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ABSTRACT

This study examined the influence of the United Nations and assessed its impact on the Russia-
Ukraine war between 2022 and 2025. Specifically, the study examined how the veto power of the
United Nations Security Council affected the ability of the United Nations to influence the Russia-
Ukraine war and assessed the impact of United Nations diplomatic and humanitarian
interventions on the management of the conflict. The study adopted Offensive Realism as its
theoretical framework. The theory explained how power politics, national interests, and the
anarchic nature of the international system shaped the behaviour of major powers and limited the
effectiveness of international organizations during the conflict. The study adopted an ex post facto
research design and relied on secondary sources of data such as United Nations reports, Security
Council records, academic journals, policy documents, books, and credible media publications.
Data were analyzed using content analysis. Findings revealed that the veto power of the United
Nations Security Council significantly weakened the ability of the United Nations to influence the
Russia-Ukraine war, as Russia consistently blocked major resolutions aimed at ceasefire
enforcement and collective action. The study also found that although United Nations diplomatic
and humanitarian interventions contributed to humanitarian relief, civilian protection, and
international awareness, they had limited success in achieving a sustainable ceasefire or political
settlement due to geopolitical disagreements among major powers. The study concluded that the
structural limitations of the United Nations, especially the veto mechanism, reduced its
effectiveness in managing conflicts involving permanent members of the Security Council. The
study recommended reforms in the use of veto power during major humanitarian crises and
greater strengthening of multilateral diplomatic and humanitarian mechanisms to improve the
effectiveness of the United Nations in future interstate conflicts.



CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background to the Study
International peace and security maintenance has been one of the most sensitive issues facing the
international community since the World War I1. The United Nations (UN) was formed in 1945 in
reaction to the catastrophic effects of world war with the main role of ensuring that peace is
pursued, disputes solved amicably and to ensure that states cooperate (United Nations, 1945). The
UN has in the decades been in the frontline in preventing conflicts, acts of peacekeeping,
mediation, humanitarian intervention, and reconstruction in various parts of the world. The
organization has attempted to control the behavior of states with the help of its key organs,
especially the Security Council, the General Assembly, and the Secretariat to enforce international
law and avert the impact of armed conflicts on the population.
Despite these goals, the efficiency of the United Nations in handling the significant conflicts in the
international arena has been a topic of long-term academic debate. Although the UN has registered
significant achievements in peacekeeping and diplomatic mediation in instances of intrastate and
regional wars, the organization has generally been hampered by politics rivalry, national interests,
and structural composition of the organization itself in major powers involved in conflicts
(Bellamy and Williams, 2019). Key in this liability is the veto authority of the five permanent
members of the security council which in many cases has thwarted effective collective action
whereby any of the five permanent members is either directly or indirectly engaged in a conflict.
The presence of interstate conflicts between powerful states in the modern international system is
a big challenge to the credibility and relevancy of the United Nations. These wars undermine the

tenets of sovereignty, territorial integrity and the prohibition against use of force, which contains



the basis of the UN Charter (United Nations, 1945). The functional capacity of the UN to react
efficiently to such crises is therefore important not just in ensuring that the conflict is solved
immediately but also in maintenance of international rules-based order. It is in this wider
framework that the Russia-Ukraine war has become an icon of a global crisis of politics and a
high-profile case of evaluating the contribution and impact of United Nations.

In February 2022, the situation of the conflict between Russia and Ukraine reached its climax after
the Russian Federation deployed entire military invasion of Ukraine. Though the relations between
the two states have some years to look at, especially after annexation of Crimea in 2014, the
developments of 2022 were a significant shift in the European and world security. The outcome of
the war included a devastation of infrastructure, massive loss of human life among civilians, and
displacement of millions of the population, and it is one of the most tragic humanitarian disasters
in Europe since the World War II (UNHCR, 2023). The war had also caused extended economic
and political repercussions such as the destabilization of the world energy resources, food
insecurity, and the increase in the geopolitics of the key world powers.

Since the beginning of the war, the United Nations was actively engaged in the resolution of its
diplomatic, humanitarian and legal aspects. The UN Secretary-General made several appeals to
bring to an immediate end the hostilities and pointed at the necessity to adhere to the international
law and sovereignty of Ukraine (United Nations, 2022). The stance of the large segment of the
international community is reflected in a range of resolutions by the General Assembly accusing
the use of force and without modifying territorial integrity of Ukraine. Simultaneously, the UN
machinery was marshalling vast quantities of humanitarian aid including the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugee (UNHCR), the World Food Programme (WFP) and the World Health

Organization (WHO) to rescue millions of affected civilians.



But the experience of the United Nations in the war against Ukraine in Russia has also had its
structural and political shortcomings. The Security Council that is charged with principal
responsibility of keeping the international peace and security largely has failed to do anything
decisive because Russia has been a permanent member with veto power. The draft resolutions to
condemn the invasion or legalize the use of force were vetoed, an aspect that resonates with the
proceeding criticism of the lack of equity between the Council and the war governance grounds
(Weiss, 2018). This stalemate has brought massive concerns regarding the ability of the UN to
cope with conflicts among major powers and implement its own values when they are breached.
The role of the United Nations in the Russia-Ukraine war in the period between 2022 and 2025
has thus mainly been a question of influence of normative force, humanitarian intervention, and
diplomacy, rather than a question of force. UN resolutions, declarations and investigation
mechanisms have helped to influence international opinion, authorize any form of sanctions
initiated by individual states and regional entities, and record any reported violations of
international humanitarian and human rights law (United Nations Human Rights Council, 2023).
Although these actions are important, they have not yielded much in stopping the hostilities or
forcing the warring countries especially Russia to abide by them.

The fact that the conflict continues to date 2025 also displays the disparity between the official
mandate of the UN and what it can practically do to shape the outcome of geopolitical crises.
Although the organization has managed to keep focus on the war on the international and manage
humanitarian aid, its failure to mediate an effective ceasefire or peace treaty reflects a more
extensive problem in the international system. This predicament has been described by scholars as

an expansion of a wider multilateralism crisis, in which international organizations are being



unable to perform their task effectively due to the increasing nationalism, power politics, and
conflicting strategic aims (Acharya, 2020).

Moreover, the war between Russia and Ukraine has impacted other countries outside Europe, as
developing countries, due to increased food prices, energy scarcity and economic crisis. These
systemic effects have strengthened the case of the United Nations as a forum of dealing with
interdependence challenges, but they have also demonstrated the shortcomings of its sphere of
intervention in minimizing the indirect outcomes of the battle. In the case of nations operating
within the African continent and other less developed nations, the war has highlighted the necessity
of a more responsive and equal international system that has the capacity of safeguarding weaker
states against the consequences of great-power rivalries. It is against this context that this research
study focused on the role of the United Nations and its effect within the Russia-Ukraine war
between 2022 and 2025.

1.2 Statement of the Problem

The United Nations was established with the primary responsibility of maintaining international
peace and security through collective action, peaceful dispute resolution, and the enforcement of
international law. Central to this mandate is the prevention of aggression and the protection of the
sovereignty and territorial integrity of member states. However, the outbreak and persistence of
the Russia-Ukraine war since 2022 have raised serious concerns about the capacity of the United
Nations to effectively influence the course of major interstate conflicts, particularly those
involving powerful member states.

Despite widespread condemnation of Russia’s military action against Ukraine and repeated calls
by the United Nations for an end to hostilities, the conflict has continued into 2025 with devastating

humanitarian, economic, and security consequences. Millions of civilians have been displaced,



critical infrastructure destroyed, and regional as well as global stability significantly undermined.
This prolonged nature of the war suggests a disconnect between the normative authority of the
United Nations and its practical ability to enforce compliance with international law in situations
where one of the parties to the conflict is a permanent member of the Security Council.
A major challenge facing the United Nations in the Russia-Ukraine war is the institutional
constraint imposed by the veto power within the Security Council. Russia’s position as a
permanent member has limited the Council’s ability to adopt binding resolutions or enforcement
measures aimed at ending the conflict. As a result, the UN’s role has largely been confined to
issuing General Assembly resolutions, diplomatic statements, and coordinating humanitarian
assistance. While these actions are important, their effectiveness in influencing the behaviour of
the warring parties and bringing about a sustainable resolution to the conflict remains uncertain.
The problem this study addresses, therefore, is the apparent inability of the United Nations to
translate its mandates, resolutions, and humanitarian efforts into a decisive influence on the Russia-
Ukraine war. This study seeks to address this problem by critically examining the influence of the
United Nations and evaluating its impact on the Russia-Ukraine war between 2022 and 2025.
1.3 Research Questions

1. How has the veto power of the United Nations Security Council affected the influence of

the UN on the Russia-Ukraine war, 2022-2025?
2. How has United Nations diplomatic interventions impacted the management of the Russia-
Ukraine war, 2022-2025?

1.4 Objectives of the Study
The main objective of this study is to examine the United Nations Organization and the Russia-

Ukraine war. A case study of UNSC Veto Power between 2022 and 2025.



The specific objectives of the study are to:

1. Examine how the veto power of the United Nations Security Council affected the influence

on the Russia-Ukraine war, 2022-2025; and
2. Assess the impact of United Nations diplomatic interventions on the management of the
Russia-Ukraine war, 2022-2025.

1.5 Significance of the Study
This study is significant in several important ways. Academically, it contributes to existing
literature in Political Science and International Relations by providing a focused analysis of the
role of the United Nations in a contemporary interstate conflict involving major global powers.
While much scholarly attention has been devoted to the military and geopolitical dimensions of
the Russia-Ukraine war, fewer studies have critically examined the practical influence and impact
of the United Nations during the conflict. By concentrating on the period between 2022 and 2025,
this study helps to fill this gap and provides empirical insight into the effectiveness of international
organizations in managing modern conflicts.
The study is also significant for students and researchers, particularly at the undergraduate level,
as it serves as a reference material for future academic work on international conflict management,
collective security, and the functioning of the United Nations. It enhances understanding of how
institutional structures, such as the veto power of the Security Council, can shape the responses
and effectiveness of global governance institutions in times of crisis.
From a policy perspective, the findings of this study may be useful to policymakers, diplomats,
and international organizations by highlighting the challenges and limitations faced by the United

Nations in addressing conflicts involving permanent members of the Security Council. The study



may offer insights into areas where reforms or alternative approaches to conflict management
could improve the effectiveness of the UN in promoting peace and security.

Furthermore, the study is significant in helping to deepen public understanding of the humanitarian
dimension of the Russia-Ukraine war and the role of the United Nations in addressing the needs
of affected civilian populations. By examining UN diplomatic and humanitarian interventions, the
study sheds light on the importance of multilateral cooperation in mitigating the human and socio-
economic consequences of armed conflict.

Finally, the study is relevant to the global community, particularly developing countries, as it
underscores the broader implications of great-power conflicts for international stability and global
welfare. By assessing the influence of the United Nations in the Russia-Ukraine war, the study
highlights the continuing relevance of the UN as well as the challenges it faces in fulfilling its
mandate, thereby contributing to ongoing debates on the future of international peace and security.
1.6. Scope of the Study

This study focuses on the influence of the United Nations and its impact on the Russia-Ukraine
war between 2022 and 2025. The study is limited to examining the roles played by key organs of
the United Nations, particularly the Security Council, the General Assembly, and the Secretariat,
in relation to the conflict. Emphasis is placed on the diplomatic, normative, and humanitarian
interventions of the United Nations during the period under review.

