northern 
part and the United States under the authority of the United Nations with the southern part . 

The war on Vietnam in 1965, which continued for ten years, is a scenario similar to the Korean War, where 
the northern part of Vietnam received support from China and the Soviet Union, and the southern part 
received support from the United States of America and South Korea. It is considered one of the most 
prominent and largest proxy wars during the Cold War . 

The Soviet intervention in Afghanistan in 1979, and on the other hand, the United States and Britain helped 
the so-called Mujahedeen and the Soviet army was expelled in 1988 . 
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France's interventions in the countries of the African continent from the War of Independence in 1962, in 
which Algeria struggled against French colonialism and claimed the lives of one million Algerian citizens. 
France's role in the genocide in Rwanda in 1994 appealed the lives of eight hundred thousand people . 

Falklands War: These islands belong to the Argentine lands in the continent of South America, but Britain 
colonized them in 1841 and made most of their inhabitants British citizens. The armed conflict between 
units of the British and Argentine armies continued for 74 days after Argentina attempted to regain 
sovereignty over lands belonging to its territory. However, the war ended with Argentina’s surrender and 
supporting British sovereignty over the islands . 

Second: The United States of America's unique supermacy over the Security Council 

The United States of America appeared victorious after World War II; where it was able to resolve the 
battle across the Atlantic Ocean within one week after the detonation of the two nuclear bombs on Japan, 
which led to the latter's surrender, and Europe as well, the United States played a fundamental role in 
helping Britain and restoring France from the Germans. During this period, the United States of America 
felt that it was the only superpower that controlled the most deadly weapon in history and, therefore, sought 
by all means to dominate the world. However, it preferred to be through the United Nations to gain 
international legitimacy and to be based on the approval of the majority, which would give it a longer 
duration in world leadership. 

The efforts that America followed in retaining the United Nations to achieve its interests during the Cold 
War: 

The Small Assembly 

In 1947, it established a permanent board that includes members of the General Assembly and considers 
developments on international peace and security issues at different times with the convening of the 
Assembly. In this case, it would have a wider extent to influence countries, and the Assembly would be free 
of the veto system. However, the Soviet Union and its allies opposed this step on the cause that it conflicted 
with the powers of the Security Council, which is specialized in it according to the Charter, and thus, the 
mission did not succeed. 

Uniting for Peace 

In another attempt, the United States of America succeeded in distributing a resolution in the General 
Assembly to consider issues related to international peace and security if the Security Council failed to carry 
out its responsibilities due to the lack of consensus among the permanent member states and due to the 
use of the veto. The Soviet Union also opposed this step due to its absence of legal basis . 

Indirect (Hidden) Veto 

 In addition to the lawful right that the United States of America has to reject Security Council decisions 
through the veto system, it pushes the non-permanent member states that are present in the Security 
Council for one year according to the voting system in the General Assembly, which are nine countries. 
These countries are often a tool for the major countries, especially the United States of America, which 
uses special methods with them that it does not show in communal, which prompts these countries to drop 
any decision that the United States does not want by not obtaining a majority. In this way, the United States 
of America achieves its target without directly using the veto and without being subject to criticism, and it 
maintains its international reputation as a country that supports the international organization . 

The generous support America requires to the United Nations gives it a large area of control and 
dominance. The United States is the largest funder of the United Nations, providing $611 million alone, 
constituting 22 per cent of the United Nations budget , and hosting the organization's headquarters on its 
territory. It does not hesitate to utilize this advantage as a pressure card that it threatens and sometimes 
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implements. For example, the United States of America stopped its support to UNESCO in 1974 because 
UNESCO made decisions against its ally Israel, only to remove it two years later and then the United States 
resumed its contribution to the support . 

