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Abstract: This research paper explores India's longstanding call for a permanent seat in 

the United Nations Security Council (UNSC). It examines the geopolitical, economic, and 

diplomatic factors that shape India's aspirations for a more significant role in global governance. 

Through an analysis of historical context, the evolving role of the UNSC, and India's diplomatic 

efforts, this paper assesses the feasibility and implications of granting India a permanent seat in 

the UNSC. The study incorporates scholarly perspectives and international policies to evaluate 

the potential impact on global security and the United Nations system. 
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1. Introduction 

India has been a vocal advocate for the reform of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC), 

particularly in its bid for a permanent seat. As one of the largest democracies in the world and an 

emerging global power, India has argued that its absence from the UNSC does not reflect its 

growing influence in global politics (Chakravarty, 2020). The call for a permanent seat in the 

UNSC is not a new issue; it has been a part of India's foreign policy since the 1950s. The UNSC, 

established in 1945, consists of five permanent members (P5) – the United States, the United 

Kingdom, France, Russia, and China – who hold veto power over substantive resolutions. India, 

along with other nations, has called for UNSC reforms to reflect the geopolitical realities of the 

21st century, where emerging powers like India are central to global peace and security (Chand, 

2021). 

According to Rajan (2019), the issue of UNSC reform is closely tied to the broader questions of 

global governance and the legitimacy of the United Nations. India’s growing economic and 

military stature, coupled with its strategic position in Asia, has positioned it as a key player in the 

international system, making its inclusion in the UNSC a matter of importance for global stability. 

This paper evaluates the factors that support India's call for a permanent UNSC seat, the 

challenges it faces, and the potential implications of such a reform. 

https://semantjournals.org/index.php/AJPSLS
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2. Objectives of the Research Paper: 

➢ To Analyze India’s Historical Position on the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) 

➢ To Assess the Rationale Behind India’s Call for a Permanent UNSC Seat 

➢ To Evaluate India’s Diplomatic Efforts in the United Nations and International Community 

➢ To Examine the Impact of India’s Permanent UNSC Seat on Global Politics 

➢ To Identify Potential Challenges and Obstacles in India’s Bid for a Permanent UNSC Seat 

3. Research Methodology: 

The research methodology for this paper is qualitative and is based on literature review from 

books, articles, official reports, and academic papers. The following steps outline the 

methodology: 

➢ Literature Review: 

✓ The primary method of research will involve a comprehensive review of existing literature. 

This will include books, journal articles, reports, and credible online resources on India’s 

position in the United Nations, the Security Council reform debate, and global governance. 

✓ Key themes will include the history of India’s UNSC demand, its diplomatic engagements, 

and the political and economic implications of a permanent seat. 

➢ Content Analysis: 

✓ A content analysis of relevant literature will be conducted to assess the views and arguments 

presented by scholars, policymakers, and diplomats regarding India’s bid for a permanent 

UNSC seat. 

✓ This analysis will help identify recurring themes, key arguments, and divergent opinions 

within the literature. 

➢ Documentary and Archival Analysis: 

✓ Relevant official documents such as India’s speeches at the United Nations, official UN 

reports, and statements from key UN member states will be reviewed. 

✓ Archival data from India’s Ministry of External Affairs, as well as documents from the 

United Nations on the Security Council reform process, will be consulted to understand the 

trajectory of India’s demand. 

➢ Case Study Analysis: 

✓ A case study approach will be used to analyze specific instances of India’s diplomatic 

engagements with UN member states and other international stakeholders regarding its UNSC 

seat bid. 

✓ Comparative analysis of other countries’ bids for UNSC reform, such as Brazil, Germany, and 

Japan, will be conducted to understand the broader context of the issue. 

➢ Descriptive Analysis: 

✓ The research will adopt a descriptive analysis to explain the political, economic, and strategic 

factors that have shaped India’s approach to the UNSC, including historical, domestic, and 

international perspectives. 