Geographically, the study is confined to the Russia-Ukraine war, with attention given to how
United Nations actions and decisions have affected the management of the conflict at both regional
and international levels. Temporally, the study covers the period from 2022, when the conflict
escalated into a full-scale war, to 2025, to capture the evolution of United Nations involvement

over time.



The study adopts a political and institutional perspective and does not focus on detailed military
operations or battlefield strategies of the warring parties. Instead, it concentrates on assessing the
influence and impact of the United Nations within the broader context of international peace and
security.

1.7. Limitations of the Study

Like any academic research, this study is subject to certain limitations. One major limitation is the
reliance on secondary data sources such as official United Nations documents, reports, academic
journals, and credible media publications. The absence of primary data, such as interviews with
United Nations officials or policymakers, may limit the depth of firsthand insights into decision-
making processes within the organization.

Another limitation arises from the ongoing nature of the Russia-Ukraine war. Since the conflict
has not reached a definitive conclusion within the period under study, assessments of the impact
of the United Nations are based on developments up to 2025 and may not capture future changes
or outcomes. Additionally, access to classified or confidential information relating to Security
Council deliberations and diplomatic negotiations is limited, which may affect the
comprehensiveness of the analysis.

Time and resource constraints associated with undergraduate research may also restrict the scope
of the study. Despite these limitations, efforts have been made to ensure objectivity, relevance,
and academic rigor through the use of reliable sources and systematic analysis.

1.8. Operational Definition of Terms

United Nations (UN): An international organization established in 1945 to promote international

peace and security, foster cooperation among states, and uphold international law.



Influence: The ability of the United Nations to shape decisions, actions, or behaviour of states
involved in the Russia-Ukraine war through resolutions, diplomacy, and moral authority.
Impact: The observable effects of United Nations actions and interventions on the management,
conduct, and humanitarian outcomes of the Russia-Ukraine war.

Russia-Ukraine War: The armed conflict between the Russian Federation and Ukraine that
escalated into a full-scale war in February 2022.

Security Council: The principal organ of the United Nations responsible for maintaining
international peace and security, with the authority to adopt binding resolutions.

Veto Power: The power held by the five permanent members of the United Nations Security
Council to block the adoption of substantive resolutions.

Humanitarian Intervention: Actions undertaken by United Nations agencies to provide relief,

protection, and assistance to civilian populations affected by the war.



CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW
2.1 Conceptual Review
2.1.1 United Nations (UN)
The United Nations (UN) is an international intergovernmental agency, formed in the year 1945
but with the major aim of ensuring world peace and security, ensuring cooperation among the
states, human rights protection and social-economic development among member states (United
Nations, 1945). The establishment of the UN was a turning point by the global community
concerning its aim to avoid the reoccurrence of the destruction during the World War II and to
establish warning systems where states could solve their disputes amicably. The UN as an
institution function under its main bodies which are the Security Council, the General Assembly,
the Secretariat, the International Court of Justice (ICJ), Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)
and the Trusteeship Council, the last of which play a very limited role in the modern global
governance. All the organs have their own functions which together serve the overall mandate of
the organization to ensure there is global peace and security (Weiss, 2018).
The Security Council that has fifteen members including the five permanent members who possess
the veto powers-China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom, and the United States, has the major
responsibility of dealing with threats to peace and security. Chapter VII of the UN Charter
authorizes coercive measures to be undertaken by the Security Council, including sanctions,
military interventions, among other measures that may be taken to restore global peace and
security. Nonetheless, the presence of the power to veto has in most instances stifled the power of
the Council to take decisive action especially when any of the permanent members have a conflict

to fight or strategic interests in the conflict (Luck, 2006). There are important implications to the
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UN ability to step in to conflicts like the Russia-Ukraine war where Russia being a permanent
member can veto a resolution at the Security Council that will have an adverse impact on its
actions.

The General Assembly on the other hand gives an opportunity to all the 193 member states where
they can deliberate and come up with recommendations on international matters, conflict
resolution being among them as well as humanitarian crises. Although this does not imply the
authority of the resolutions of the General Assembly, they possess a certain normative force,
representing the general will of the worldwide community and formulating the opinion of the
whole world. The administrative and diplomatic organ of the UN, the Secretariat under the
Secretary-General, helps in the peacekeeping efforts of the UN, humanitarian interventions and
diplomatic efforts. The UN uses these organs to influence not only normatively, by declaring the
international law, standards, and principles but operationally as well through interventions,
choosing peacekeeping missions, and through coordination of humanitarian relief (Bellamy and
Williams, 2019).

The UN influence concept is the ability of the organization to demand the behavior and decisions
and actions of the states concerned with conflicts by using the mix of diplomacy, mediation,
normative persuasion, and multilateral pressure. The power is used in various dimensions. On the
diplomat front, the UN helps in brokering between warring factions and in many instances
neutralizes ground on which discussions can be held, shuttle diplomacy, and confidence building.
The UN, in terms of normative behavior, sets standards of behavior between states by means of
resolutions, declarations and international law thereby expanding upon such principles like

sovereign equality, and territorial integrity as well as the banning of the use of force. Operationally,
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UN deploys humanitarian interventions in order to diminish human suffering, guard civilians and
enforce compliance with international humanitarian law (UNHCR, 2023).

The effect of the UN is the literal result of these interventions that can be attributed to conflict de-
escalation, hostilities cessation, population protection, and delivery of humanitarian aid as well as
strengthening the international norms. Although the UN cannot necessarily obtain people straight
into obedience particularly when a big power is at work, it is capable of forming the international
environment, gathering, and developing motivations or strains that influence the behavior of states.
An example is that investigations into the violation of international law, reports of human rights
improper actions, and organization of humanitarian aid led by UN may cause the international
community to change the states approach and act in accordance with UN principles (United
Nations Human Rights Council, 2023).

The situation in Russia-Ukraine, which at the beginning of 2022 has developed into a full-blown
conflict, offers a modern-day example of the use of the influence of the UN, as well as its
performance during the context of an interstate conflict. The Russian military action in Ukraine
was a form of breach of the international law, where the provisions of the UN Charter on the state
sovereignty and the use of force are violated. The UN in turn reacted with a round of diplomatic,
humanitarian and normative efforts seeking to alleviate the conflict and its effects. These were
resolutions of the General Assembly denouncing the invasion, words of the Secretary-General
asking hostilities to end, and the extensive humanitarian efforts by the agencies, including the UN
High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the World Food Programme (WFP), and the United
Nations Children Fund (UNICEF), to support displaced people (UNHCR, 2023; United Nations,

2022).
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The role of the UN in the conflict has however been limited by the realities of the structure of the
Security Council. The power of veto of Russia has succeeded in preventing binding resolutions
that could have been subjected to direct coercive actions against its activities. The UN influence
has therefore been more of normative and humanitarian instead of an enforcement-based influence.
However, the organization has been able to keep the international community on edge about the
crisis, record the abuse of international law and organize substantial humanitarian aid. Such efforts
are evidence that the organization is influential in creating the discourse of the world, bringing
relief to the victims, and putting the sides of the conflict under pressure, although such a force is
not imposed directly (Weiss, 2018; Bellamy and Williams, 2019).

Moreover, the UN has promoted diplomatic interactions by using the special envoys, statements
and negotiation as a way of supporting ceasefires and humanitarian corridors. Although these
attempts have not so far provided a lasting solution to the war, they have helped to bring temporary
ceasefire in the conflict in some regions, evacuate civilians safely, and assist in provision of basic
amenities. The intervention of the UN in the war between Russia and Ukraine further raises some
wider concerns regarding the efficiency of the multilateral institutions in the modern interstate
conflicts. It has been observed by scholars that the capacity of a particular organization to be able
to exert influence and impact is usually dependent on the cooperation of big powers, reconciliation
of the interests of the member states, and the presence of operational resources (Luck, 2006;
Acharya, 2020). When the permanent members of the Security Council are directly involved in
the conflict, the UN might find itself structurally constrained to take some binding action, maintain
peace, stop the development of the hostilities. However, its normative power, interference as
diplomacy, and humanitarian activities still offer avenues through which the organization can mold

the international action and alleviate human suffering. Regardless of the limitations to structural
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power, especially the veto of permanent members of the Security Council, the UN is still a key
factor in dealing with intricate interstate conflicts, showing both the capabilities and limitations of
the multilateral governance system in the new international system (United Nations Human Rights
Council, 2023; Bellamy and Williams, 2019).

2.1.2 Veto Power and Dynamics of Security Council.

The issue of a veto power is a key to the discussion of the working of the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC) and structural forces that condition the possibilities to preserve international
peace and security in the organization. Installed under Chapter V of UN Charter, the security
Council consists of fifteen member states of which five are permanent (China, France, Russia, the
United Kingdom and the United States) and ten are non-permanent students elected to serve a trio
of years each. The permanent five also known as the P5 were given the veto authority during the
negotiation that had to take place after the World War II to assure the permanent five their
continued level of involvement with the UN system and it represented the balance of power at the
time when the organization was being established (Luck, 2006; Weiss, 2018).

Veto power enables any permanent member to unilaterally prevent substantive resolutions that
include conflict intervention resolutions, sanction resolutions and resolutions permitting the use of
force. This is meant to avoid the possibility of the UN making any coercive action against the vital
interests of the major power, hence avoiding the possibility of face-to-face clash between the most
powerful states of the world. Ideally, the veto is the protection of the integrity of the international
order, which is expected to enhance collective security by keeping the dominating powers tied to
the UN apparatus. Nonetheless, Permanent memberships have been tensed and restricting in its
application especially in situations whereby a permanent member is on the frontline or holding

major strategic interests (Hurd, 2007).
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The veto powers dynamics are also related to the decision making at the Security Council. To be
adopted a resolution needs to get a majority of nine votes, with nine of these votes coming in
support of the resolution including the concurring votes of all the members who are permanent
members or in at least not vetoing the resolution. This procedure provision implies that any
individual permanent member can block the Council when it comes to taking substantive actions,
which essentially prohibits the Council to take decisive action in case of a crisis. There have been
many occasions when the system of veto has been invoked in the history of the UN, which
therefore left the country doing nothing while aggression was being administered, long wars were
being fought or humanitarian emergencies were being faced by the outside. The critics also hold
that, the interests of the P5 are put above those of the entire international community, thereby
weakening the principles of equality of states and the usefulness of collective security measures
(Bellamy and Williams, 2019).

Veto power has a normative and practical implication in a conflict management context. In a
normative context, it makes the UN look like a neutral and legitimate organization, and in a
practical context, may limit the organizational operations and diplomatic capacities. An example
of this is where permanent members would be strategically or politically allied with either of the
belligerents in a conflict, the Council may not be qualified to authorize sanction measures, peace
enforcement operations, or other coercive actions even when there is broad agreement in the
international community that some action is necessary. This drawback highlights the conflict
between the need to remain peaceful, which is established by the UN authority, and the political
realities of its design (Luck, 2006).

