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ACROSS

1 Bill of fare
5 Not live
10 Stratford’s 
river
11 Makes blank
13 Citi Field team
14 Small
15 Easily broken
17 Seventh Greek 
letter
18 Dresses
19 Dandy
20 Nasty dog
21 Mystery writer 
Woods
22 Penniless
25 Irritate
26 Camera part
27 First numero
28 Top card
29 Largest bird

33 Distress signal
34 Shape with a 
knife
35 Dot
37 Scorch
38 Less speedy
39 Bullets
40 Ocelot 
features
41 Recipe amts.

DOWN

1 Venomous 
African snake
2 Tennis star 
Chris
3 Tag player’s cry
4 Frees, as a 
dresser drawer
5 Bank worker
6 Zodiac ram
7 Touch lightly

8 Singer Gloria
9 “Nightmare 
Alley” director 
Guillermo
12 Petty officer’s 
income
16 Factual
21 Dismisses 
derisively
22 Wild parties
23 Shrinks back
24 Convenient, as 
a store
25 Opposed to
27 Theater 
workers
29 Wee hooter
30 Articles
31 Shop holder
32 Long 
sandwiches
36 Binary base

There is an old adage in the West: “If it 
ain’t broke, don’t fix it.” This seems to 
apply well to the current UN system. 
It is not broken but it is also not fully 
functional. And its inadequacies are 
quite pronounced. 

So far, the UN system has served 
the interests of the global community, 
recognised the sovereignty of nation-
states, maintained the hegemonic 
balance of powers, and contributed 
favourably to global economic 
growth. Most nations have benefited 
from it, and the organisation has 
consistently received favourable 
ratings in Pew Research polls. 

Despite this, since the UN’s 
inception, the world has lost at 
least 10.5 million people due to 
war, 110 million people have been 
displaced, and 35.3 million are living 
as refugees. Half of these numbers 
could be attributed to superpower-
led conflicts. A $3 billion budget from 
the UN for peacekeeping efforts is a 
poor match for the global military 
spending of $2.1 trillion.

The UN system demonstrates 
serious inadequacies. The war in 
Ukraine, with no end in sight, is 
another example of its failures. The 
UN has fallen behind in terms of 
inclusivity, participation, and power-
sharing. Its hegemonic arrangement, 
with veto powers of a few, is not 
compatible with the current 
economic and political reality. For 
instance, both Germany and Japan 
exert more economic power than 
France and the UK. Brazil, India, 
Indonesia, South Africa, and Turkiye 
can contest the superpowers in 
terms of GDP and population. As a 
whole, the emerging nations exhibit 
more economic power than before. 
And the model needs to be adapted 
accordingly.

The representation in the Security 
Council (SC) also exhibits limitations. 
It has not been able to accommodate 
the racial, ethnic, linguistic, and 
religious representation of the world 
population. For example, four of the 
five superpowers are White-majority 
countries. Religious representation 
in the SC is similarly lacking and 
the institution does not feature 
many of the major ethno-linguistic 
population groups of the world. 

The veto power of the SC has been 
one of the most contentious topics. 
Opinions to expand its membership, 
curtail its power, establish a points 
system, or eliminate it altogether have 
been expressed. No serious change 
has taken place, and it remains a 
superpower club dominated by the 
West.    

The IMF quota system and 
voting rights give more importance 
to richer nations. The currency 
pegging and exchange rate system 
also favour them in trade and 
financial transactions. The French 
CFA arrangement (Communauté 
Financière d’Afrique or Financial 
Community of Africa) still binds 
many African nations to a colonial 
past. 

The dollar is the core of the 
monetary culture that governs our 
world. The United States has been 

able to retain its economic leadership 
because of the dollar. The monopoly 
or the economics of the US dollar will 
not change unless the world is able to 
embrace a newer political governance 
structure. 

In terms of trade negotiations, 
we have not been able to conclude 
the Doha Round that started in 
2001. While the pluralistic nature 
of governance at the World Trade 
Organization (WTO) is praiseworthy, 
we need more tangible outcomes. 
In terms of trade, the UN system 
still maintains a core-periphery 
relationship and favours the richer 
nations.  

