Korean War: U.N. Peacemaking or U.S. Containment?
While the UN definitely acted in the conflict in Korea to restore peace there are several compelling arguments to suggest this conflict was a better example of US containment motivating international involvement opposed to a desire by the UN to intervene in the conflict.

1.  The UN would have never have received the endorsement of the Security Council except The USSR was boycotting the UN at the time over its refusal to recognize communist China.
2. The bulk of the forces in the Korean war were US:  %50 U.S., %10 International, %40 South Korean

3. Of those forces, The U.S. comprised a significant percentage: Ground Force 50%, Naval Force 86% U.S., Air Force 93% U.S.
4. Those 16 nations from around the world involved were friendly nations with the U.S..  (No Soviet allies.)

5. The policy leader in the conflict was the U.S. president, Harry S. Truman.

6. The ground commander(s) in the fighting were U.S. Generals (MacArthur, Ridgeway)

7. The most compelling argument that it was U.S. containment was the decision by the ground forces to cross the 38th parallel and wage war in North Korea almost as far as the Chinese border.  (The U.S. General MacArthur even wanted to attack China.)  By its very definition, the purposes and principals of the UN would prevent it from entering a sovereign nation as an aggressor.  Its mandate would only be to restore the original borders instead of acquiring territory not previously controlled by the South Koreans.