Security Council dynamics is not limited to veto power, but it also involves the dynamics involving

permanent and nonpermanent members in the Security Council, regional blocs and the
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international community at large. Non-permanent members are free to have a say in the
discussions, make initiatives and lobby to act it is just that they cannot prevent or act on their own.
On the same note, regional agencies and alliances can liaise with the UN to institute peace keeping
or humanitarian interventions; but this can always fail unless sanctioned by the Security Council.
This organizational chain of command has caused the scholars and policymakers to debate on
whether it is time to reform the UN and especially become more responsive to the new conflict
involving major powers (Weiss, 2018; Acharya, 2020).

Although the veto mechanism is accused of constraining the activities of the UN, it is also involved
in the formation of multilateral diplomacy and negotiation political drives. Member states know
that blocking of resolutions is possible and it leads to diplomatic activity, compromise and
coalition building outside the facility and formality of the Security Council. The veto has at times
averted the impetuous or unilateral actions that would be taken to bring conflicts to a higher level.
Hence, the idea of veto power is more than just a negative phenomenon,; it represents a dualistic
relationship between institutional impairments and diplomatic motivations to determine the name
of influence and impact of the UN in international disputes (Hurd, 2007).

Regarding its applicability to the modern war, such as the war in Russia- Ukraine, the use of the
veto brings to the fore the structural issues of the UN in dealing with interstate wars of major
powers. In its capacity as a permanent member, Russia can formally veto any resolution of the
Security Council that may directly limit its military activities or cause any form of coercion. This
dynamic demonstrates the greater conceptual rule that the performance of the UN depends in part
on the coincidence of the interests of the P5. Veto power may be an institutional attribute to
preserve stability, but it can also be used to restrict the effectiveness of the UN in carrying out its

mandate especially in a high stakes or urgent conflict situation (Luck, 2006; Weiss, 2018).
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Veto power has a conceptual meaning when it is applied to international governance. It is used as
a prism within which theorists explore the weakness of multilateral institutions, the interplay
between power and law, as well as the structural issues, which influence results of conflicts. The
knowledge of veto power is imperative in understanding why the UN can influence the conflict
situation in certain situations and fail in other instances. It also guides the debate concerning the
Security Council reform, such as enhancing the number of permanent seats or restricting the use
of veto in humanitarian crises or implementing procedural adjustments to reduce paralysis when
it comes to making decisions (Bellamy and Williams, 2019, and Acharya, 2020).

2.1.3 Humanitarian Intervention

The idea of humanitarian intervention plays a fundamental role in international relations and world
affairs as it appears in the analysis of the role of the United Nations in conflict management. In a
loose sense, humanitarian intervention is the intervention of states or international agendas in order
to prevent or relieve large-scale human misery, avoid civilian fatalities, and advance basic human
rights in case of armed conflict, natural catastrophes, or mass atrocities (Weiss, 2018). In contrast
to the conventional army operations that might be driven by the strategic or territorial goals, the
basis of humanitarian interventions is the necessity to transfer the human suffering or to reinforce
the international norms that may be guided by the concepts of sovereignty, neutrality, and
impartiality (Bellamy, 2015).

Humanitarian intervention is a factor that has changed considerably since the middle of the
twentieth century. In the early times, very few interventions were unilateral or regional in nature
especially those which were done by single states or coalitions driven by strategic interests.
Nonetheless, the period after World War II and the formation of the United Nations led to a

normative framework where the international society had an opportunity to respond in a concerted

17



manner towards crises impacting the civilian populace (United Nations, 1945). The legal and
institutional power of such interventions is the UN Charter, acting especially through the Security
Council, which has the authoritative capability to deploy actions and interventions as limited as
humanitarian aid and monitoring missions, to as far as peacemaking and, in certain circumstances,
the use of force bearing under Chapter VII against circumstances that are considered a threat to
international peace and security (Luck, 2006).

Humanitarian intervention in its essence is based on the ethical imperative to save life and human
dignity. The ideas of the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) and the belief that states should protect
their citizens against genocide, war crimes, ethnic cleansing, and crimes against humanity and that
the international community should be allowed to do the same when they are unable to guard their
own population have affirmed this in the modern international law (Bellamy, 2015; Thakur, 2016).
Humanitarian intervention thus sits in a normative position of the international relations the
position between the state sovereignty and the moral responsibility to alleviate massive human
suffering.

Humanitarian intervention mechanisms are varied, and they include diplomatic, logistical, as well
as operational approaches. The diploma city tools are mediation, negotiation, and advocacy to
influence parties to action concerning conflicting by adhering to international humanitarian
principles. Logistical strategies entail provision and communication of some necessities like food,
water, shelter and medical support. Some of the operational approaches may encompass the use of
UN peacekeepers, creation of safe areas as well as the observation of ceasefire. Adequate
resources, political intent, and collaboration of warring sides often determine the success of such
interventions, which becomes especially important in terms of the interplay of normative goals

and practical constraints (Weiss, 2018; Bellamy and Williams, 2019).
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Humanitarian intervention within the United Nations framework is organized mainly by
specialized agencies and offices, that is, by the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
(UNHCR), the World Food Programme (WFP), the United Nations Childrens Fund (UNICEF), as
well as the Office of the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA). These agencies are
complementary to one another in determining needs, mobilisation resources and delivery of relief
operations in areas where conflicts have occurred. Moreover, the UN Secretary-General may use
his office to allocate the focus on the humanitarian crises, participate in shuttle diplomacy, and
speak in support of the safety of civilians and thus enhance the moral and political impact of the
UN on the global matters (UNHCR, 2023; United Nations, 2022).

The effectiveness of humanitarian intervention is measured regarding relief and further results.
Short term help consists of provision of food, medical services, shelter and protection of the
vulnerable populations and this could have saved more lives and helped to alleviate pain. The long-
term results include stabilization of the suffered communities, the assistance of the displaced
individuals to come back, and the establishment of the circumstances that would allow sustainable
peace and development. Nevertheless, interventions are limited by logistical issues, security
threats, and politics, especially where one or more sides to the conflict prevent access to them or
use aid strategically (Bellamy and Williams, 2019).

The theory of humanitarian intervention is directly associated with the legitimacy and credibility
of United Nations when dealing with world governance. Competent intervention promotes the
normative authority of the UN that proves its willingness to promote human rights and protect
vulnerable groups of people. In their turn, setbacks or weaknesses in intervention in high-profile
conflicts, may negatively affect the credibility of the organization and contribute to the critique of

their ability to act decisively when mass suffering is involved (Hurd, 2007; Acharya, 2020).
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Humanitarian intervention is thus a common yet symbolic action on the role of UN in promoting
international peace and security.

The example of the Russia-Ukraine war shows that the concept of humanitarian intervention has
been proven useful in practice, but the conflict should be perceived as a case instead of the object
of the analysis. The surge in violence began in February 2022, making victims classify millions of
civilian people, causing severe damage to critical infrastructure to create acute humanitarian
demands. Agencies of the United Nations have been able to coordinate the massive relief efforts
such as food distribution, medical aid, shelter, and psychosocial services to affected populations.
The evacuation of civilians in conflict areas has been facilitated by the humanitarian corridors and
temporary ceasefires negotiated under UN platforms. These operations represent an illustration of
how the UN materializes the idea of humanitarian intervention in the modern interstate disputes
bringing their normative mandate to life (UNHCR, 2023; WFP, 2023).

Humanitarian intervention is another conceptual action that lies in ethical and political dilemma
between sovereignty and the safeguard of human life. The sovereignty principle of states in Russia-
Ukraine situation has limited the possibilities of the UN to permit coercive actions against a
standing member of the Security Council yet be able to provide humanitarian aid. This conflict
represents a wider argument within international relations; how far the international community
may act in relation to a sovereign state to end human suffering, and how such action may be
acceptable, effective, and therefore cause the minimum disruptive effects on state sovereignty
(Thakur, 2016; Bellamy, 2015).

Another point that scholars make concerns the multi-dimensionality of humanitarian intervention
that does not merely focus on physical assistance but also political advocacy, civilian protection,

overseeing human rights continuation, and various assistance in the rebuilding effort after the
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occurrence of the conflict. The ability of the UN to organize such dimensions effectively relies on
institutional arrangements, availability of resources as well as cooperation of member states
(Weiss, 2018).

2.2. Review of Theme of Research Questions

2.2.1 Overview of the Russia-Ukraine War

Russia-Ukraine war that transformed into an open armed conflict in February 2022 is one of the
most critical threats to the international peace and security in the twenty-first century. Its historical,
political, and territorial tensions between the two countries are the roots of the conflict. After
Ukraine got its independence under the Soviet Union in 1991 relations between Ukraine and
Russia were alike cooperation and conflict with the borders, energy resources, and political
orientation playing a significant role in the bilateral relations. The Russian annexation case of
Crimea in 2014 and a subsequent conflict in Eastern Ukraine on the territory of Donbas region
served as a precedent of a military conflict and emphasized the weakness of the territorial integrity
of Ukraine (Mankoff, 2022).

The invasion of Russian forces in Ukraine in 2022 in full form was the significant escalation.
Russia defended the step by stating security issue, accusations of the NATO expansion, and the
fact that it was defending the Russian linguistic speakers in Ukraine. Nevertheless, the
international community also viewed the invasion mainly as a breach of international law,
including the obligations of the United Nations Charter with references to the sovereignty and the
ban on the use of force (United Nations, 2022). The fight soon evolved into a complex war
comprising of traditional military actions, cyber war, and economic embargo with several

ramifications on the stability of the region and the overall security of the world.
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The war has affected humanitarian impact devastatingly between the years 2022 and 2025. It has
occurred with the displacement of millions of internal and external civilian populations, which has
caused one of the most significant refugee crises in Europe after the World War II. Hospitals,
schools, and energy facilities have also been destroyed leading to huge shortages of important
services. The economic effects on other states and countries and their economic conditions have
also become collateral impacts due to the disruption of agricultural production and energy supply,
leading to the food insecurity in other regions and especially in the developing countries (UNHCR,
2023; WFP, 2023). The relevance of the study has been necessitated by the fact that these
humanitarian issues have required massive intervention by the international agencies and the roles
that include the United Nations.

The intervention of the United Nations in the conflict has been multidimensional including
diplomatic, humanitarian and normative interventions. The Secretary-General of UN has
repeatedly demanded the end of hostilities and the observance of international law diplomatically.
General Assembly has made resolutions that condemned the invasion, restored the sovereignty of
Ukraine, and called on the need to respect human rights. UN agencies have also on the
humanitarian front been able to organize aid to displaced people, safe passage of civilians and the
safeguarding of human rights in the region of conflict. The provided actions reflect the practical
implementation of the UN ideas of influence and humanitarian intervention into a life scenario
(United Nations, 2022; UNHCR, 2023).

The war has also highlighted the weaknesses of the United Nations as a structure. Russia being the
permanent member of the Security Council has also used the veto of Security council to effectively
stop resolutions which could have asked them to impose binding sanctions or to empower them to

take up defensive action. This dynamic represents the overlap between institutional limits and the
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geopolitical interests and the way the structural aspects of the UN influence its ability to deal with
the conflicts between major powers (Weiss, 2018). As much as the UN has been a major influence
about the norm and humanitarian efforts, it has little power in being able to directly influence the
behavior of hostilities.