➢ Interpretive Approach: 

✓ An interpretive approach will be employed to understand the motivations behind India’s call 

for a permanent seat, the role of regional and global power dynamics, and the significance of 

India’s growing role in international politics. 
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➢ Comparative Analysis: 

✓ A comparative analysis will be made between India’s demand for a permanent UNSC seat 

and the positions of other countries seeking similar reforms. This will provide a broader 

understanding of the challenges faced by India and the prospects of achieving its goal. 

4. Historical Context of India's UNSC Demand 

India's demand for a permanent seat in the UNSC has evolved over time, with several milestones 

shaping the discourse. In the early years following independence, India’s foreign policy was 

primarily focused on economic development and maintaining its non-aligned stance in the Cold 

War (Sharma, 2018). However, as India’s economic growth accelerated and its international 

influence expanded, the country began to push for greater representation in global institutions, 

particularly the UNSC. 

The first significant push for a UNSC seat came during the 1990s, after India’s economic 

liberalization (Puri, 2017). The end of the Cold War and the rise of new global players prompted 

calls for the reform of international institutions, including the UNSC, which many argued no 

longer reflected the geopolitical realities of the post-Cold War era (Jain, 2019). India’s nuclear 

tests in 1998 and its growing role in international forums such as the World Trade Organization 

(WTO) further cemented its status as a rising power (Chatterjee, 2020). 

In 2005, then-Prime Minister Manmohan Singh formally proposed India’s candidacy for a 

permanent seat in the UNSC, emphasizing that India’s growing economic, political, and military 

capabilities made it a natural candidate for such a role (Singh, 2005). Despite support from many 

nations, the call for a permanent seat has not been realized, largely due to resistance from some of 

the existing permanent members, as well as the complex geopolitics surrounding UNSC reform 

(Ghosh, 2021).  

India’s pursuit of a permanent seat in the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) is deeply 

rooted in its post-independence foreign policy and its vision of playing a significant role in global 

governance. After gaining independence in 1947, India emerged as a vocal advocate for 

decolonization, peace, and international cooperation. Despite being one of the original signatories 

of the UN Charter and an active participant in early UN initiatives, India was not included in the 

group of five permanent members (P5), a decision that many scholars argue was driven more by 

wartime alliances than by equitable representation (Tharoor, 2011; Acharya, 2014). 

During the early Cold War period, India adopted a policy of non-alignment, which sometimes 

positioned it at odds with both Western and Soviet blocs. This stance, while morally driven, also 

meant that India did not strongly assert its claim to a UNSC seat during the formative years of the 

Council’s structure. Some historical accounts even suggest that India declined an offer of a 

permanent seat made through informal diplomatic channels, potentially involving a proposal from 

the United States to take China’s place before the latter’s representation transferred from the 

Republic of China (Taiwan) to the People's Republic of China (Gupta, 2005; Malone & 

Mukherjee, 2011). Although the veracity of these claims remains debated, they reflect the 

complex dynamics of early UN politics. 

India’s growing participation in UN peacekeeping missions throughout the 1950s and 1960s 

underscored its commitment to multilateralism and global peace, yet it continued to be excluded 

from core decision-making at the UNSC level (Pant, 2013). The changing global order after the 

Cold War and India's economic liberalization in the early 1990s marked a significant turning 

point. With the emergence of a unipolar world and increasing calls for reforming global 

institutions to reflect new economic realities, India began to more actively pursue a permanent 

seat, positioning itself as a responsible and capable global actor (Mohan, 2003; Raghavan, 2010). 
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In 1994, India officially articulated its desire for permanent membership in the UNSC during the 

49th UN General Assembly, arguing that the Council's composition needed to reflect 

contemporary geopolitical and economic realities (Ministry of External Affairs, 1994). The 2005 

formation of the G4—comprising India, Germany, Japan, and Brazil—further institutionalized 

India's campaign for Council reform and permanent membership (Weiss, 2012). This demand was 

built on the argument that India, as the world’s most populous democracy and one of the largest 

contributors to UN peacekeeping operations, deserved a seat at the high table of global 

governance (Paul, 2006). 