The United States of America's contacts with the Security Council under the unipolar system: 

After the disintegration of the Soviet Union and the weakening of the Third World bloc, the United States 
of America became in a leadership position for the United Nations and the Security Council, exploiting this 
to impose its foreign policy on the world. The United States has used the regulations of international law 
and the principles of the United Nations Charter to give international legitimacy to its practices, allowing it 
to justify its interventions and influence, whether through direct military action as in Iraq and Afghanistan 
or through economic sanctions and air embargoes as in the case of Iran, North Korea, Libya and Iraq . 
Most countries may distinguish the United States' dominance over UN resolutions and see its role as weak 
and often subject to US policy. The United States relies on its exploitation of international legitimacy on its 
association in the Security Council, which suffers from the influence of major powers, especially the 
permanent members. The biggest problem is that the everlasting members have also become part of the 
American orbit, which affects the credibility of the international organization, and its fate will be similar to 
previous international experiences. This allows the United States to issue international resolutions that assist 
its interests and positions on international political issues . The United States has not hidden its orientation 
and position towards Security Council resolutions on different issues, as it views resolutions in terms of the 
benefit they bring to it, such that it is prepared to engage in conflicts and wars outside the framework of 
international legitimacy, alone or within side blocs such as NATO if it does not obtain approval from the 
Security Council. This is confirmed by what was specified in a speech by US President Bill Clinton before 
the United Nations General Assembly on 27/09/1997, where he said: "We will work in partnership with 
others, and through multilateral institutions such as the United Nations. It is in our national significance to 
do so, but we must not hesitate to act alone when there is a threat to our vital interests or the vital interests 
of our allies. " 

The Occupation of Afghanistan in 2001 

The roots of the Afghanistan subject go back to 1979 when the Soviets occupied it, and a government loyal 
to them was appointed. This issue forced the ire of the countries hostile to the Soviet Union in the opposing 
camp, so the United States began supporting the opposition, which was mobilized on a sectarian and jihadist 
basis, in which fighters from outside Afghanistan participated in what was later known as the Arab Afghan 
Mujahedeen. The fighting in Afghanistan lasted until the Soviet withdrawal in 1989. However, the 
abandonment did not lead to stability in Afghanistan. Rather, the chaos continued and turned into civil 
wars between warlords fabricated by foreign countries' interventions . The fighters who became expert in 
the profession of fighting with the support of the West turned into internationally wanted persons due to 
their embrace of Al-Qaeda led by Osama bin Laden and their involvement in operations and bombings 
that targeted American targets in Kenya and Tanzania . 

In 1999, the Security Council issued Resolution 1267, challenging that the Taliban hand over Osama bin 
Laden to the United States for trial on charges of planning and executing the bombing of its two embassies. 
However, the Taliban association, which controlled Afghanistan at the time, rejected the request, which led 
to a significant deterioration in relations, and the United States began planning and working secretly to 
capture bin Laden. 

On 11/09/2001, the United States was subjected to the worst incidents in its history in what became known 
as the September 11 events, where a group of hijackers used four civilian passenger planes that were 
hijacked in the air as tools to strike sites inside American territory, including the Pentagon headquarters. 
However, the worst of these was affecting the World Trade Center towers in New York, which were 
targeted by two planes, which led to their destruction and resulted in the deaths of approximately three 
thousand people and twice that number were injured. The material damages from these events were 
estimated at approximately 247 billion dollars . 
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This crime sparked anger and demands for the requirement of protecting the United States of America 
from similar terrorist attacks in the future. However, September 11 was not only an attack on lives and 
facilities but also an assault on the essential freedoms on which the United States of America was founded, 
as US President George W. Bush pointed out . 

After the events of September 11, the United States of America started what it called the war on terror. 
However, this war was broader than this idea, as the US administration exploited this war as a pretext for 
measures that began from within America, through which it violated the principle of freedoms enjoyed by 
this vast area that was proud of democratic values. The war that the United States of America launched on 
terror after September 11 did not strongly stress these freedoms. The United States of America 
subsequently witnessed a permanent and deliberate, unjustified decline in the fundamental rights that 
protect individuals from the abuse of government powers guaranteed by the US Constitution and 
international human rights law. The most directly affected were non-US citizens who were exposed to 
arbitrary detention and violations of the principles of fairness in legal procedures, as the government 
ignored the principle of the presumption of innocence. 