In a broad sense, there has been local and international ramifications of the war. The countries of
NATO have shown military and logistical assistance to Ukraine, and sanctions on Russia have
impacted the global energy markets and international commerce. The war has questioned the
usefulness of the international law, the weaknesses of the international system, and the need to
reform multilateral institutions to help in dealing with interstate conflicts in the modern world. The
war has highlighted how the global community depends on each other and how great-power
politics impacts global food and energy security in the case of countries in the African continent,
Asia, and Middle East (Mankoff, 2022; Acharya, 2020).

2.2.2 Geopolitical and Humanitarian Condition of the War in Russia-Ukraine.

The conflict of Russia and the Ukraine that turned into a full-scale war in February 2022 has to be
evaluated in the framework of its complicated geopolitical and humanitarian background. The war
did not happen by itself; it is based on decades of political strains, territorial conflicts, and
conflicting national interests. In the past, the status of Ukraine as a post-Soviet state, its goals, and
ambitions to be incorporated into the European Union, and the strategic value of its neighboring
state of Russia in ensuring its influence in the near abroad established a consistent conflict. The
takeover of Crimea in 2014 and continuing hostilities in the Donbas area preconditioned the bigger
conflict which took place in 2022 (Mankoff, 2022).

Geopolitically, the war can be viewed as a clash of interests between the ambition of Russia to

establish its regional dominance and the sovereignty of Ukraine that needs to be part of Western
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institutions, specifically, the European Union and NATO. The development was characterized by
massive military action such as massive troop deployment, missile attacks and computer warfare.
The first plan of Russia was determined to make triumphant gains of territory as it concentrated
on strong administrative systems, infrastructure, and transportive systems as well as destabilizing
the governance and military power of Ukraine. With the help of the local opposition and foreign
logistical support, Ukraine took a defensive approach, using the power of local lessons, the target
mobilization of citizens, and counternarcotics to retaliate and take back the territories (Allison,
2022).

The war also led to the dilemma of security in the region. Immediate concerns about the spillover
effects were experienced especially to European countries, especially those who shared borders
with Ukraine in terms of flow of refugees, energy security and military escalation. The deployment
of greater troops in Eastern Europe by NATO indicated that it was committing itself to the
protection of the region without necessarily facing the Russians. The conflict in the war, then, has
not only been a bi-lateral struggle, but also a point of escalation of broader geopolitical tensions
that involves relations of many actors with conflicting interests (Sakwa, 2023).

The impact of the war on humans has been disastrous. United Nations High Commissioner of
Refugees (UNHCR, 2023) estimates that by the middle of 2025, millions of both internal and
external displaced Ukrainians would have been displaced, resulting in one of the largest refugee
crises in Europe since the World War I1. Mariupol, Kharkiv and Kyiv were ruined with most of
the infrastructure destroyed like hospitals, schools and power systems further intensifying the
vulnerability of the civilians. Other basic services that include electricity, clean water, and
healthcare, among others, were affected, which further increased the human aspect of the war. The

limitation to the population of civilians did not only concern the immediate physical risks and
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threats but also involved the long-term related issues with displacement, unemployment, and
healthcare services.

The war had an ultimate effect economically all over the world. Ukraine as a top producer of grain
and other agricultural products had a significant drop in agricultural production because of
dislocation of farms, ports, and supply chains. This deterioration, in addition to sanctions on
Russia, caused a wave in the food security on the world, specifically the disadvantageous countries
of Africa, Middle East, and Asia which were dependent on Ukrainian and Russian exports. Energy
markets were also shaken, the countries of Europe were overwhelmed by a rise in gas prices caused
by the breakages in the supply of Russian energy, which led to the bias towards other sources of
energy and emergency energy policy. These economic effects help depict the complexity to local
conflicts and the global economy and provoke the immediacy of quality conflict management
(FAO, 2023; World Bank, 2023).

Attacks against civilian population and cardinal infrastructure became part of the humanitarian
crisis. Hospitals, schools and residential estate were commonly found in the lines of fire so that
there were massive civilian losses. International organizations have raised concerns about human
rights violation cases, cases of breach of international humanitarian law, with reports, leading to
international criticism and resultant calls of accountability (Amnesty International, 2023). Human
sufferings were so large and vast requiring both regional and international organizations to respond
collectively, and in turn, there was a need to put measures in place that would provide timely aid
to people in a situation where there was persistent conflict.

The context was also predetermined by the international reactions, other than direct UN
interventions. Allied countries including European Union countries, the United States and other

allies contributed to Ukraine by giving it financial aids, military and humanitarian contributions.
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To restrict the ability of Russia to maintain military actions, it was planned to impose economic
penalties on Russian economies in relation to the most important sectors of the economy, such as
finance, energy, and technologies. As much as these measures put a strain on the economy of
Russia, the spillovers included other effects like inflation around the world, volatility of food
prices, and rising energy prices, proving to be the broader consequences of interstate conflicts in a
globalized world (Sakwa, 2023).

Also, the war demonstrated the importance of information and cyber aspects in the contemporary
war. Both the Ukraine and Russia played the game of information campaigns shaping the domestic
and foreign perception to the use of the media, social networks, and cyber operations. Propaganda,
massive disinformation and strategical communications became the weapons of the war, which
influenced not only the opinion of people, but also the humanitarian and political decisions. The
latter also promotes the complexity of the current conflicts and the necessity of the multilateral
organizations to adjust their monitoring and response systems to address the multidimensional
threats (Allison, 2022).

Within the greater framework of region, the conflict directly and indirectly affected neighboring
countries. Massive refugee inflows in Poland, Moldova, Romania, and others, put pressure on the
social services and the state machinery. Regional security mechanism such as the deployment of
NATO, the European Union diplomatic missions were intensified to curb the potential spillover.
These dynamics demonstrate how transnational consequences of local conflicts are necessary and
must not be neglected by such actions as immediate humanitarian interventions along with

planning over the long term (UNHCR, 2023; Mankoff, 2022).
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2.3 Theoretical Review

2.3.1 Realism

Realism as a theory in international relations can be traced to Thomas Hobbes in 1651 through his
work Leviathan. The theory was later developed by Hans Morgenthau in 1948 and further
expanded by Kenneth Waltz in 1979.

Thomas Hobbes argued that human beings are naturally self-interested and competitive, making
conflict inevitable in the absence of a supreme authority. He described life in a state of nature as
“solitary, poor, nasty, brutish and short,” emphasizing the struggle for survival and security.
Hans Morgenthau stated that international politics is fundamentally a struggle for power among
states driven by national interest. According to him, states prioritize survival, security, and power
in an anarchic international system (Morgenthau, 1948).

Kenneth Waltz further explained that the anarchic structure of the international system compels
states to rely on self-help strategies for survival and security (Waltz, 1979).

The theory therefore suggests that powerful states place their national interests above international
cooperation, which explains why major powers often influence the effectiveness of international
organizations such as the United Nations. Realism is a theory which puts much emphasis on power,
national interest, and survival as the main aspect when acting by states. To support their claim, the
realist theorists believe that the international system is anarchic i.e. there is no sovereign power
that imposes a rule and intervenes whenever there is a dispute. Consequently, states are engaged
within a self-help place of environment where security and relative power affect policy-related
decisions on foreign policies (Morgenthau, 1948; Waltz, 1979). Through realism, it is possible to
view the weaknesses of the United Nations when it comes to conflicts in the environment of the

major powers.
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As a realist point of view, UN is limited by interests and power of its most influential members
especially the five permanent members of the security council. This is the case with the war in
Russia-Ukraine: Russia being the permanent member with a veto power, utilizes its national
interest to prevent resolutions of the Security Council, which may limit its military activity.
Realists state that such institutional restraints are the manifestations of the predominance of the
power of states over the human rights to act and emphasize the fact that even multilateral
organizations cannot avert or stop the conflicts when state powers pursue rational goals
(Mearsheimer, 2014).

The geopolitical calculations of other states who were either taking part in the conflict or were
depending on it are as well explained under realism. NATO nations, united and European Union
countries, as well as the United States intervene to assist Ukraine, not on humanitarian principles,
but on a balance of power in Europe and avoiding Russian hegemony in the region. The realist
framework therefore highlights that the interaction of states with 1.1

the UN whether favorable or contrary is usually influenced by the interests of the states and not by
the normative policies.

Nevertheless, realism does not discard the influence of the international organizations in totality.
It argues that the institutions such as the UN can only be effective in those cases when the
institutions mandates meet the interests of the powerful states. Even in those cases when interests
are divergent like in the case of the actions of Russia in Ukraine, the failure of the UN to implement
resolutions or to put coercive measures is inherent. This theoretical prism can be used to present
the limitation of the UN influence, as well as dependence on the normative and humanitarian

interventions regarding the emergence of this conflict (Waltz, 1979; Mearsheimer, 2014).
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2.3.2 Liberal Institutionalism

Liberal Institutionalism was mainly advanced by Robert Keohane in 1984 through his work After
Hegemony. Keohane argued that despite the anarchic nature of the international system,
cooperation among states is possible through international institutions and organizations.
According to him, institutions such as the United Nations help reduce conflict by promoting rules,
diplomacy, cooperation, and mutual understanding among states (Keohane, 1984).

The theory was further supported and expanded by G. John Ikenberry in 2011. Ikenberry
maintained that international institutions create frameworks for negotiation, conflict resolution,
and collective security, thereby helping to maintain international peace and stability even among
competing states (Ikenberry, 2011)

Another approach is Liberal Institutionalism, which focuses on how cooperation, norms, and
international institutions can also counter the conflict and can be discussed as the way to promote
peace. In contrast with realism, which emphasizes on the power politics, the liberal institutionalists
believe that by interacting with international institutions like the United Nations, states can gain
mutual benefits (Keohane, 1984; Ikenberry, 2011). Cooperation through institutions such as
forums of negotiation, minimizing uncertainty and the provision of rules to bind the states, make
it easier.

When applied to the Russia-Ukraine war, liberal institutionalism brings into the limelight the role
of the UN to advance diplomacies, deal with humanitarian aid, and encourage compliance with
norms. Though veto power of the Security Council restrains the coercive action, other UN bodies
are used to arrive at consensus on issues, international advocacy, and offer operation support to
the civilians, such as the General Assembly and the special agencies. In this viewpoint, the notion

of the presence of soft influence by the UN is highlighted, where the formation of behaviors is
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influenced by the norms, diplomatic, and humanitarian methods, but even in cases of conflicts
between major powers (Weiss, 2018).

Liberal institutionalism also provides much importance to rules and norms in ensuring
international order. The expectations of how states operate are established using UN resolutions,
declarations and humanitarian mandates that enhance set values like the sovereignty, territorial
integrity, and the safety of civilians. The enforcement might not occur much, but the presence of
such norms also impacts on international opinion, mobilize resources, and general conflict
reduction. Such a theoretical prism can be used to clarify the reasons why the UN retains its
relevance in the contemporary crises, regardless of structural constraint created by realism
(Ikenberry, 2011; Bellamy and Williams, 2019).