The UN could not stop the war 
in Vietnam. It could do little during 
the two Afghan wars, the wars in 
Chechnya and Georgia, the wars 
in the Gulf, Iraq, Syria, Libya, and 

Yemen, and during most proxy wars. 
So far, it has been helpless in Ukraine. 

The moral purpose of the UN is 
defeated when the superpowers, as 
sponsors and guardians of the system, 
directly get involved in the conflicts. 
Proxy wars hurt the sustainability of 
the organisation.   

These issues have been broadly 
discussed in various global fora. Both 
superpowers and member nations 
are aware of them. Evidently, the 
inadequacies are weakening the 
global system. In such a situation, 
how can we attain peace?

The superpowers – France, UK, 
US, and the elitist G7 – are the 
main sponsors and the primary 
beneficiaries of the current UN 
system. The G7 has the political, 
economic, and military support of 
the European Union and Nato. The 
status quo serves the unipolar agenda 
of the group. As long as it is not 
broken, they may not feel any urgency 
for change. But so far, officially, they 
have not said no to reform.  

During the Cold War, the non-
aligned movement was a robust 
Southern bloc. The leaders of 
the South were strongly opposed 
to nuclear proliferation. Their 
contribution during the Korean War, 

Cuban Missile Crisis, and in global 
peace is notable. With the fall of the 
Soviet Union and no detente, the 
movement has lost its impetus. We 
are missing both the platform and 
those leaders who had global visions.  

Lately, the BRICS has advanced 
a new multilateral geopolitical 
architecture for global cooperation. 
The organisation’s quick success is 
admirable. It is seemingly aiming 
to counter Western dominance in 
global governance. Its southern 
expansion to Argentina, Egypt, 
Ethiopia, Iran, Saudi Arabia, and the 
UAE in 2024, announced at the 2023 
BRICS Summit in August, is notable. 
It is possible that we will see a new 
name, revised vision, and revised 
agenda of the BRICS. But, as of now, 
reforming the UN is not an agenda 
item of this group. Currently, internal 
disagreements within the member 
countries are substantive, which 
can hinder their progress. China 
and India have disputes as India is 
part of the Quad, a perceived anti-
China group. The Western efforts to 
ostracise Russia and contain China 
will continue to test their bond. 
Expansion is likely to prompt more 
challenges. 

The BRICS’ identity is a 
fundamental issue. It is neither a trade 
bloc (such as the European Union), 
nor a military alliance (as is Nato). 
In order to keep its momentum, the 
group will have to show some tangible 
success. Floating an alternative to 
the dollar or instituting a SWIFT-
like transaction system could 
result in a moral boost. It can be a 
respectable force in reforming the 
UN and perpetuating better global 
governance in the long run.   

The UN is nearly 78 years 
old. The world has undergone 
meaningful political, economic, 
and technological transformations 
over these years. China, Russia, and 
the emerging nations are critical 
components of the global system. 
They exert substantive economic 
power. Technology and globalisation 
have brought the world much closer 
together. 

Under the current circumstances, 
a unipolar strategy from the West 
is not tenable. Ostracisation of 
Russia or containment of China 
are not pragmatic policies, as far as 
global governance is concerned. A 
disintegration or defeat of Russia 
is not in the best interest of the 
global community and providing 
an opportunity to unleash nuclear 
arsenal is certainly a bad idea. Lest we 
forget, the strangulation of Germany 
led to World War II.

What the world needs is an honest 
and open consensus for reform. 
Superpowers, emerging nations, and 
the Global South must agree to a 
reform that would save the UN from 
underperforming or breaking apart. 
The ideology of “if it ain’t broke, 
don’t fix it” could put the UN in the 
same trap as the League of Nations. A 
breakdown could result in World War 
III. 

A pragmatic approach to 
reforming the UN should encompass 
the following: 1) acknowledging 
the power of the hegemons; 2) 
resuming nuclear disarmament 
talks; 3) establishing a representative 
multipolar world; 4) instituting a 
fair financial and trading system; 5) 
pursuing sustainable development; 
and 6) offering long-term peace. 

Let us fix the UN together, before 
it is too late.

Let’s fix the UN, 
before it is too late
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The trials 
sportswomen have to 
face to get justice

Imagine a player winning a World 
Cup for their nation. As they 
walk to the podium to collect 
their medal and commemorate 
the crowning achievement of 
a sporting career, a bizarre 
scenario unfolds. Their boss 
hugs them, grabs the back of 
their head with both hands, then 
suddenly and non-consensually 
kisses them.