After September 11, the Department of Justice, through its agencies, the FBI and the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, began questioning thousands of people who might have information about or links 
to terrorist actions. The decision to question who appeared to be random was sometimes based on 
unsystematic encounters between law enforcement officers and foreign Muslim men or on the suspicions 
of neighbors. These questionings produced the arrest and imprisonment of approximately 1,200 
noncitizens, although the exact number remains uncertain. Of those arrested, 752 were charged with 
immigration violations.  

In February 2002, the Department of Justice recognized that most of those detained in connection with 
the September 11 investigation and charged with immigration violations, which it referred to as “special 
interest” detainees, had nothing to do with counterterrorism efforts. By July 2002, none of the “special 
interest” detainees had been convicted of terrorist movement, and most had been deported for visa 
violations. However, the course of their arrest, interrogation, and detention reveals the Justice Department’s 
unnecessary presumption of guilt . 

Legal Basis for the War on Afghanistan 

On September 14, 2001, the U.S. Congress passed legislation entitled “Authorization for the Use of Military 
Force against Terrorists.” This legislation approved the use of U.S. armed forces against those responsible 
for the September 11 attacks and those who harbored them . 

Article 2(4) of the United Nations Charter, which the United States has employed and made into state law, 
prohibits the use or threat of force against any state except in circumstances in which the Security Council 
or another organ of the United Nations has authorized it, or in self-defense under Article 51 of the Charter. 

Although the Security Council did not specifically approve the U.S.-led military campaign against 
Afghanistan, there are arguments that it is a legitimate form of self-defenses under the United Nations 
Charter. The series of Security Council resolutions on Afghanistan stipulate that it is achievable to prove 
that the Taliban is responsible, even indirectly, for the attacks of the terrorist organization Al-Qaeda, based 
on Afghanistan providing them with haven. In contrast, some legal experts have understood the invasion 
as an illegal operation under Article 51 because the September 11 attacks were not “armed attacks” from 
another state, as defined in this article. The confrontations carried out by terrorists did not prove with 
conclusive evidence that was behind them, and Afghanistan did not claim responsibility .  

The Occupation of Iraq in 2003 

The invasion of Iraq and the preparations and extensive political and political debate that preceded it are 
among the most complex issues of the current century. Justifications were used that were not up to the 
required level and became a theme of ridicule when the US Secretary of State raised his hands in the Security 
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Council holding a bottle in his hand as evidence of Iraq's possession of weapons of mass destruction. The 
British Prime Minister was not more fortunate than his American partners as he was suspected of lying to 
his people regarding the Iraqi weapons of mass destruction. The invasion of Iraq in 2003 was a dangerous 
precedent for disturbing international legitimacy through which the United States disregarded international 
charters and laws and exposed international peace and security to real danger. It was the start of an approach 
to military action outside the framework of international legitimacy and the scope of the United Nations 
and a clear violation of the United Nations Charter . 

In this context, many international administrators and jurists in international law confirmed that this war 
lacks legal and international cover and that UN Security Council Resolution No. 1441, on which the United 
States relied to launch this war, does not give it any authorization at all to use force against Iraq. It had to 
supply a new resolution in this regard. This was confirmed by the former Secretary-General of the United 
Nations, Kofi Annan, in clear terms when he stated: "The American invasion of Iraq is not by the United 
Nations Charter from our point of view and is illegitimate from the point of view of the Charter." In answer 
to whether the Secretary-General meant that the war was illegitimate, Annan said: "Yes, I wanted to say 
that. " 

Although the war launched by the United States and the United Kingdom on Iraq in 2003 was not through 
the United Nations, the latter admitted the status quo and dealt with Iraq as an occupied state. In order to 
legitimize this occupation and avoid a conflict with the international community, the United States 
submitted a draft resolution to the Security Council granting the American occupation forces control over 
Iraq's national economic resources and lifting the international sanctions imposed on Iraq since its invasion 
of Kuwait. As a result, Security Council Resolution 1483 was distributed which recognized the United States 
and the United Kingdom as occupying powers and granted the Coalition Provisional Authority specific 
powers and responsibilities under international law. The identical resolution called for lifting the sanctions 
on Iraq . 