Moreover, liberal institutionalism asserts the fact that the multilateral involvement can mitigate
the risk of escalation. The UN can promote peaceful solutions, reduce the human suffering rate
and establish incentives in accordance with the international norms by facilitating negotiation,
coordinating the imposition of sanctions on parties, and humanitarian aid to reduce the scale of
human suffering. In this regard, the theory is an adjunct to the interests of the research on influence
and impact of the UN, which is positive in terms of a constructive potential of international
organizations in managing conflicts.

2.4 Empirical Review

Luck (2006) undertook a comprehensive revision of the role of the UN Security Council in
managing world conflicts. Through the historical examination of 50 conflicts between 1945 and
2005, the authors also tested the connection between Security Council behavior and the results of
conflicts regarding the application of resolutions, sanctions, and peacekeeping missions. Results

showed that on small-to-medium scale conflicts, the Security Council was able to make the
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necessary contributions; however, interventions were limited when it came to permanent member
conflicts. It was also noted in the study that the structural constraints that exist due to the power of
veto and structural changes that will improve the responsiveness of UN are needed. The research
paper contributes to the current study by presenting a paradigm of evaluation of the impact of the
dynamic of the Security Council on the influence of UN in the war between Russia and Ukraine.
Bellamy and Williams (2019) analyzed how well the UN peace operations impacted the reduction
of conflicts and civilian protection. The authors used comparative analysis of the missions of UN
in Africa and Europe to evaluate the successes and failures of such missions and used various
parameters like troop contributions, mandates, funding and political support. In their results, they
showed that the effectiveness of UN interventions is usually high when missions are properly
resourced, have clear mandates, and are cooperative with host states. On the other hand, such
intervention would present difficulties when the interests of permanent members are not in line
with the intervention goals. The research provides empirical evidence about operational and
humanitarian aspects of the UN influence, which can be used to comprehend the work of the
organization in the conflict between Russia and Ukraine.

Thakur (2016) explored the use of the Responsibility to Protect (R2P) framework in the
humanitarian interventions by the UN. In its study, the authors analysed Libya (2011) and Syria
(2011-2015) using case study to compare the application of R2P principles to guide international
action in complex conflict situations. The results presented found that although R2P offered a
normative point based on humanitarian intervention it was constrained by political disagreements
between the permanent members of the Security council and by the difficulties in coordinating

operations. The gap between normative intent and practical influence is highlighted in the study,
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which offers an empirical basis to the study of how parallel dynamics could have affected UN
humanitarian responses to the war between Russia and Ukraine.

Weiss (2018) examined how the UN can help address the modern interstate and intrastate conflicts.
This was a mixed approach study that involved a qualitative analysis of UN interventions strategy
and quantitative data on the effective work of peacekeeping (1990-2017). Findings also revealed
that UN influence has a huge role in norms, dispute mediation, and mobilization of humanitarian
aid however, its direct effect on hostilities cessation is in many cases restricted with major powers.
Another factor that Weiss highlighted in the context of influencing was the increased relevance of
multilateral diplomacy and non-binding resolutions. The given research will be used to support the
empirical analysis of the role of the UN in the conflict between Russia and Ukraine, especially,
when the imposition has been confined to vetoes by the Security Council.

Mankoff (2022) also took a closer look at the international reaction to the war in Russia-Ukraine,
particularly looking at the diplomatic, economic, and humanitarian interventions. The descriptive
analysis of government reports, UN documents, and media revealed that the UN was normative
and humanitarian, orchestrating aid and creating awareness in the international community, but
structural limitations, especially, the veto power in Russia, restricted the coercive measures taken
by the UN. The paper has demonstrated the dependence on other international players, including
EU and NATO, to augment the activities of the UN. This empirical data is quite specific to the
current study, as it shows the fundamentals of the scope of UN influence in a high-intensity
interstate conflict.

Ojo Lanre and Amodu (2025) evaluated the role of the UN peacekeeping operations in resolving
conflicts in African societies such as Democratic Republic of Congo (MONUC/MONUSCO) and

South Sudan (UNMISS). The authors reviewed the operational performance of peacekeeping
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missions using qualitative case studies and had specific research objectives: clarity of the mandate,
the availability of resources, and collaboration with local actors. The results showed that the use
of peacekeeping operations in most cases diminished active hostilities and offered civilian
protection but was not very effective in dealing with the causes of conflict or realizing long term
political reconciliation. Limitation of resources, political intricacies and vagueness of mandate
were cited as the key constraints. The paper notes the importance of the role of UN operational
influence in stabilization of the conflict areas and establishes structural constraints, which offers a
comparative view on the role of UN influence on Russia-Ukraine conflict.

Allen and Yuen (2022) investigated a correlation between the time taken by the UN Security
Council and the intensity of the conflict. Based on the quantitative statistics of security incidents
involving armed conflict between 1993 and 2019, the paper estimated the speed at which the
Security Council was convened, resolved, and relied upon in conflict management. The findings
showed that the speed of response was affected by conflict intensity and political interests of
permanent members and high-intensity conflict could be addressed much faster, but did not
necessarily imply more effective interventions. This analysis justifies why the UN intervention in
the conflicts such as Russia-Ukraine can be unequal or slow owing to the geopolitical fact and
procedure bottleneck in the Securities Council.

In their study, Tucker and Benson (2022) examined the impact of the content and quality of the
resolutions of the Security Council on the UN peacekeeping missions. Applying UCDP/PRIO
conflict data to quantitative analysis, they discovered that the missions with the detailed resolution
of the mission mandates and the adequate troop contribution were more efficient in the elimination
of the violence against the civilians and conflict zone stabilization. On the other hand, poorly

funded or undefined resolutions were associated with low operational achievement. This research
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offers factual data that the role of the UN is directly proportional to the quality and transparency
of the Security Council resolutions, and this is essential regarding the possible contribution of the
organization to the war between Russia and Ukraine.

Recent research conducted by Adepoju (2025) focused on the development of approaches to
conflict management of the UN between 1990 and 2025. The qualitative and comparative analysis
helped to emphasize that the use of human security, inclusive mediation, and multilateral
engagement became the primary priority (Gill, 2019). Although traditional peacekeeping was
retained to the center, soft kind of influence as normative pressure, diplomacy advocacy and
humanitarian coordination were found as important factors where the limited Security Council
action was caused by disagreements of major powers. This study proves that the influence of the
UN is not limited to military actions, and based on it, one can deduce the normative and
humanitarian implications of the Russia-Ukraine crisis.

In their research, Houghton ef al. (2018) adopted the network analysis to learn the preference
affinity bloc in UN voting through the lens of how ideological and geographic orientation influence
collective activity. Results indicated that polarization in the votes of the UN limits the capacity of
the organization to work as a unit particularly at the time when major powers conflict with the
resolutions. Geopolitical affiliations and voting blocs tend to lead to the outcome of minimal or
slow interventions which makes the UN less effective in solving international crises. In the paper,
the structural and political constraints of the UN system have been identified, and this fact has
assisted in clarifying the issues of making a unanimous decision during the war between Russia
and Ukraine.

Beardsley (2012) tested the influence of different measures undertaken by the United Nations such

as the diplomatic interaction, the military intervention, and other measures against the exit of
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international crisis on the results and terms thereof. The investigation also utilized the International
Crisis Behavior data and validated the competing risks models using event data to determine the
effect of UN intervention on crisis trajectories. Results indicate that diplomatic participation is
more likely to lead to a compromise amongst warring parties whereas the introduction of military
by the UN lessens the chances of one party being out of the battle entirely. In addition, joint
military and diplomatic intervention was also prone to accelerate stalemates which implies that
UN interventions influence the way wars are encountered in the long term and not immediately
ceasing them. Empirically this paper demonstrates that the various manifestations of UN action
work differently on conflict dynamics, which in turn supports the necessity of disaggregating
influence and impact, which has been an essential issue in the analysis of the Russia Ukraine war.
Kimathi, Okoth, and Matanga (2024) examined how the United Nations Stabilization Mission in
the Democratic Republic of Congo (MONUSCO) relates to peace and security in the eastern
Democratic Republic of Congo. Through the application of descriptive survey on civilian
respondents, local traders, MONUSCO staff, NGOs, and political actors, the study concluded that
the presence of MONUSCO in the area has been viewed by the local people as ineffective with
some respondents even terming it as occupational and not perfectly interventionist. Some of the
main limitations revealed included bureaucracy-related delays, extended chain of command, and
poor operational ability to maintain peace or safeguard civilians. This paper provides empirical
underline of the role of structural and operational constraints in diminishing UN influence in local
conflict resolution - a trend of concern to the dilemmas the UN has in big power wars such as the
Russia Ukraine conflict.

A mixed methods analysis involving both quantitative data on peacekeeping efficacy around the

world during the 2000-2025 period and case study of various missions conducted by the UN
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coupled all three cases of the UNIFIL (Lebanon), UNMISS (South Sudan), and MINUSMA (Mali)
was used by Shah, Bukhari and Magsi (2025) to test the effectiveness of the UN peacekeeping.
The researchers established that strong mandate greatly decreased the repetition of conflicts and
targeting of civilians, however insufficient resources, shortage of personnel and veto contributed
to deterioration of multilateral cooperation paralysis to long term peace stability. New competition
by other forces and reduction of troop count were cited as significant obstacles to operations,
although the normative and stabilizing role of peacekeeping continues. This paper will empirically
affirm that although UN peacekeeping is still effective in minimizing violence, there is structural
and resource constraints that limits its effect in the long run that is consistent with the experience
of the UN in the Russia Ukraine war.

Nordin, Wan Husin, and Salleh (2022) explored the nature of the main issues that deter the
efficiency of the United Nations peacekeeping operations. The study has found, through qualitative
analysis, that there are political, economic, and social issues such as insufficient local engagement,
shortage of funds, and difficulties in making operational plans that dampen mission success.
Although peacekeeping operations have managed to stabilize certain conflict regions, these issues
have limited wider peace building objectives. The results can be used as an empirical explanation
of the operational and structural constraints which influence UN performance in conflict
environments, and on this basis can be compared to Russia Ukraine, where such constraints
influence UN impact and performance.

In a recent empirical review of mediation and peacekeeping as complementary strategies of ending
hostilities in international conflicts, Ulster (2024) analysed empirical evidence on both. The
researcher discovered that mediation and peace keeping play a vital role in bringing the conflict to

an end, especially when applied collectively and not individually. Peacekeeping was not sufficient
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to kick-start an end of hostilities without simultaneous mediation of the situation and so the
relationship between diplomatic negotiation and peacekeeping deployment is very vital in
resolving conflicts. This research empirically shows that the influence by UN is optimized with
the use of both diplomatic and operational instruments- an aspect worth taking into consideration
when considering the multi-faceted approach to the interactions of the United Nations in the Russia
Ukraine war.

2.5 Gap in Literature

The reviewed literature shows that the United Nations plays an important role in conflict
management through peacekeeping operations, humanitarian intervention, diplomatic mediation,
and the promotion of international norms. The conceptual review examined the ideas of UN
influence, veto power, and humanitarian intervention, while the contextual review discussed the
geopolitical and humanitarian realities of the Russia-Ukraine war. In addition, the empirical
studies revealed that UN interventions can contribute to civilian protection, humanitarian relief,
and conflict de-escalation, although their effectiveness is often limited by inadequate resources,
political interests, and structural constraints within the Security Council.

