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There is a popular adage: “first deserve, then desire”. The content of 

this article is based on this premise. The article first tries to establish 

How India deserves to be the integral part of the core of the UNSC, 

namely a “permanent member”. Thereafter it is argued, Why India 

desires to be a permanent member. 

India signed the United Nations (hereinafter UN) Declaration in 

Washington on 1st January 1942, and participated in the United Nations 

Conference on International Organisations. India signed the UN 

Charter in San Francisco in 1945. India has been a member of the 

United Nation Security Council (hereinafter UNSC) for seven 

successful occasions with its latest completed term in 2011-2012. 

Apart from being the founding member of the UN, India is one of the 

largest contributors of peace keeping troops to UNSC. More than 

100,000 Indian peacekeeping troops have served the UNSC peace 

keeping missions since last 50 years. 
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Highlighting the sustained economic growth perspective, the startling projections by the World 

Bank show that India is the seventh largest and fastest growing economy and the third largest 

economy in purchasing power parity, thereby further vetting its economic prospects.  

With the power of liberal democracy and the largest youth population, India also underscores 

its  accommodating and peace enduring attitude towards the world’s needy through its tacit 

and conspicuous refugee policy.  

Indian inclusive policies to promote, protect, and provide exemplifies its true spirit of national 

and global diversity practices as it continues to welcome and embrace people coming from 

Tibet, Sri Lanka, Bhutan, China, Bangladesh, Afghanistan, and Myanmar inter alia. According 

to a recent United Nations refugee agency report, approximately 9,000 Rohingya Muslims 

from Myanmar are registered in New Delhi alone (at present approximately 36,000 Rohingya 

Muslims are living in India). It is noteworthy to mention that the largest exodus was faced by 

India in 1971 from East Pakistan (now Bangladesh) following the Operation Search Light 

conducted by Pakistan. Reportedly, India sheltered around 10 million Bangladeshi refugees 

according to a UNHCR report. 

Furthermore, despite India’s vulnerable geopolitical location, it has declared a “No First 

Use” (NFU) nuclear policy, which certainly happens to be a bold self-enforced pledge and is 

also a solid auto-restrained nuclear doctrine of a self-sufficient India, whereas NATO (UK, 

USA, and France) have repeatedly rejected to follow suit. However, China re-affirmed its 

NFU policy in recent years.  

With all these virtues in place India has been waiting far too long for a permanent seat in the 

UNSC and has however reached a milestone in form of a text based negotiation in the UN 

General Assembly (UNGA) 70th session. This text based negotiation presented the proposed 

call for the reform and expansion of the UNSC. Notwithstanding the immediate challenge for 

India regarding the boycott of the whole process by China, Russia and USA, India was able to 

obtain the support from the General Assembly. USA and Russia’s ambivalent reiterations (only 

verbal) of supporting India’s bid for UNSC and China’s efforts to block India, however leaves 

India stranded. India’s pitch for immediate reforms for an expanded UNSC is an effort to 

connect the world population to the UNSC and counter the hegemonic rule of few elite 
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powers. The true democratisation of the council is the need of the hour, since  the UNSC 

cannot work in isolation.  

A dissection of the permanent member cocoon interestingly reveals a few brazen facts: A 

world population of 7.35 billion (and ticking) is arbitrarily being governed by five countries 

indefinitely.  Moreover, out of the five nations two are not having any representative 

government and actually have the philosophy of other than democracy in their national 

representation. While China is led by a “Communist” philosophy, Russia at least has a 

constitution (latest drafted 12 July 1993), adopted by referendum of 12 December 1993, 

effective 25 December 1993. The Chinese constitution is a mere promulgation (latest on 4 

December 1982). 

It is also noteworthy to observe that representatives from around 27% of the world population 

dictate its terms via veto power over the remaining 73%. It is further preposterous to note that 

21% of the world’s population, who doesn’t have any experience, as to what democracy means 

in real terms of governance of their own nations, not only call its shots to preach democracy in 

the name of world security under the garb and names of Human Rights etc.,The anti-

democratic countries of  China and Russia are trying to keep the world’s largest and most 

successful democracy in India, with a world’s sixth population to be hedged from seeking a 

permanent position in UNSC. 

A flawed debate justifying China in the UNSC on the counts of its highest world population is 

self-defeating, owing to the simple reason, that being a nation that does not have a democratic 

basis, there is no reasonable way to ascertain the view of its nationals, constituting the sizable 

fraction of the world population for which the UN is destined to work.  

One of the first and foremost principles of democracy is election of leadership for a definite 

term, which has to stand the scrutiny and accountability test of the electors to regain or get 

rejected for the subsequent terms. In a blatant contrast to the same the apex trustee for 

international security has been capriciously and perversely established and maintains arbitrary 

inertness to the rights and opinions of its huge body of member States, which forms the bigger 

body of UN of which UNSC is supposed to be only an integral part.  
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Specific powerful countries, were bestowed with task of monitoring  world peace and ensure 

that justice pervades to the smallest and the remotest nations. Moreover, the elite group 

belongs to the world’s most trusted democratic institutions (the UN). Therefore, it is  

noteworthy, that since the birth of the UNSC it expanded only once in 1963 to add four non-

permanent members to the council, how [un]democratic is that? Where are the provisions of 

expansion resting? Nevertheless, it still reflects the WWII hangover in context to the 

geopolitical architecture, at the face of the fact that the membership of the countries has 

swelled ever since from 113 to 193; but without any change in the contents of the class coterie 

of the permanent five.   

These global bodies should not merely represent a few nations, and ignore the world’s largest 

democracy or a 54 nation continent like Africa or a country like Japan. A long pending 

overhaul is required for proper expansion and composition of UNSC. Without the, political 

will of the P5 nations however, restoring the UNSC’s significance for the coming generations 

seems unlikely.  
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