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Background
The United Nations Security Council (UNSC) plays
a central role in shaping international responses to
armed conflict.
The five permanent members (P5)—the United
States, United Kingdom, France, Russia, and China
—hold veto power and exert disproportionate
influence through their speeches.
Language used in UNSC meetings affects: 

         -Rebel legitimacy 
         -International aid and sanctions 
         -Media framing and intervention decisions
         -Existing research focuses on resolutions and
military action, while UNSC speech and rhetoric remain
understudied.

Next Steps / Future
Research

References

Acknowledgment

Dataset includes official UNSC speeches from 1991–
2008 that reference named rebel groups.
Each observation represents one speech delivered by a
P5 member.
Speeches were organized and analyzed using Microsoft
Excel.
Variables recorded:

Year of speech
P5 speaker country
Conflict or region
Rebel group mentioned
Sentiment score

Sentiment Coding Scale
1 = Strong condemnation
2 = Moderate condemnation
3 = Neutral or descriptive framing
4 = Moderate support
5 = Strong support or legitimization
Sentiment reflects overall framing across the full
speech, not isolated language.

Although results are preliminary, we anticipate
that strongly condemnatory P5 rhetoric (scores of
1–2) will be associated with:
Increased international pressure, heightened
media attention, strategic signaling or escalation
by some rebel groups
Condemnation may reduce rebel legitimacy while
incentivizing violent or symbolic responses.
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Results: Sentiment

Results: Differences

P5 sentiment toward rebel groups varies across
time but remains largely neutral to negative.
Average sentiment scores range from
approximately 2.1 to 3.0.
Periods of heightened conflict correspond with
more condemnatory rhetoric.
Later years show a modest shift toward
neutralization rather than outright
condemnation.
Movement toward neutrality represents a
meaningful rhetorical shift within the UNSC.

P5 members display distinct rhetorical patterns.
The Russian Federation exhibits the lowest
average sentiment, reflecting consistently negative
framing.
France, the United Kingdom, and the United
States cluster closer to neutral framing.
China’s rhetoric remains relatively stable and
moderately negative.
These differences suggest national variation in
how P5 members construct rebel legitimacy.

Figure 2. Differences in P5 Rhetoric Toward Rebel Groups
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Expand coding to include additional UNSC
speeches across conflicts and time periods.
Analyze major media reports (e.g., Reuters, BBC,
New York Times) documenting rebel reactions
following P5 condemnation.
Examine whether condemnatory rhetoric is
followed by behavioral escalation, civilian
targeting, or strategic signaling by rebel groups.
Use qualitative case evidence to complement
quantitative findings and clarify how and why
rebels respond to international rhetorical
pressure.

Figure 1. P5 Framing of Rebel Groups Over Time

Average sentiment score (1 = strong condemnation, 5 = support) of P5

speeches referencing rebel groups in UNSC meetings, 1992–2008.
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Anticipated Findings

This study demonstrates that UNSC rhetoric
matters, even when constrained.
P5 speech contributes to how rebel groups are
perceived and treated internationally.
Small rhetorical shifts—from condemnation to
neutrality—can have meaningful political and
behavioral consequences.
Findings have implications for diplomacy,
conflict management, and international
mediation.