That was the scenario that took 
place after the FIFA Women’s 
World Cup on August 20, when 
Jenni Hermoso was sexually 
assaulted by Luis Rubiales, 
president of the Spanish Football 
Federation (RFEF).

Incredulity and outrage 
followed. But as in many cases 
of such assault, the perpetrator 
brushed things aside. Rubiales 
labelled those behind the outrage 
as “idiots and stupid people.”

In the immediate aftermath, 
Hermoso was captured on video 
saying that she “did not like” 
what had happened but would 
prefer to focus on the triumph.

As the voices grew louder, 
Rubiales attempted to 
manipulate the situation. The 
RFEF boss and the women’s team 
manager Jorge Vilda attempted 
to coerce Hermoso to appear 
in an apology video alongside 
captain Ivana Andres. When 
that request was denied by both 
players, the RFEF disseminated a 
statement on Hermoso’s behalf, 
which was since indicated to have 
been fabricated, which quoted 
her as saying that the gesture was 
“mutual.”

Rubiales then held a defiant 
press conference attended by 

RFEF officials and called the 
whole malestrom a symptom of 
“false feminism.” He went as far 
as to assert that he had sought 
consent for a kiss during the hug.

In another nation, one with 
a less progressive political and 
social climate compared to a 
first-world European country, 
the incident could have been 
swept under the rug then and 
there, especially considering that 
most such incidents do not occur 
on the biggest of stages and in 
front of cameras broadcasting to 
millions.

Just across our borders, in 
India, a revolt has been stirring 

in its rich wrestling community 
since the start of the year, 
after multiple female wrestlers, 
including a minor, alleged that 
they were sexually harassed and 
assaulted by BJP MP Bhushan 
Sharan Singh during his tenure 
as the president of the Wrestling 
Federation of India.

The wrestlers’ protest has 
seen gold medals being put at 
stake at one end of the spectrum 
and the famed protesters being 
brutalised by law enforcement 
at the other. The protests have 
stopped after assurances on 
more than one occasion, only 
to relaunch after inaction and 
empty gestures.

As it stands, a charge sheet 
has been filed, but allegations 
are rife that law enforcement was 
manipulated from behind the 
scenes for more than a decade.

One allegation recounts a 
complaint of sexual harassment 
against Singh, made to police 
in 2012 by six wrestlers, which 

“disappeared within 24 hours.”
This time, the police refused 

to file FIRs until the intervention 
of the Supreme Court. When 
charges were finally filed against 
Singh in June, they were alleged 
to have been softened.

All the while, India’s ruling 
government maintained a 
deafening silence. Meenakshi 
Lekhi, Indian state minister for 
external affairs and culture, 
was seen fleeing on foot from 
a reporter who asked her what 
message she had for the wrestlers.

In a less hostile climate, despite 
unwavering support from her 
counterparts and from political 
offices as high up as the Spanish 
prime minister’s, Hermoso’s 
words have resulted in the same 
inaction from authorities.

Alongside the news that 81 
professionals, including the 
entire World Cup-winning 
squad, would no longer play 
for the national side under the 
current leadership, came a 
statement from Hermoso that 

laid bare the universal situation 
of victims in such cases: “I have 
to state that I have been under 
constant pressure to come out 
with some sort of statement 
that would justify the acts of Mr 
Luis Rubiales. Not only that... 
the RFEF has pressured my close 
circle so I would give a statement 
that had little or nothing to do 
with how I felt.”

Even more remarkable is the 
fact that, despite the support and 
overwhelming evidence in her 
favour, the narrative continues 
to be twisted in ways that cast 
doubt on Hermoso’s story and 
character.

If a world champion can be 
assaulted so brazenly, if she has 
to watch the perpetrator and 
the organisation she represents 
dismiss and distort the incident, 
is it any wonder why women, in 
societies and structures around 
the world that behave in these 
exact patterns, are often left with 
no choice but to stay silent?
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Holding banners and placards, people protest against Royal Spanish Football Federation President Luis 
Rubiales in Madrid, Spain on August 28. PHOTO: REUTERS