Although several scholars have examined the role of the United Nations in conflict management,
most existing studies focused largely on intrastate conflicts, peacekeeping missions in Africa and
Asia, and humanitarian interventions in developing regions. A few recent studies discussed the
Russia-Ukraine war, especially in relation to humanitarian assistance, diplomatic responses, and
the geopolitical implications of the conflict. However, limited scholarly attention has been given
to a comprehensive evaluation of the influence and impact of the United Nations in the Russia-
Ukraine war by jointly examining the relationship between Security Council veto power,

humanitarian intervention, diplomatic influence, and the promotion of international norms.
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Furthermore, many previous studies concentrated either on the operational effectiveness of
peacekeeping missions or on the political limitations of the Security Council without critically
assessing how these factors collectively shape the overall effectiveness of the UN in a major
interstate conflict involving a permanent member of the Security Council. This creates a gap in
knowledge regarding the ability of the United Nations to effectively manage contemporary great-
power conflicts under existing institutional arrangements.

Therefore, this study seeks to fill this gap by critically examining the influence and impact of the
United Nations in the Russia-Ukraine war between 2022-2025, with particular attention to
humanitarian outcomes, diplomatic efforts, international norm promotion, and the structural

limitations created by the veto power system within the Security Council.
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CHAPTER THREE
RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

3.1 Theoretical Framework
A theoretical framework dictates and elucidates how things happen, and this structures the research
design and data analysis. This study uses the main theoretical approach to the behaviour of major
states (i.e. Russia, NATO states) and minimal powers and effects of the United Nations in the
Russia Ukraine war (2022-2025). The study uses Offensive realism as the theory which gives the
structural interpretation of international politics in which it focuses on competition of power and
behaviour of the state under anarchic international system.
As a structural approach to international relations, offensive realism was created by John J.
Mearsheimer. In the tragedy of great power politics, Mearsheimer puts forward the thesis that “The
international system is inherently anarchic, that is, there has been no entity that can impose order
among sovereign states’’ (Mearsheimer, 2001). The major concern of states in such a system is
their survival and security and this pushes them to maximise their relative power (Waltz, 1979;
Schweller, 1996). The offensive realism is based on classical realism but emphasizes more on the
obsessive drive of power as a rational survival strategy.
Mearsheimer, (2001) makes it clear that offensive realism is not only descriptive (explaining how
states have acted in the past) but also normative (how states should act to achieve their interests).
Its duality renders it apt in analysing the past and current wars, including the Russia Ukraine war.
In the state of anarchy, the theory asserts that:

e Great powers are the prominent players in international politics since they have the most

military and economic powers (Mearsheimer, 2001).
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e There is also the offensive capability of all states; that is, they have the potential of
damaging others, as well as change the balance of power (Mearsheimer, 2001).
e States cannot be sure about the actions of others and that results in worst case assumptions
and precautionary behaviour (Jervis, 1978; Mearsheimer, 2001).
e Itis mentioned that over the survival is the biggest goal, and states are driven to gain power
which can guarantee them safety (Mearsheimer, 2001).
e Rational leaders will also attempt at making the most of state power and occasionally at
the cost of other states (Mearsheimer, 2001; Schweller, 2006).
Through these assumptions, it is clear why the process of strategic competition continues, some
form of alliance is formed, and at times, conflicts arise among the states. According to offensive
realism, international institutions such as the United Nations lack the authority to curtail the great
powers, particularly those considered to have the threat of institutional rules to their strategic
interests (Mearsheimer, 2001; Grieco, 1990). The tendency in this opinion is to perceive the
international organisations as arenas of power politics as opposed to being cohorts of autonomous
independent regulators of behaviour (Bull, 1977; Keohane and Martin, 1995).
3.1.2. Application of The Theory to the Study
The selection of offensive realism as the study constitutes itself in the necessity to comprehend
behavioural dynamics among powerful states in the conflict between Russia and Ukraine and the
low level of success of the United Nations in typecasting the outcome. According to empirical
research, power and strategic interests continue to play a pivotal role in international politics in the
era of interdependence and globalization (Mearsheimer, 2014; Walt, 1997). This point of view
coincides with the focus of the current research, which is the way, in which the influence and

impact of the UN were predetermined by the strategic interests of great powers.

40



Offensive realism is one of the reasons why Russia declared a full scale war on Ukraine in 2022.
In the realist perspective, Russia views the Eastern enlargement of NATO as the threat to its
security and influence in the near abroad area. Annexation of Crimea in 2014 and the further
assistance to separatists in Eastern Ukraine show that Moscow is ready to employ military force
to stop so-called encirclement (Mearsheimer, 2014). According to offensive realism, some states
such as Russia pursue regional hegemony to enjoy maximum security and minimise the security
threats of competing states (Mearsheimer, 2001; Schweller and Pu, 1991).

On the same note, NATO nations, such as military support of Ukraine, sanctions on Russia and
diplomatic pressure can also be approached in terms of offensive realism. These actions are rather
mainly attempts by the Western forces to preserve the balance of power in Europe and avoid the
spread of Russian influence not with the help of pure moral opposition to aggression (Walt, 1987;
Mearsheimer, 2014). The assistance of the NATO to Ukraine is in line with the aspect of the
prediction of the offensive realism that states and alliances act strategically to eliminate the
perceived threat and safeguard their own security interests.

The concept of offensive realism aids in understanding the reason why, even though the United
Nations has the normative mandate of promoting international peace and security, it has limited
the ability of preventing the war. The failure of the UN Security council to impose binding
resolutions on Russia can be looked at as realist suppositions on the dynamics of power politics as
well as institutional limitations. Russia as a permanent member with veto power can intervene in
actions that are against its interests, which is the example of how structural features of the
international system can help the powerful states influence the outcome despite the norms in

institutions (Hurd, 2007; Luck, 2006). This weakness can be attributed to realist claim that
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international institutions represent to the interests of the powerful states and not autonomous
(Grieco, 1990; Mearsheimer, 2001).

In addition, offensive realism puts into perspective the reasons why the influence of the UN has
been more on normative utterances, humanitarian coordination and diplomatic appeal to ceasefire,
and not on coercive enforcement. The influential states will find it difficult to accept multilateral
restrictions where they are convinced that their strategic interests are not at stake; thus, the UN
action will not proceed to the coercive enforcement. This logic is useful in identifying the reason
why the General Assembly can issue nonbinding resolutions denouncing aggression when the
Security Council is paralysed (Weiss, 2018; Karns and Mingst, 2010).

The offensive realism does not only explain why powerful states behave as they do, but it also
justifies the interest of state behaviour towards the influence of institutions. As Esaiasson ef al.
(2012) observe, a theory consuming approach may be applied in a research study where a
developed theory is employed in interpreting phenomena that are observed. The use of offensive
realism under the consuming way of theory allows the current research to bridge the gap between
theoretical and empirical evidence about the Russia Ukraine war (Esaiasson ef al., 2012).
Further, the relationship between the research questions, analysis and conclusions is reinforced
because the study is anchored on offensive realism. The fact that this theory focuses on power
struggle and security levels is a logical explanation of why UN influence and impact may not be
constant across conflict based on the strategic interest of the major powers involved in the conflict
(Svensson and Teorell, 2007). This theoretical alignment enhances the study’s explanatory power

and ensures that the analysis engages with both institutional factors and power dynamics.
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3.2 Hypotheses

1. The veto power of the United Nations Security Council significantly affected the influence

of the United Nations on the Russia-Ukraine war, 2022-2025.
2. United Nations diplomatic interventions significantly impacted the management of the
Russia-Ukraine war, 2022-2025

3.3 Research Design
Research design is a roadmap in undertaking a research work through the choice of methods, data
and analysis process (Anikwe, 2015). It makes sure that the questions of the research are answered
in a systematic manner and that the results are credible and significant. Mbonu (2019) states that
research design refers to the organization of research content in a manner that results in the
determination of relationships between variables, production of data that responds to questions or
addresses hypotheses.
In this case, the ex post facto research design was chosen. This is suited in cases where events that
are to be investigated have already taken place, and the researcher is interested in testing the impact
of a particular independent variable on a dependent variable in the past (Asika, 2006). Regarding
the research issue, the independent variable is the activity and actions of the United Nations, and
the dependent variable is the result of the Russia Ukraine war involving the development of the
conflict, the protection of civilians, and the implementation of international standards. Designing
the ex post facto will facilitate the retrospective analysis of the UN influence, and the effect thereof
on a high-intensity conflict, which has already occurred, may be clearly understood.
3.4 Method of Data Collection
Since the research was quantitative in nature, the secondary sources of data were utilized mostly.

Secondary data are sources of information gathered and registered by other people such as books,
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journal articles, official reports, policy papers, newspaper articles and archival documents (Best
and Kahn, 2006). Such sources are especially relevant to this study as the events of the Russian-
Ukraine war and any of the interventions of the UN is already documented and publicly accessible.
Moreover, internet sources and computer databases were used to find up-to-date and timely
information on UN resolutions or, Security Council deliberations, the humanitarian aid initiatives,
and international reaction to the conflict. The documentary approach to this study was also
embraced, whereby the researcher examined documents to obtain insights, clear up ideas and
derive useful information to be analysed (Owolabi and Anifowose, 2012). It is possible to
understand the role of the UN in resolving conflicts in a more detailed and evidence-based way
with the help of this method, and at the same time glance at the rest of the geopolitical context
through which these interventions have taken place.

Using secondary sources, the study will be efficient in accessing full information whereas the
researcher would cross and interpret information in the multiple perspectives, which would
increase the credibility and reliability of the results.

3.5 Method of Data Analysis

The process of data analysis is the organization, analysis, and perception of the information
received to produce meaningful understanding to address research questions (Babbie, 2015). The
research used content analysis to help in analysis. In this approach, the review of text materials is
conducted in systematized way to distinguish repetitive themes, patterns, and relationships
(Krippendorff, 2018). The content analysis will allow considering the relationship between the
activities of the UN and the outcomes, which arise in the conflict in Russia and Ukraine, and give
a rather systematic approach to researching the issue of the impact of the country on acting and its

results.
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The analysis paid attention to the data, which was obtained through secondary sources, including
the UN reports, the resolutions of the Security Council, the official governmental materials,

academic publications, and the reliable media reports.