Despite wide support from countries like the United States, the United Kingdom, France, and 

Russia, India's bid has encountered persistent opposition from some quarters—most notably from 

China and Pakistan—who question the legitimacy or political consequences of its inclusion 

(Chand, 2017). The historical trajectory of India’s UNSC demand thus reflects a complex 

interplay of diplomatic restraint, strategic ambition, and evolving global power structures. 

5. India’s Strategic and Diplomatic Efforts 

India’s efforts to secure a permanent seat in the UNSC have been marked by extensive diplomatic 

outreach and engagement in multilateral forums. India has garnered support from several 

countries, particularly in the Global South, which argue that a permanent UNSC seat for India 

would provide a more equitable representation of emerging powers (Bajpai, 2017). Additionally, 

India has emphasized its role in peacekeeping missions, conflict resolution, and promoting 

international security as evidence of its contributions to global governance (Singh, 2019). 

India’s bid for a permanent seat in the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) has been marked 

by strategic diplomacy, multilateral engagement, and alliance-building across continents. Over the 

past few decades, India has consistently underscored its credentials as a responsible international 

actor through participation in peacekeeping missions, its economic growth, and its democratic 

governance—key factors used to legitimize its claim (Mohan, 2003; Malone & Mukherjee, 2011). 

One of India’s most significant diplomatic initiatives was the formation of the G4 grouping in 

2005, comprising Germany, Brazil, Japan, and India. This alliance was formed to advocate for 

permanent seats for all four countries in an expanded UNSC. The G4 nations have conducted joint 

summits, issued common declarations, and coordinated lobbying efforts at the UN and in bilateral 

settings (Weiss, 2012). India, in particular, has taken the lead in promoting reform proposals, 

often highlighting the growing disparity between contemporary global realities and the outdated 

structure of the Council (Tharoor, 2011). 

India has also employed a policy of proactive multilateralism. It has used its participation in major 

global forums—including the Non-Aligned Movement (NAM), the Commonwealth, the G20, 

BRICS, and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO)—to build coalitions and consensus 

around the need for reforming global governance institutions (Chand, 2017; Pant, 2013). By 

showcasing its commitment to multilateral diplomacy, India has sought to gain moral legitimacy 

and broaden its international support base. 

At the bilateral level, India has consistently received vocal backing for its bid from major global 

powers. The United States, United Kingdom, France, and Russia have all, at different times, 

publicly endorsed India’s claim to a permanent seat (Gupta, 2005; Paul, 2006). India's 

engagement with African nations, small island states, and Latin American countries has been 

especially strategic, aiming to build a larger coalition of countries supportive of comprehensive 

UNSC reform (Acharya, 2014). 

Furthermore, India's long-standing contribution to UN peacekeeping missions has been a central 

component of its strategic narrative. As one of the largest troop-contributing countries, India has 

emphasized its operational and humanitarian commitment to UN causes—arguing that countries 
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contributing significantly to global peace and security deserve to be included in the Council's 

decision-making processes (Malone & Mukherjee, 2011; Raghavan, 2010). 

India has also capitalized on its economic rise to bolster its diplomatic profile. Since its 

liberalization in the early 1990s, India's rapidly growing economy has been used as a diplomatic 

asset in negotiations and international outreach, projecting the country not just as a regional power 

but as a potential global one (Mohan, 2003). This economic rise has been leveraged to forge 

stronger strategic ties, secure endorsements, and attract investment in its vision for a reformed 

UNSC (Pant, 2013). 

Despite these efforts, India’s campaign continues to face challenges, particularly from nations 

with rival regional ambitions or differing visions of global order, such as China and Pakistan 

(Chand, 2017). Nonetheless, India’s diplomatic strategy remains multifaceted—built on alliances, 

participation, economic leverage, and moral argumentation—which continues to solidify its 

position as a leading contender for a permanent UNSC seat. 

Moreover, the process of UNSC reform requires the approval of two-thirds of the General 

Assembly and the assent of all five permanent members of the UNSC. This high threshold for 

approval means that even if there is significant support for India’s candidacy, the political 

dynamics of the UNSC remain a significant barrier to reform (Das, 2021). 