Using sanctions or bullying them as a pressure card on countries, whether through the Security Council or 
unilaterally. 

Since the end of the Cold War, the United States has increased the practice of economic tools to achieve 
its foreign policy goals. These tools range from straightforward economic sanctions to promoting free trade, 
giving America exceptional power to achieve its interests without resorting to military force. 

However, the reckless use of economic control may lead to short-term and long-term disastrous results. 
The Trump administration's hardline strategies, such as imposing tariffs on allies and adversaries and re-
imposing sanctions on Iran without considering the negative effects , have undermined the United States' 
global position and its ability to influence in the future. 

American officials consider that their country has reached a stage of power that makes it above the laws of 
economic and political gravity. According to this thinking, they believe they can launch trade wars without 
confronting reactions, considering America "the largest profitable market in the world." They can threaten 
to force sanctions on their allies and continue to make bad economic decisions while the US dollar remains 
in the first place. 

However, in reality, concession and swap are the basis of politics. This reckless and arrogant approach has 
undermined the United States' position and economic authority in the long term . 

The threat of the former US President to Iraq is a clear sample of what the US administration practices in 
this type of threat, as he said in response to Iraq's demand for the withdrawal of US forces that the United 
States will not leave Iraq unless the Iraqi government pays the cost of the US air base (Al-Assad base), 
which was built by the previous Trump administration, and if they do not, Iraq will be imposed sanctions 
that no country has ever seen . 
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The international approvals campaign launched by countries against Russia following its invasion of 
Ukraine in 2022, where many countries of the world voluntarily ended business with Russia, which led to 
the severing of trade and financial relations with it, and these sanctions were a shock to the Kremlin by 
freezing many of its foreign assets, which is unexpected for one of the largest economies in the world, as 
the speed, scope and size of these punitive economic measures and the nature of their objectives are 
unprecedented. These countries' response to the requests of the United States comes because of the link 
between their economies and the dominance of the US currency in international transactions . 

Conclusions and Recommendations 

At the end of this research, the main outcomes can be summarized: 

Major countries are important and influential in determining Security Council decisions. This influence is 
due to economic and military control, veto power, and political pressure. These influences can rise in bias 
in decisions, which unbalanced reflect the national interests of major countries at the expense of the public 
interest. 

The research showed that the influence of major countries creates key challenges for the Security Council, 
including issues related to the imbalance of decisions and the difficulty of achieving the Council's basic 
objectives, such as maintaining international peace and security. This has occasionally led to the Council's 
ineffectiveness in dealing with major global crises and achieving lasting solutions. 

Through the results, it is necessary to reflect structural reforms and the working mechanism of the Security 
Council to enhance its effectiveness and integrity. 

This includes fundamental reforms at the level of altering the Charter, such as changing the mechanism for 
using the veto power and enhancing the representation of small and medium-sized countries to ensure 
greater balance in decision-making. 

Improving transparency and strengthening the oversight character in the decision-making process to reduce 
the exaggerated influence of major countries. 

Consider strategies to enhance the balance between the benefits of major powers and those of other 
countries, including giving greater powers to the General Assembly, in which the weights of countries are 
equal.  

In conclusion, there is a need to follow the ongoing expansions in the policies of major countries and their 
impact on the Security Council. It is also necessary for academic research to continue exploring how to 
improve the functioning of the Council and develop new strategies to address the challenges resulting from 
the great influence of major countries. Moreover, to provide effective solutions that increase the ability of 
the Security Council to perform its role more justly and effectively and contribute in a real way to improving 
international stability and achieving world peace. 
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