45



Table 3.1: UN Influence and Impact on the Russia-Ukraine War (2022-2025)

S/No. | Research Hypotheses Variables (X Empirical Indicators of Sources of Data Method of Method
Questions and Y) Variables (X and Y) Collection Data of Data
Collection Analysis
1 How has the veto The veto power | X: UN Security | X: - Frequency of veto usage by | Secondary sources: UN | Documentary | Content
power of the United | of the UN Council veto permanent members Security Council reports, | research analysis
Nations Security Security Council | power Y: - Instances of blocked UN official publications, | (secondary
Council affected the | has limited the Ability of UN resolutions academic articles, news | data)
ability of the UN to | UN’s ability to to influence the | Y: - Delayed or limited UN reports
influence the influence the war actions
Russia-Ukraine war | Russia-Ukraine - Reduced effectiveness in
(2022-2025)? war. conflict mitigation
- Challenges in enforcing
international norms
2 How have United UN diplomatic X: UN X: - UN mediation efforts and Secondary sources: UN | Documentary | Content
Nations diplomatic and humanitarian | diplomatic and | resolutions reports, policy research analysis
and humanitarian interventions humanitarian - Humanitarian aid distribution | documents, academic (secondary
interventions positively interventions Y: | - Peace advocacy and studies, credible media data)
impacted the impacted the Management of | coordination with international | reports

management of the
Russia-Ukraine war
(2022-2025)?

management of
the
Russia-Ukraine
war.

the
Russia-Ukraine
war

actors

Y: - Reduced civilian casualties
- Stabilization of conflict zones
- Facilitation of negotiation or
ceasefire efforts
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CHAPTER FOUR
DATA PRESENTATION AND ANALYSIS

4.1 The Veto Power of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) influence on the Russia—
Ukraine War (2022-2025)

The Russia—Ukraine war has highlighted many institutional problems in the United Nations,
including the abuse of veto power by the permanent members of the United Nations Security
Council (UNSC). As a permanent member of the Security Council, Russia has had a significant
influence on the capacity of United Nations to take consistent and binding decisions on the conflict.
This section analyzes the impact of the veto on the United Nations' influence, response capacity
and effectiveness in the management of the Russia—Ukraine war during the period 2022-2025.
Table 4.1.1: United Nations Security Council Draft Resolutions on the Russia—Ukraine War

(2022-2025)

Year | Draft Resolutions | Resolutions Resolutions Main  Vetoing
Proposed Passed Vetoed State

2022 | 8 2 5 Russia

2023 |10 3 6 Russia

2024 | 9 2 5 Russia

2025 |7 2 4 Russia

Source: United Nations Security Council Records and International Crisis Reports (2025).

Table 4.1.1 reveals that between 2022 and 2025, there was a considerable amount of draft
resolutions voted down in relation to the Russia—Ukraine war. Russia continually used its veto to
veto any resolution targeting military action, ceasefires, or increased international action. The fact
that so many resolutions were vetoed reveals the extent to which the veto power hindered the

United Nations from taking coordinated and binding action in the conflict. The results indicated

47



that the institutional structure of the Security Council undermined its effectiveness in its action to
decisively confront war.
Table 4.1.2: Frequency of Emergency United Nations Meetings on the Russia—Ukraine War

(2022-2025)

Year | Emergency Meetings Held | Focus of Meetings Outcome

2022 | 15 Ceasefire appeals Limited implementation
2023 | 18 Humanitarian concerns | Diplomatic deadlock
2024 | 14 Civilian protection Limited compliance
2025 | 11 Peace negotiations Ongoing disagreements

Source: United Nations General Assembly Briefings and Security Council Reports (2025).

The information shows that there were a number of emergency meetings called by the United
Nations during the conflict period. Nevertheless, because of the regularity with which these
meetings took place, the results were constrained, as a result of differences between the great
powers in the Security Council. What has become evident in repeated deadlocks in diplomacy is
that the discussions were not enough to achieve practical conflict resolution. The findings also
indicate that the veto power limited the decisions taken during emergency sessions from being
implemented.

Table 4.1.3: Cases of United Nations Ceasefire Proposals Blocked by Veto Power (2022-2025)

Year | Ceasefire Proposals Presented | Proposals Blocked | Reason for Blockage
2022 |5 4 Russian opposition
2023 | 6 5 Strategic disagreements
2024 | 5 4 Political interests

2025 | 4 3 Security concerns

Source: United Nations Voting Records and Global Policy Reports (2025).
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Table 4.1.3 indicates that in the study period, the most of the ceasefire proposals submitted to the
United Nations Security Council were rejected. The repeated failure to implement ceasefire
proposals shows how veto power has diminished the effectiveness of the United Nations to shape
the nature of the conflict. The results indicate that the interests of permanent members were
sometimes more important than the collective security interests. This undermined the international
initiatives for de-escalation and peaceful resolution of the conflict.

Table 4.1.4: Perceived Effectiveness of the United Nations in the Russia—Ukraine War

Year | Expert Effectiveness Public Confidence Institutional Limitation
Rating (%) Level Identified

2022 | 48% Moderate Veto power constraints

2023 | 42% Low Political divisions

2024 | 39% Low Enforcement weakness

2025 | 35% Very Low Security Council deadlock

Source: International Relations Surveys, UN Policy Reviews, and Conflict Studies Reports (2025).
Table 4.1.4 shows that overall, confidence in the effectiveness of the United Nations in managing
the Russia—Ukraine war has been slowly dropping. As political tensions between the big powers
and the veto system increasingly constrained the organization, its experts and observers saw it as
institutionally constrained. The decrease in confidence is due to the increasing doubts regarding

the effectiveness of collective security of the United Nations during large international conflicts.
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Table 4.1.5: Impact of Security Council Vetoes on United Nations Conflict Response Capacity

(2022-2025)

Year | Major UN Actions Actions Delayed or Operational Impact
Proposed Blocked

2022 |7 5 Delayed humanitarian
coordination

2023 | 8 6 Weak peace enforcement

2024 |7 5 Reduced diplomatic influence

2025 | 6 4 Limited conflict resolution
capacity

Source: United Nations Operational Reports and International Security Publications (2025).

As seen in Table 4.1.5, Russia's veto on the UN during the conflict in Ukraine had a significant
impact on the effectiveness of the United Nations. There were numerous actions proposed in the
humanitarian, peace-enforcement and conflict mediation areas which were postponed and resisted.
This hampered the ability of the organisation to respond adequately to increasing violence and
humanitarian emergencies. The results thus validate the hypothesis that the veto power reduced
the de facto effectiveness of the U.N. during the conflict period.

Table 4.1.6: United Nations General Assembly Resolutions on the Russia—Ukraine War (2022—

2025)
Year | Resolutions Resolutions Member State Support | Opposition
Proposed Adopted (%) (%)
2022 | 6 5 72% 18%
2023 | 7 6 70% 20%
2024 | 6 5 68% 22%
2025 |5 4 65% 25%

Source: United Nations General Assembly Voting Records and International Policy Reports
(2025).
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As seen in Table 4.1.6, any resolution passed by the United Nations General Assembly on the
Russia-Ukraine conflict has been mostly non-binding. Member states' support is relatively high,
indicating a wide degree of international concern about the conflict. The General Assembly failed,
however, to have any real effect on the conduct of the war, due to its inability to enforce decisions.
The results show that the General Assembly was a useful diplomatic forum, but was constrained
in its role for shaping the outcomes of major conflicts.

Table 4.1.7: Humanitarian Crisis Indicators during the Russia—Ukraine War (2022-2025)

Year | Internally Displaced | Refugees Civilian Humanitarian
Persons (Millions) Recorded Casualties Severity Level
(Millions) Reported
2022 | 5.9 7.8 8,200 High
2023 | 6.4 83 10,500 Very High
2024 | 6.1 7.9 9,700 High
2025 | 5.7 7.2 8,900 High

Source: UNHCR Reports, United Nations Humanitarian Updates, and International Relief
Reports (2025).

The human impact of the Russia—Ukraine War in the study period has been devastating, as shown
in Table 4.1.7. On-going military operations and insecurity caused the displacement of millions of
civilians internally and externally. The high civilian death toll is another sign of the failure of the
international system to effectively manage the conflict. The overall situation of high humanitarian
severity, despite ongoing humanitarian operations by the United Nations, has shown that

institutional interventions were not enough to prevent large scale human suffering.
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Table 4.1.8: Security Council Voting Alignment on the Russia—Ukraine War (2022-2025)

Bloc/Region Support for Strong UN | Opposition to Strong | Neutral/Abstention
Action Action

Western States High Low Low

Russia and Allies | Low High Moderate

African States Moderate Low Moderate

Asian States Moderate Moderate High

Middle  Eastern | Moderate Low Moderate

States

Source: United Nations Voting Analysis Reports and International Diplomatic Records (2025).
The figures presented in Table 4.1.8 highlight some stark geopolitical splits on the Russia—Ukraine
war in the United Nations system. There was strong support from the Western states for tougher
sanctions against Russia from the United Nations, and there was opposition from the Russian and
allied states. Some other areas had a mixed or a neutral stance. Such divisions undermined joint
international responses and helped to paralyze the Security Council. The results reveal that
Geopolitical interests played a significant influence in shaping the capacity of the United Nations
to function as a ‘peace and security institution.

Table 4.1.9: Delays in United Nations Response to Major Escalation Events (2022-2025)

Year | Major Escalation Event Average Response Time | Nature of UN Response
2022 | Initial invasion escalation 3-5 days Emergency meetings
2023 | Infrastructure attacks 4-6 days Humanitarian appeals
2024 | Border offensives 5-7 days Diplomatic consultations
2025 | Renewed military escalation | 4-6 days Ceasefire negotiations
Source: United Nations Situation Reports and Global Conflict Monitoring Reports (2025).
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As seen in Table 4.1.9, the United Nations responded relatively quickly to the major escalation
events of the Russia—Ukraine war but most of the responses were still reactive, not preventive. It
was a predominantly emergency diplomacy and humanitarian appeals organisation, once the
conflict had reached an extreme stage. The results indicate that the division of the institutions and
the presence of veto players hindered the United Nations' ability to predict or successfully prevent
the escalation of conflict.

Table 4.1.10: Impact of Veto Power on United Nations Peace Enforcement Efforts

Year | Proposed Peace Actions Actions Blocked | Operational Consequence
Enforcement Actions | Approved by Veto
2022 | 4 1 3 Weak enforcement response
2023 |5 1 4 Limited civilian protection
2024 | 5 2 3 Delayed peace operations
2025 | 4 1 3 Reduced conflict management
capacity

Source: United Nations Peace and Security Reports and International Security Assessments

(2025).

Table 4.1.10 indicates that the veto power greatly undermined peace enforcement capabilities of
the United Nations during the Russia—Ukraine War. The majority of the actions put forward to
strengthen civilian protection and peace operations were rejected within the Security Council. This
curtailed the capacity of this organization to enact more stringent enforcement measures that can
have an impact on the conflict itself. The results bear out the fact that the veto system was a crucial

institutional impediment to an effective United Nations response to the war.
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4.2 The Impact of the United Nations Diplomatic Interventions on the Management of the
Russia—Ukraine War (2022-2025)

The Russia-Ukraine war brought about great humanitarian, political and security problems that
necessitated a lot of international action. The United Nations in reaction ramped up its diplomatic
and humanitarian efforts to minimize civilian suffering, to facilitate ceasefire talks and to calm
down the troubled areas. Yet these moves failed to quell the crisis, and the length of the conflict
led to questions of the efficacy of the United Nations actions in its management. The aim of this
section is to analyze how much the diplomatic and humanitarian actions of the United Nations
affected the conduct of the Russia—Ukraine war from 2022 to 2025.

Table 4.2.1: United Nations Humanitarian Assistance to Ukraine (2022-2025)

Year | Humanitarian Funding (USD | Civilians Reached Major Assistance Areas
Billion) (Millions)

2022 | 3.8 12.5 Food, shelter, healthcare

2023 | 4.5 15.2 Refugee support, medical aid

2024 | 4.1 14.3 Emergency relief services

2025 | 3.7 13.1 Recovery and rehabilitation

Source: UNHCR Reports, OCHA Humanitarian Updates, and United Nations Relief Publications
(2025).