6. The Case for UNSC Reform 

Advocates of UNSC reform argue that the current composition of the Council is outdated and 

does not reflect the global balance of power in the 21st century. According to international 

relations scholar Ramesh (2020), the UNSC’s structure, which has remained largely unchanged 

since its creation in 1945, fails to account for the rise of new economic powers like India, Brazil, 

and South Africa. Supporters of India’s bid argue that its exclusion from the UNSC is a vestige of 

a post-World War II order that no longer accurately reflects the global balance of power 

(Bhattacharya, 2019). 

India's economic growth, its strategic location in South Asia, and its contributions to global 

peacekeeping missions all make a compelling case for its inclusion in the UNSC (Sinha, 2020). 

Furthermore, India has positioned itself as a key player in addressing global challenges, such as 

climate change, terrorism, and economic inequality, which further strengthens its argument for a 

greater role in international governance (Nair, 2018). As Sharma (2020) notes, India's role in 

peacekeeping and its diplomatic efforts in conflict resolution in countries like Afghanistan and Sri 

Lanka are often cited as evidence of its commitment to global security. 

The call for reforming the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) stems from growing global 

consensus that the current structure no longer reflects the political, economic, and demographic 

realities of the 21st century. Established in 1945 in the aftermath of World War II, the UNSC was 

designed to maintain international peace and security through the authority of its five permanent 

members (P5)—the United States, the United Kingdom, France, Russia (formerly the USSR), and 

China—each possessing veto power (Luck, 2006). This power configuration, shaped by wartime 

alliances rather than democratic representation, has been criticized for its exclusionary and 

outdated nature (Weiss, 2012). 

One of the primary arguments for reform is the dramatic shift in global power dynamics since the 

mid-20th century. Nations such as India, Brazil, Germany, and Japan have emerged as significant 

economic and political actors with global influence, yet they remain outside the Council’s 

permanent membership (Paul, 2006). These countries—often referred to collectively as the G4—

have argued that an expanded and restructured UNSC is necessary to ensure its legitimacy, 

effectiveness, and representativeness in contemporary international affairs (Mohan, 2003). 
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Another critical issue is the underrepresentation of entire continents, particularly Africa and Latin 

America. Despite being home to more than a billion people, Africa has no permanent 

representation in the Council, a glaring omission considering the number of Security Council 

deliberations and peacekeeping missions that involve African states (Adebajo, 2008). This 

inequity undermines the Council’s credibility and perpetuates a neo-colonial global order that 

privileges the political priorities of a few over the needs of the many (Acharya, 2014). 

Moreover, the use of the veto power by P5 members has frequently led to diplomatic gridlock and 

paralysis in conflict situations. For example, repeated vetoes by Russia and China in resolutions 

regarding the Syrian civil war or the Israel-Palestine conflict have hindered collective action, 

sparking criticism that the veto serves as a tool for geopolitical interests rather than as a safeguard 

for global peace (Zifcak, 2012; Luck, 2006). This misuse has amplified calls for limiting the scope 

of the veto or even abolishing it in cases of mass atrocities such as genocide or war crimes (Weiss, 

2012). 

From a democratic governance perspective, the reform of the UNSC is essential to uphold the 

principles of equity, inclusivity, and transparency that the UN Charter espouses. Critics argue that 

the present structure reinforces a hierarchical global system, where the voices of the Global South 

are marginalized despite their growing contributions to peacekeeping, economic development, and 

humanitarian efforts (Tharoor, 2011; Pant, 2013). 

In recent years, a series of intergovernmental negotiations on UNSC reform have taken place 

under the aegis of the UN General Assembly. However, consensus has remained elusive due to 

conflicting interests among regional groups and resistance from some P5 members who fear 

dilution of their influence (Malone & Mukherjee, 2011). Despite these challenges, the momentum 

for reform remains strong, with a growing number of UN member states calling for a more 

representative, accountable, and democratic Security Council. 