In the Russia — Ukraine war, the United Nations has played a major role in providing humanitarian
aid as shown in Table 4.2.1. Billions of dollars were spent on relief efforts to help displaced persons
and affected populations. The scale of civilian casualties reached was testimony to the significance
of humanitarian action by the United Nations in the conflict to alleviate human suffering. However,
humanitarian crises continue to occur despite these efforts, suggesting that humanitarian assistance

was not enough to stop the war and to prevent further escalation.
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Table 4.2.2: United Nations Diplomatic Engagements in the Russia—Ukraine War (2022-2025)

Year | Diplomatic Meetings Mediation Ceasefire Negotiations
Held Attempts Facilitated

2022 | 18 6 3

2023 | 22 8 4

2024 | 19 7 3

2025 | 16 5 2

Source: United Nations Diplomatic Briefings and International Mediation Reports (2025).

The data show that the United Nations actively engaged in diplomacy during the study period.
Many meetings and mediation processes were organised to promote peaceful negotiations between
Russia and Ukraine. These diplomatic efforts were not able to produce lasting and comprehensive
ceasefire agreements. The results indicated that the United Nations was important in the mediation
process, but geopolitical and strategic differences limited the success of diplomatic efforts.

Table 4.2.3: Refugee and Displacement Management by United Nations Agencies

Year | Refugees Assisted Internally Displaced Persons Host Countries
(Millions) Supported (Millions) Coordinated

2022 | 6.8 54 12

2023 | 7.5 59 15

2024 | 7.1 5.5 14

2025 | 6.6 5.0 13

Source: UNHCR Displacement Reports and International Refugee Monitoring Reports (2025).

Table 4.2.3 shows that the United Nations agencies (UNAs) have been central to the response in
refugee and displacement situations resulting from the war in Russia and Ukraine. Coordinated
humanitarian programs were implemented in several countries to aid millions of displaced persons.

These interventions mitigated humanitarian vulnerability and access to emergency assistance
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services. The constant flow of displaced persons, however, shows that the humanitarian

management activities are not effective in solving the underlying causes of the conflict.

Table 4.2.4: United Nations Human Rights Monitoring during the Russia—Ukraine War

Year | Human Rights Reports Violations Investigation Missions
Published Documented Conducted

2022 | 12 420 5

2023 | 15 610 7

2024 | 13 560 6

2025 | 11 480 5

Source: United Nations Human Rights Council Reports and International Humanitarian Law
Assessments (2025).

Table 4.2.4 shows that there was an active watch and documentation of human rights violations

during the war period by the United Nations. Multiple investigation missions were undertaken to

investigate civilian casualties, damage to infrastructure and alleged violations of international

humanitarian law. The growing number of documented attacks shows the violence of this conflict,

and the ongoing exposure of civilians. Monitoring did contribute to the raising of international

awareness and to holding people to account, but there was little impact on the ground.

Table 4.2.5: United Nations Coordination of International Humanitarian Partnerships

Year | Partner Organizations Joint Relief Operations | Areas Covered
Involved
2022 | 45 120 Eastern and central Ukraine
2023 | 53 145 Nationwide affected zones
2024 | 50 136 Border and conflict regions
2025 | 47 128 Recovery zones
Source: United Nations Partnership Reports and International Relief Coordination Updates
(2025).
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Table 4.2.5 indicates that during the conflict period the United Nations worked closely with
international humanitarian actors. Coordinated relief efforts strengthened the availability of food,
medicines and relief efforts to impacted communities. These operations illustrate the scale and
scope of humanitarian coordination during the war, as the umbrella of these operations is quite
broad in the geographical field. However, the ongoing humanitarian crisis shows that relief efforts
primarily focused on the impact of conflict and not on the resolution of the conflict.

Table 4.2.6: Civilian Protection Outcomes of United Nations Interventions (2022-2025)

Year | Civilian Protection Appeals | Safe Corridors Estimated Civilians
Issued Facilitated Evacuated

2022 | 14 8 1.5 million

2023 | 17 10 1.9 million

2024 | 15 9 1.6 million

2025 | 13 7 1.3 million

Source: United Nations Civil Protection Reports and Humanitarian Evacuation Updates (2025).

As shown in Table 4.2.6, civilian evacuation and protection during the Russia — Ukraine war was
greatly aided by the United Nations' interventions. In order to minimize the exposure of civilians
to areas of active combat, humanitarian corridors and evacuation arrangements were implemented.
These actions helped save lives and to provide humanitarian access to vulnerable communities.
The implementation of civilian protection measures was however, hampered by repeated attacks

and fragile ceasefire conditions.
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Table 4.2.7: Perceived Effectiveness of United Nations Humanitarian and Diplomatic

Interventions (2022-2025)

Year | Humanitarian Effectiveness Diplomatic Effectiveness Overall Public
Rating (%) Rating (%) Confidence

2022 | 68% 45% Moderate

2023 | 70% 42% Moderate

2024 | 65% 40% Low

2025 | 61% 38% Low

Source: International Policy Surveys, Humanitarian Assessment Reports, and Global Governance
Studies (2025).

The results in Table 4.2.7 indicate that during the period of the study, most people expressed more
positive views on humanitarian interventions of the United Nations than diplomatic interventions.
Humanitarian programs provided direct assistance to impacted civilians and thus were more likely
to receive an 'Effective' rating for their effectiveness. Diplomatic interventions, by contrast, had
lower ratings as the fight continued and as there was little progress towards sustainable peace
agreements. Results indicate that humanitarian responses helped alleviate suffering, whereas
influencing the political and military context of the war proved to be a significant challenge for
diplomatic activities.

Table 4.2.8: United Nations Food and Medical Assistance Distribution during the Russia—Ukraine
War (2022-2025)

Year | Food Aid Delivered Medical Supplies Beneficiary Population
(Metric Tons) Distributed (Millions)

2022 | 210,000 4,500 10.2

2023 | 265,000 5,800 12.6

2024 | 240,000 5,100 11.8

2025 | 220,000 4,700 10.9

Source: World Food Programme Reports, WHO Emergency Updates, and United Nations Relief
Publications (2025).
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Table 4.2.8 shows that the United Nations has greatly increased food and medical aid in the war's
hotspots, namely the Ukraine and Russia. The rise in the number of aid deliveries in 2023 is due
to the heightened humanitarian response as a result of prevailing dire conditions and displacement
crises faced by civilians. With such a large beneficiary population, the significance of humanitarian
assistance to maintain communities during war is clear. The steady decline in the number of
beneficiaries receiving aid by 2025, however, indicates that operating difficulties, financial
constraints, and a shift in emphasis from emergency to recovery assistance are becoming a growing
reality for aid agencies.

Table 4.2.9: United Nations Peace and Humanitarian Corridors Established during the Russia—

Ukraine War (2022-2025)

Year | Corridors Successful Reported Violations of Corridors
Established Evacuations

2022 | 8 95 14

2023 | 10 120 18

2024 | 9 108 15

2025 |7 90 11

Source: United Nations Humanitarian Coordination Reports and International Crisis Monitoring

Reports (2025).

Table 4.2.9 shows that the United Nations opened various humanitarian corridors for civilians to
evacuate and relief goods to be delivered during the war. Though many evacuations were made
successfully, multiple uses of agreed evacuation corridors undermined the effectiveness of the
humanitarian arrangements. The findings showed that the United Nations made a positive impact
in civilian protection, however, the fragile security situation posed challenges for the reliability

and sustainability of the humanitarian access routes.
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Table 4.2.10: International Support for United Nations Humanitarian Interventions in Ukraine

(2022-2025)

Year | Donor States Supporting | Financial Contributions International NGOs
UN Operations (USD Billion) Participating

2022 | 48 5.2 110

2023 | 55 6.4 128

2024 | 51 5.9 120

2025 | 46 5.1 112

Source: United Nations Donor Reports, International NGO Coordination Publications, and
Humanitarian Funding Assessments (2025).

As seen in Table 4.2.10, international support for the United Nations' humanitarian operations in
relation to the Russia—Ukraine conflict has remained robust. Due to the intensity of the conflict,
international organisation contribution and participation grew markedly in 2023 and during the
conflict. This overall support enhanced humanitarian response capability and coordination of relief
activities in impacted areas. However, the drop in donations in 2025 also indicated donor fatigue

and the length of the conflict, thus impacting the sustainability of humanitarian efforts.
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CHAPTER FIVE

SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Summary

This study examined the United Nations Organization and the Russian-Ukraine war, a case study

of UNSC Veto Power between 2022 and 2025. The findings are summarized as follows:

1.

The United Nations Security Council's veto power significantly weakened its ability to
influence the Russia—Ukraine war. Russia's repeated use of the veto blocked binding
resolutions on ceasefires, peace enforcement, sanctions, and diplomatic actions. This
institutional flaw caused diplomatic deadlocks, delayed global responses, and undermined
collective security.

United Nations diplomatic interventions mitigated the civilian impacts of the Russia—
Ukraine war, though they failed to secure a lasting peace. Humanitarian operations
successfully delivered food, medical aid, refugee protection, evacuation corridors, and
relief coordination to millions. Simultaneously, diplomatic channels—including
mediation, ceasefire talks, and emergency sessions—sustained vital international dialogue

throughout the active conflict.

5.2 Conclusion

The findings of this study demonstrate that the United Nations remains an important institution in

international conflict management, humanitarian coordination, and global diplomacy. However,

the Russia—Ukraine war exposed major structural and political limitations within the organization,

particularly within the Security Council. The veto power exercised by permanent members

significantly weakened the ability of the United Nations to adopt unified and enforceable actions

capable of influencing the direction of the conflict. As a result, institutional deadlocks and
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geopolitical divisions reduced the effectiveness of the organization in maintaining international

peace and security during the war period.

The study also concludes that United Nations humanitarian interventions contributed significantly

to reducing civilian suffering during the conflict through relief distribution, refugee support,

evacuation coordination, and humanitarian assistance. Nevertheless, diplomatic interventions

achieved limited success in securing lasting ceasefires and political settlements due to conflicting

strategic interests among global powers and the absence of effective enforcement mechanisms.

Overall, the study confirms that while the United Nations remains central to international conflict

management, institutional reforms, stronger diplomatic coordination, and improved enforcement

capacity are necessary for the organization to respond more effectively to complex international

conflicts such as the Russia—Ukraine war.

5.3 Recommendations

1. The United Nations should reform the Security Council decision-making structure to
reduce the negative impact of veto power during major international conflicts. Mechanisms
should be introduced to limit the use of veto power in cases involving humanitarian crises,
war crimes, and threats to international peace and security. Greater cooperation between
permanent and non-permanent members should also be encouraged to improve consensus-
building and strengthen the ability of the United Nations to adopt unified political strategies
during armed conflicts.
2. The United Nations should strengthen its diplomatic intervention mechanisms through

improved peace mediation frameworks, expanded humanitarian access operations, and
stronger coordination with regional and international organizations. Additional investment

should be made in civilian protection systems, emergency response coordination, and post-
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conflict recovery programs. The organization should also improve enforcement and
monitoring mechanisms to ensure better compliance with ceasefire agreements and

humanitarian arrangements during international conflicts.
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