7. Challenges to UNSC Reform and India's Bid 

Despite growing international calls for reform, restructuring the United Nations Security Council 

(UNSC) remains an arduous process, constrained by institutional rigidity, geopolitical rivalry, and 

entrenched interests of existing permanent members. India’s bid for a permanent seat, while 

gaining considerable support over the years, faces a complex array of political, diplomatic, and 

procedural obstacles (Malone & Mukherjee, 2011; Weiss, 2012). 

A significant institutional barrier lies in the requirement for Charter amendment, which mandates 

a two-thirds majority in the UN General Assembly (129 of 193 members), followed by ratification 

by two-thirds of the member states, including all five permanent members of the Security Council 

(UN Charter, Article 108). This structure effectively gives the P5 a de facto veto over any reform, 

thereby preserving their privileged position (Luck, 2006). While some P5 nations like the United 

States, France, and the United Kingdom have expressed verbal support for India’s inclusion, 

China’s ambivalent and often obstructive stance presents a major roadblock (Paul, 2006; Mohan, 

2003). 

India also faces regional rivalries, most notably from Pakistan and, to some extent, China. 

Pakistan has consistently opposed India’s claim, often framing it within the context of the 

Kashmir dispute and broader regional tensions. It has also aligned with the Uniting for Consensus 

(UfC) group, an informal coalition of countries—including Italy, South Korea, Argentina, and 

Mexico—that oppose the expansion of permanent seats altogether and instead advocate for 

expanding only non-permanent membership (Müller, 2010). This has created a powerful counter-

narrative that complicates efforts at consensus building. 

Another challenge to India’s bid stems from the lack of a cohesive vision on what UNSC reform 

should look like. While the G4 nations (India, Germany, Brazil, and Japan) support expansion of 



                                  ( American Journal of Political Science and Leadership Studies) 

 

American Journal of Political Science and Leadership Studies 11 

both permanent and non-permanent seats, other blocs such as the African Union advocate for at 

least two permanent seats for Africa with veto rights, a demand that has introduced new 

dimensions of complexity into reform negotiations (Adebajo, 2008; Murthy, 2020). The diversity 

of interests and expectations across regions has stalled the Intergovernmental Negotiations (IGN) 

process, leaving it without concrete outcomes for over a decade (Weiss, 2012). 

Additionally, India’s historical posture of non-alignment and its periodic reluctance to align 

strongly with specific power blocs have led to some inconsistencies in its global diplomatic 

leverage (Pant, 2013). While India has sought to balance its traditional identity with its aspiration 

for global leadership, critics argue that it has yet to assert a clear and forceful strategy that can 

mobilize sustained international support (Tharoor, 2011; Mohan, 2003). 

Domestically, India’s candidacy is often questioned on grounds of its internal issues related to 

human rights, religious intolerance, and democratic backsliding. While these concerns are not 

unique to India, they have been used by detractors to question its moral authority to occupy a 

permanent seat in an institution meant to uphold international peace and human rights (Acharya, 

2014; Zifcak, 2012). 

Finally, the geopolitical environment itself is increasingly polarized, especially with the 

resurgence of Cold War-style rivalries between the West and Russia, and the strategic competition 

between the U.S. and China. This fractured world order makes multilateral reform exceedingly 

difficult, as collective agreement on fundamental institutional changes has become rarer than ever 

(Mohan, 2003; Luck, 2006). 

In sum, while the rationale for India’s permanent membership is compelling, the path toward 

achieving it is laden with diplomatic, structural, and political obstacles. Until a broader 

international consensus emerges—particularly among the P5—meaningful reform of the UNSC 

will likely remain stalled. 

8. Conclusion 

India’s call for a permanent seat in the United Nations Security Council remains a key issue in the 

debate over global governance and the future of the United Nations. While there are strong 

arguments in favor of India’s inclusion, the path to achieving this goal is complex and fraught 

with geopolitical challenges. The resistance from existing permanent members, particularly China, 

and the high threshold for UNSC reform, means that India’s aspirations may remain unfulfilled in 

the near future. However, the ongoing diplomatic efforts and India’s increasing role in global 

security and economic affairs suggest that its call for a permanent seat will continue to be a 

significant issue in international relations. 
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